SUBJECT:

UNITED STATES é Vel (agd "

NUCLEAR REGULATORY CCMMISSION _
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20558

OFC 5 1984

A: Darrell G. Eisenhut, Director
Division of Licensing

Yincent S. Noonan, Project Director
Comanche Peak Technical Review Team

COMANCHE PEAK ACTION ITEMS - SCHEDULE UPDATE

Enclosed is the second update to the tabulation of Comanche Peak Action

Items.

This updates the tabulation of November 9, 1984, and provides

scheduled actions in the areas of Technical Review Team, Licensing,

Inspecti

ons, and Legal.

Significant changes are noted below:

Contact:

gﬁ:‘gﬁg osw:;

Civil/Electrical/Test Programs SSER completion is rescheduled to
12/21/84. Mechanical/Miscellaneous SSER completion is rescheduled
to 1/11/85. These delays are due to additional work resulting from
alleger feedback interviews and to assure coordination of QA aspects
of these technical areas with the QA/QC Group.

The Coatings SSER will incorporate TRT findings and the NRR technica)
review of the effects on containment emergency sump performance of
paint and insulation debris. Completion of the NRR technical review
will delay issuance of this SSER unti) 1/14/85.

Presentation of the QA/QC findings to the applicant is tentatively
planned for 12/19/84. Completion of the QA/QC SSER is rescheduled to
1/11/85. Delays are attributed primarily to the alleger feedback
effort and coordination with other TRT Groups.

Compietion of the efforts by the Contention 5 Panel and Intimidation

Panel are scheduled for 1/31/85. We expect the staff to be ready to
resume hearings in mid-February.

R. Wessman
Ext. 28432
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Darrell G. Eisenhut -2 -

- Completion of various inspection activities, mostly dependent on
completion of applicant actions, has slipped to mid-January 1985.
Noteworthy are the large number of fire protection items to be
completed by the applicant.

I will be pleased to discuss this with you at your request.

omanche P k7 chnical Review Team
Enclosure: As stated

cc: R. Martin, Region IV
H. Livermore, Region III (TRT)

M.VWM -/083

Shao, TRT

. Keimig, TRT

. Matthews, TRT
. McCracken, TRT
Haves, OI

. Herr, 01

. Christenbury, OELD
Scinto, OELD

. Case, NRR

. Volimer, DE

. Bernero, DSI!

. Thompson, DHFS

. Speis, DST

. J. Youngblood, DL
. Novak, DL

. Wessman, OL

. Vietti, DL

C. Tang, DL

. 0¥iu, TIDC
DeYoung, IE
Grace, IE

Jordan, IE
Axelrad, IE
Ippolito, AEQD
Gagliardo

.
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[tem

Establish alleger feedback procedure
and tentative contacts schedule
Respond to GAP letters
SSER Completion:
Integrate 68 group inputs into
Mech/Misc. allegations SSER
Management Review of SSER

(evaluation will

be incorporated in Mechanical
Group reviews)
Complete Review of Several
Vendor Allegations:
Diesel Generators
(appliicants vendor inspection

Publish SSER
Obtain rest of
Allegations

program)

Grinnell Pipe Hangers
Include vendor reviews in Misc.
section of SSER

Develop Program for Handling
future allegations at CPSES

Provide Potential Enforcement
Actions resulting from TRT effort
to Region IV for action

Publish SSER addressing remaining
TRT issues and results of alleger
feedback contacts

kssess Applicant actions in response
to NRC "Reguests for Information"
resulting from TRT effort.

SSER

Intimidation Panel

Contention S Panel

EGG Records Review Effort

Actions resulting from
records review effort

> X.®
PROJECT DIRECTOR ACTICON ITIMS

Lead
Responsible

Tang/Hofmayer
Wessman
Tang/Saffell
Noonan

LB#1
Zudans

Bangart
Shao/Hou
Tang/Saffell
Vietti/Zudans
Gagliardo

Group Leaders

Gagliardo
Vollmer
Poslusny
McCracken

-drafia
-final-

Cempletion

Pate

Complete

"’I"'o‘

wiaf 4,

12/18/34
12/28/24
1/4/85

1711785
12/14/84

12/14/84
12/14/84
12/14/84
12/14/84
1/18/85

1/31/85

2/28/85

1/31/85
1/31/85
1/18/85
2/1/85



TRT ACTION ITEMS
Areas: Civil/Electrical/Test Programs Allegations

Note: Issues in these areas provided to applicant 09/18/84

Lead Completion
Item Responsible Date
Civil Executive Summary for SSER Shao Complete
(Electrical/Test Program summaries
complete)
Finalize 33 SSER sections Group Leaders 1277
Complete major alleger feedback Jeng/Calvo/Zudans 12/14
interviews
Integrate 33 SSER sections into SSER Tang/Hofmayer 12/14
Draft SSER to management Tang 12/14
Issue SSER LB#1 12/21
Complete evaluation of witness “F" Calvo/Keimig/Jeng 12/28
allegations and alleger feedback
results
Integrate final results of witness Tang 1711

"F* allegations and alleger feedback
contacts intc supplemental SSER

Response to ASLB memo of 10/01/84 Keimig 12/7
on "Concerns on Startup QA"

Area: Coatings Allecations

Note: Coatings SSER will integrate results of TRT evaluation and NRR
Technical review of effects on containment emergency sump performance of
paint and insulation debris.

Draft 7 SSER Sections on Allegations McCracken 12/7
Complete alleger feedback interviews Matthews 12/14
Integrate TRT Findings with results Matthews (CSB, RSB, 12721
of NRR coatings safety analysis CPB to assist)
Finalize draft of SSER McCracken 12/28
. Coatings Draft SSER to management McCracken 12/28

Issue SSER/Meet with Applicant LB #1 1/14/85



Area: Mechanical Allegations

Note: Issues in this area provided to applicant 11/29/84

Identify applicant actions

Draft 47 SSER sections

Complete alleger feedback interviews

Mechnical allegations executive
summary for SSER

Evaluate results of alleger feedback

Finalize 47 SSER mechanical sections

Integrate Mechanical SSER section
with Misc. Section

Area: Miscellaneous Allegations

Note: Issues in this area provided to applicant 11/29/84

Identify applicant actions

Oraft 21 SSER sections

Complete alleger feedback interviews

Evaluate results of alleger feedback

Finalize 21 SSER Misc. sections

Miscellaneous allegations executive
summary for SSER

Integrate Misc. section of SSER with
Misc. Section

Area: QA/QC Allecations

Draft 69 SSER sections
Identify applicant actions
Complete alleger feedback interviews
Review tentative QA Assessments
with DL management & Contention
5 Panel
Letter/Meet with applicant
Evaluate results of alleger feedback
QA Allegation Executive ry
for SSER
Finalize 69 SSER sections
Draft QA SSER to management
Issue SSER

=

Lead
Responsible

Shao/Hou
Shao/Hou
Shao/Hou/Zudans
Shao/Hou

Shao
Shao/Hou
Tang/Saffell

Bangart
Bangart
Bangart/Zudans
Bangart
Bangart
Bangart

Tang/Sa“fell

Livermore
Livermore
Livermore/Zudans
Noonan/Livermore

Noonan
Livermore
Livermore

Livermore
Tang
L8 #

Completion
Date

Complete
12/7
12/14
12/7

12/21
12/21
12/29

Complete
Complete
12/14
12721
12/21
12/7

12/29

1277

12/14
12/14
/17

12/1%
12/21
12/14

12/28
12/28
1/11/85



LICENSING ACTION ITEMS

A. SER and SSER Unresolved Review Itoms
Open [tems Assigned
(1) Preservice and inservice MEB/C. Hammer
inspection and testing
program for pumps and
valves (not required for
licensing as interim
relief granted)
(2) Sefe shutdown system; ASB/P. Hearn
associated circuits
(await applicant response)
{3) Fire protection per CHEB/J. Stang

(4)

(5)

Appendix R

Impact of paint debris on csB/C. Li
containment sump and long GIB/A. Serkiz
term core cooling RSB/B. Mann
(Must consider results

of Coatings TRT Group)

Cygna Independent Assess D. Terao
ment Program (Phase 1
and 2)

Confirmatory [tems

(1)

(2)

(3)

(8)

TMI 11.D.]1 Performance
testing of relief and safety
valves (awaiting applicant
response)

MEB/G. Hammer

TMI I1.E.1.1 Test of turbine ASB/P. Hearn
driven AFW pump to operate
without ac power

TMI I1.E.4.2 Capability EQB/R. Wright
of containment purge valves

to close in accident conditions

(EQB evaluation of 10/24 has

open items - need Applic.

action)

Environmental qualification EQB/H. Garg
of N-16 detector and N-16
Junction box

NRR Staff
Scheduled

Completion

12/31/84

12/31/84

12/21/84

12/14/84

12/21/84

12/31/84

12/31/84



Confirmatory Items

(8)

(6)

Response to Generic Letter
83-28, Salem ATWS Events

Response to Generic Letter
83-35, Smail Break LOCA
Analysis (11.K.3.30)
(1icense condition
established in SER #6)

License Corditions

(1)

(2)
(3)

(1)

(2)

(1)

(2)

Conformance with R.G. 1.97,
Revision 2, Generic Letter
82-33

SPDS, Generic Letter 82-33

Procedures Generation
Packa?c (1icense condition
established prior to OL)

Technical Specifications

Reactor System Branch
questions regarding
relationship between

stated and measured process
variables. (awaiting
applicant response)

Accuracy of transient
time flow meter (N-16)

(awaiting applicant re.ponse)

Board Notifications

Cross index of Board
Notifications to SER and
SSER sections.

(a) Pump Seal integrity

Issue forthcoming
Board Notifications
(B estimated)

Assigned
ICSB/T. Dunning

RSB/J. Guttman

LCSB/J. Joyce

HFEB/Lipinski
PSRB/J.Clifford

RSB/S. Diab, B. Mann,
C. Moon

CPB/L. Lois

LB#1/unassigned

LB8#1/Burwel
LB#1/S. Burwell

NRR Staff
Scheduled

Completion
12/14/84

3/85

12/14/84
(interim report
complete)

6/85
(final report)

12/14/84
3/85

12/31/84

12/31/84

3-man wks.

12/31/84

2-man wks.
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- wo2 Staff Support

(1)

Motions for Summary Disposition
on Piping and Pipe Supports

Motion Subiect

a.

QA tor pipe support
design process

Pipe support stability
(Applicant's response
incomplete)

Cinched U-bolts

ASME/AWS Welding
Codes

Upper lateral restraint
(Applicant's response
raised new issue

Use of generic stiff-
ness in piping analysis.
(Applicant's response
incomplete)

Richmond inserts
(Applicant's response
incomplete)

Wall-to-wall and floor-

Ass igned
Teledyne/D. Landers

MEB/D. Terao
ETEC/H. Fleck, P. Chen
MEB/D. Terao

SGEB/F. Rinaldi and
Brookhaven

EGCB/J. Fair

EGCB/J. Fair

ETEC/M. Fleck, P. Chen

to-ceiling piping supports

U-bolts as 2-way
restraints

Force distribution in
axial restraints

Damping factors
(Waiting on applicant's
response)

Safety factors

Friction due to small
thermal movements

EGCB/J. Fair

ETEC/H. Fleck, P. Chen

EGCB/J. Fair

EGCB/J.
EGCB/J.

Fair
Fair

Scheduled
Completion
1/7/85
1277784
12/14/84

11/2/84-C

12/14/84

11/15/84-C

12/1/84-C

12/14/84
12/1/84-C
12/14/84
11/13/84-C

11/15/84-C
11715/84-C



(2)

(3)

(4)

Motion Subject

n. Local displacements

Assiggsg

ETEC/J.Brammer, P.Chen

and stresses (applicant's

response incomplete)

0. Section property
values

p. Effects of gaps on
seismic response of
pipe support

Hearings on above Motions
Summary Disposition

Staff affidavits on Cygna
IAP (Phase 1 and 2)

Review of Cynga IAP
(Phase 3)

Review of Cygna [AP
(Phase 4)
(awaiting CYGNA submittal)

Support OELD in preparation

staff testimony, re-

sponding to ASLB Memorandum
and Orders, and in preparation
of Proposed Partial Initial

Findings
Project Management Tasks

(1) Correspondence, filing and information retrieval

EGCB/J. Fair

EGCB/J. Fair

Staff reviewers
and consultants
listed above

MEB/D. Terao
SGEB/F. Rinaldi
RIV/D. Hunnicutt

Terao
EGAG review
Staff Review

Terao
Contractor
Tech Reviewers

Unassigned
Leader

(2) Status tracking and reports

(3) Meetings
(4) SSER preparation

(§) Technical Specifications
License preparation and concurrence

)
) Regional Readiness
) Briefing Book

(10) FOIA actions

Scheduled
Completion

12/14/84

11/15/84-C

11/15/84-C

Estimated for
8 man-wks.

11/15/84-C

12/14/84
12/21/84

Estimated
6 man-weeks
18 man-weeks

Estimated of
18 man-weeks

Review for conformance with regulation and exemption requirements



Miscellaneous

Scheduled
Motion Subject Assigned Completion
Obtain affidavits from Zech/1E IE Complete
Vendor Inspection Branch Bangart/RIV 12/14/84

and Region IV arding QA
applicable to TDI Diesels
(Awaiting Region 4 input)



REGION IV ACTION HECESSARY FOR COMPLETION PRIGR TO FULL LOAD

scription

z.

1.

lzo

13.

Complete Evaluation of Preop. Test
Results

Witness "Mini" Mot Functional (Thermal
Expansion)

Caq:leta Operating Staff Inspection

Complete Inspection of Maintenance
and Operating Procedures

Fire Protection/Prevention Assessment
Team Inspection

Complete Open Inspection Items on
Preop. Testing QA

Close Out of Open Inspection Findings

Complete Pre OL Issuance Requirements

Responsibilfity

Res. Insp. (Ops)
Res. Insp. (Ops)

Res. Insp. (Ops)
Res. Insp. (Ops)

RIV (Murphy) ard
BNL, IE, NRR:Staff

Res, Insp. (Ops) |

Res. Insp. (Ops/Con)
Reglon Based Insps.

Res. Insp. (Ops)

of 2514 Program (Test Procedure Review)

Close Out of Remaining HEDs (Human
Factors)

Emergency Preparedness Exercise and
Evaluation*

Ghrmc{ Preparedness raisa’
-Significant Deffciency ltems (9)
Close Out

Radiation Protection and Radweste
Open Items (6) Close Out

Issue 1E Procedure 94300 Letter

Res. Insp. {Ops)
RIV (Baird) and FEMA

RIV (Baird)

RIV (Murray)

Res. Insp. (Ops)

*Emergency Preparedness Exercise Scheduled for 11/14/84

0-t Nov,

T W™

Licensee Dependent

1

Licen.ee Dependent

.
[

Licensee Dependent L

-

-~

.

-

—

QOngoing Function - Performed as Required

Licensee Dependent

Licensee Dependent

F -
v

s
i

L'cim Dependent "

'

Lt?cusn Dependent




Duemnex 3,
HOVEMBER—F, 1904

COMANCHE PEAK MEARING TSSUES

TECHNICAL STAFF NEARING
1TEn STATUS OR COMMENT RECEIVED DUE DATE COMPLETION DATE DATE
A. PIPE SUPPORT DESIGN/QA
1) Letter to Applicants Letter drafted and 12/7/84
Requesting Information sent in May 1984 to
Relating to AS00 Steel Region 1V. Letter
was not sent to
Applicants
2)  Applicants' Summary Dispo- D. Terao. 5/17/84 11/2/84 10/31/84
sition Motion on AWS/ASME Staff completed
Codes for Weld Design
3) CASE's Answer to Motion on D. Terao 8/6/84 11/2/84 10/31/84
AWS/ASME Codes for Weld Staff completed
Design
q) Applicants’ Summary Dispo- J. Fair 8/6/84 12/7/84 11/15/84
sition Motion on OBE/SSE Technical draft
Damping Factors complete. Attor-
neys preparing affi-
davit for filing by
_ 12/7/84
CASE's Answer to Motion on 5/17/84 12/7/84 “i/15/84
OBE/SSE Damping Factors
S) Applicants’ Summary Dispo- Included in 5/21/84 12/7/64 11/715/84
. sition Motion on Safety part (4)

~ Factors




ex)

15

9

5 10)

ITEN

CASE's Partial Answer to
Motion on Safety Factors

Applicants' Summary Dispo-
sition Motion on Friction
duc to Small Thermal Move-
ments

CASE's Answer to Motion on
Friction

Applicants' Reply to CASE
Answer

CASE Reply to Applicants’
Reply

Applicants' Susmary Dispo-
sition Motion on Section
Property Values

CASE's Answer to Motion on
Section Property Values

Applicants' Summcry Dispo-
sition Motion on Effect of
Gaps on Seismic Response

CASE's Answer to Motion on
Effect of Gaps

Applicants' Susmary Dispo-
sition Motion on Upper
Lateral Restraint

STATUS OR COMMENT

J. Fair,
Included in (4)

J. Fair.
Included in (4)

J. Fair. Technical
draft in progress.

Pass copy to TRY to
coord. Attorney

preparing affidavit,

Rrookhaven/SGEB
need added coord.
with TET findings,

discussion with G&H.

HEARING

TECHNICAL STAFF

RECEIVED  DUE DATE  COMPLETION DAE __DATE
8/28/84 12/7/84 11/15/84
5/21/84 12/7/84 11/15/84
8/6/84 12/7/84 11/15/84
9/19/84 12/7/84 11/15/84
10/1/84 12/7/84 11/15/84
5/21/84 12/7/84 11/15/84
8/13/84 12/7/84 11/15/84
5/21/84 1/7/85 11/30/84
8/13/84 1/7/85 11/30/84
5/21/84 1/7/85 12/15/84



M)

W)

(x5

Sa

A

CASE's Partial Answer to
Motion or Upper Lateral
Restraint

Applicants' Summary Dispo-
sition Motion on Generic
Stiffness

CASE's Partiai Answer to
Moton ca Generic Stiffness

Applicants' Susmary Dispo-
sition Motion on Richmond
inserts

CASE's Answer to Motion
on Richmond Inserts

Applicants' Suswmery Dispo-
sition Motion on Stability

‘CASE's Motions and Answer
to Motion on Stability

Applicants' Susmary Dispo-
sition Motion on Wall to
Wall Supports

CASE's Partial Answer to
Motion on Wall to Wall
Supports

STATUS OR_COMMENT

J. Fair. Technical
position complete.

Attorney preparing
affidavit.

J. Fair. Technical
Portion complete.

Attorney preparing
affidavid. Coord.
with TRT.

0. Terao. Draft
in progress

Answer to Motion
sent on October 19,
1984

P. Chen

TECHNICAL STAFF

RECEIVED DUE_DATE COMPLETION DATE
8/28/84

5/22/84 12/7/84 11/15/84
8/28/84

6/2/84 12/7/84 12/1/84

9/10/84

6/18/84 12/15/84 12/1/84
10/15/84

6/26/84 12/15/84 12/1/84

8/28/84

HEARTNG
DATE



53

53

55

1)

Applicants' Reply to CASE's
Answer

Applicants’ Susmary Dispo-
sition Motion or Torsional

Resistance of Axial Restraints

CASE's Answer to Motiom on
Axial Restraints

Applicants' Susmary Dispo-
sition Motion on Local
Displacements/Stresses

CASE's Answer to Motion on
Local Stresses

Applicants’ Reply to CASE's
Answer

Applicants' Summary Dispo-
sition Motion on U-Bolts
(2-Way Restraints)

CASE's Answer to Motion on
U-Bolts (2-Way Restraints)

Applicants’ Susmary Dispo-
sition Motion on U-Bolts

(Cinching)

CASL's Answer to Motiom on
U-Bolt Cinching

STATUS OR_COMMENT

J. Fair. Technical
Draft compl.

Attorney preparing
affidavit,

P. Chen. Still
need info. from
aeplic. Preparing
draft, based on
existing material

TECHNICAL STAFF HEARING
RECEIVED  DUE DATE  COMPLETION DATE __DATE
10/1/84
7/11/84 12/15/88  12/1/84
8/28/84
6/19/84 12/15/84  12/1/84
8/28/84
10/8/84
5/24/84 12/15/84  12/1/84
8/20/84
6/30/84 12/15/88  12/1/84
9/28/84



"
)

1TEM

Applicants' Susmary Dispo-
sition Motion on Pipe
Support Design QA/Weld
Audit of Vendor

CASE's Partial Aaswer to
Susmary Disposition Motion
on Pipe Support Design QA

CASE Susmary Disposition
Motion on Pipe Support
Design QA

8. VELDING

1)

Close-out of welding fabri-
cation items from hearing:

2. preheat

b. temp. indicating
crayon use during

interpass

¢. adequacy of support
'l:: alleged downhill
we

TECHNICAL STAFF HEARING

STATUS OR COMMENT RECEIVED DUE DATE COMPLETION DATE DATE
D. Landers 7/10/84 1/15/84 1/7/85
Draft by 1/1/85,
Depends on getting
coples_of parts
(3-(\]) drafts in
week of 12/3.

10/19/84 1/15/85% 1/7/85%

10/11/84 1715/85 1/7/85
Letter seat to Affidavit contain-
Applicants, and ing Staff assess-
reply received. ment due 11/20/84
Staff assessment
necessary.

Letter sent to
Applicants, and
reply received.
Staff assessment
necessary.

Letter sent to
Applicants, and
reply received.
Staff assessment
necessary.

Affidavit contain-
ing Staff assess-
ment due 11/20

Affidavit contain-
ing Staff assess-
ment due 11/20



o »
TECHNICAL STAFF HEARING
1TEN STATUS OR COMMENT RECEIVED DUE DATE COMPLETION DATE DATE
d. plug welds in cable Letter seat to
spreading room; assur- Applicants, and
ance that this is mot reply received.
Staff assessment
necessary.
e.
f. Reverification of welder
sysbols on Class §
(CASE Exhibit
919, p.20)
2) Response to p.5 of CASE's 10/11/84 Te)
finding regarding hold- conference cal!
points for weave weld
repairs
C. PROTECTIVE COATINGS
1)  Applicants' Summary Dispo- Completed: Resolved
sition Motion on Near White in Applicants' favor
Blast
2)  Applicants' Protective Coat-  May be affected by 1/15/85% 12/28/84
ings Reinspection Program Applicants’ Appli-
cation to

Safety classifica-
tion of Protective
Coatings




TECHNICAL STAFF HEARING

1TEm STATUS OR COMMENT RECEIVED DUE_DATE COMPLETION DATE __DATE
3) Appliicants’ Motion for Awaiting resulting 10/5/84 1/15/85 12/28/84
ition on of this phase of Deferred by
Feport RY October 10,
1984 Board
Order
4 Applicants’' Susmary Dispo- - Itant 6/26/84 1/15/85 12/28/84
sition Motion on Maximum per
Roughness Surface Preparation See 3
5) Applicants’ Suswary Dispo- 9/16/84 1715/8% 12/28/84
sition Motion on Westinghouse
Components Coatings
§) Board Notification 84-015, See March 15,
regarding adhesion testing 1584 Order,
of protective coating pp. 7-8
Srookhaven Interim Report TRT evaluation is 12/26/84
scheduled for com-
pletion by 12/28/84.
Brookhaven Interim
Report will by com-
sidered by TRT
D. OTHER CONSTRUCTION ADEQUACY ISSUES
1) Results of Staff Walkdown Inspection reports 12/28/84
Inspections issued re: Fuel
Building Cable

Spreading Room Por-
tions of Containment
Room inspection com-



TECHNICAL STAFF HEAR IHG

iTEN STATUS OR COMMENT RECEIVED  DUE DATE  COMPLETION DATE _ DATE

2)
3)

4)

5)

6)

Results of TRT Report
CAT Report

Polar Crane shim reimspec-
tion

lindocumented removal of
cable trays

Reactor Vessel Mirror Shield

E. INTIMIDATION

1)

Board's Septesber 17,
1584 Memorandum Direct-
ing Release of O1 Reports

pleted, awaiting
report re: Safeguard
Building Auxiliary
Building

Testimony concluded,

proposed findi
of fact currently

being drafted.
Mwaiting findings
of TRT

Applicants filed
response on 4/9/84

Report Ba08
Seg WIS/ Grder,

Staff Affidavit filed
1984

01 responded on 9/17/84
10/25/84. Board

requests the Staff

to advise it which

reports are poten-

12/28/84



ITEN

2) Reopening of "nspection Report
79-15 (7/2/79) lnvolving
Welding of Stainless Steel
Fuel Pool Liners

3) Allegation re: Voiding
of NCR by Applicamts
regarding incorrect dates
of inspection on 2 weld
data card.

4) Intimidation of Protective
Coatings QCI

.
T

STATUS OR COMMENT

TECHNICAL STAFF
COMPLETION DATE

tially relevant to
licensing proceeding,
See Memorandum
Request for Staff
Analysis) dated
11/2/84

Board request, See
Tr. 16,744, Hemo
to Reg. IV sent on
October 5, 1984

TRT reviewing
(QA grouwp)

Closed by Board.
Applicants submitted
offer of proef.
Eoard rejected of fer.

DOL tramscript s
record,

Testizeny o D
received »%

ber 18-19, 1984 hear-
ing sessicn. Rebui-
tal testisony filed by
Applicants. TRT SSERs
should address his

concerns.

11/30/84

12/28/84

TRT Completed
12/28/84

HEARING
DATE




TECHNICAL STAFF HEAR LG
1TEM STATUS OF COMMENT RECEIVED DUE DATE COMPLETION DATE DATE

d. ann- Testimony of R Nov. 19-21,
| FRRTTE 1984

fctober 1-2, 1984
hearing session.
Further testimon
from
and

for r 29-31,
1984 hearing session.
$) Should alse TRT Completed
r OVERALL 12/26/84
QA/QC PROGRAMMATIC ISSuEsS
Category)

B - ek
Y approve
traveller for valve
where valve disc number
did not match disc
number on the data

report.

b. ISO reviewers pressured
to approve 40 150
packages per week.

rvisor B
dered a
r improperly
approve a QES sheet.




ITEM

6) Mitness F

STATUS OR COMMENT

. 11 .=

RECEIVED

DUE_DATE

TECHNICAL STAFF
COMPLETION DATE

HEARING
DATE

TRT raised to 01

£S-100/RG 1.75/1EEE-384
conflict; criteria involv-
ing separation between
conduit and cable trays

Whether failure of
Westinghouse Invertions
was timely reported in
accordance with NRC
regulations, including
Part 21, and § 50.55(e)

Adequacy of XCP-EEB
Procedure for energized
functional testing

Adequacy of prerequisite Set forth in
and preoperational test October 1, 1984
procedures Order.

3 incidents of intimi-
dation (See findings
of fact)

ilhetheerpronl
required for STEs to

write-up NCRs (Witness F,
Tr. 14,629)

Correctness of Witness F's
prerequisite tests on
VUestinghouse inverters,

TRT (electrical)
12/28/84

TRT (test)
12/28/84



TECHNICAL STAFF HEARING
STATUS OR COMMENT ~ RECEIVED  DUE DATE  COMPLETION DATE __DATE_

Whether Applicants' pro-
cedures specify "jump
points" for testing of
annunciators (Witness F,
Tr. 14,538)

Whether SWA procedure,
or other document,
directs STEs to collect
SWAs on the same system

Applicants' procedures
(i1f any) for generating
Start-up memoranda

Termination of— testified

- y deposition of
7/3/84 that he was
improperly terminated
for reporting pipe

gouge. Palso
claims that Staff was
not responseive to
his allegation in 2

meeting following his
termination,

a. Hole on Polar crane rail

b. Rajectable Welding on
doors




TECHNICAL STAFF HEARING
ITEM STATUS OR COMMENT RECEIVED DUE DATE COMPLETION DATE DATE
¢. Inadequate welding on
diesel generator skids -
Programmatic QA/QC
aspects
9) EGAG Report on Climcte of Offered as Staff
Intimidation at CPSES Testimony at
September 21, 1984
_ hearing session
10) T-Shirt Incident TRT (electrical)
12/14/84

a. Whether “destructive
testing" (deliberately
improper testing) of
electrical components/
systems occurred in
Safeguards building,
both before and after
T-shirt incident

b. Follow-up on state-
ments made to NRC by
utility officials
regarding "destruc-
tive testing.”

c¢. Adequacy of Procedures
for conducting QC elec-
trical inspections, and
u‘lequacy of implementa-
tion




- 14 -

TECHNICAL STAFF HEARING
FTEM STATUS OR_COMMENT RECEIVED DUE DATE COMPLETION DATE __DATE

R
a. lnterviewF Deposition,
and other s of

his crew, to determine
if a QC inspector was -
intimidated

b. Adequacy of procedures
for placing hold tags
on cable tray supports,
and adequacy of implemen-
tation

OSSR

a. Whether stainless steel Deposition,
welding was improperly
done while "arc gouging”

was occurring in North
Valve Room

b. Whether QC inspector who
saw the improper welding
was improperly prevented
from stopping the arc
gouging from continuing
at the same time as the
welding

F. OVERALL QA/QC PROGRAMMATIC ISSUES

1) Results of TRT Report



sim e o O g

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7}

8)

ITEN

Management commitment to an
effective QA/QC program

Applicants new QA/QC program

Trending of Non-Conform-
ing Conditions

Implications of Applicants'’
failure to develop QA pro-
cedures for excavation acti-
vities

Reverse classification of
‘non-safety related struc-
tures

Unqualified QA/QC Personne!

Adequate Number of QA/QC
Personnel

-« 15 -

STATUS OR _COMMENT RECEIVED DUE DATE

See July 29, 1983
Order, pp. 21-22;
September 23, 1983
Order, p.42, n.100

Identified as an
issue in March 15,
1984 Order, p.19.
Evidence presented
during July 1984
evidentiary deposi-
tions and September
10-21 hearing ses-
sion,

Open, See March 15,
1984 Order, p.20

Open, See March 15,
1984.6F33r. p.6

Open, See March 15,
1984 Order, p.11

Open, See March 15,
1984 Orde

r, p.12
Open, See March 15,
1984 Order, p.16

TECHNICAL STAFF
COMPLETION DATE

HEARING

DATE



9)
10)

11)

12)

13)

1TEM

OC oversight of CB&I, as
raised in Inspection Report
82-25/82-13

QC oversight of NPSI, as
raised in Inspection Reports
82-22 and 82-14

Incorporaton of CMC's
at DCC

Computerization of Non-
conformances

Stainless steel fuel pool/
refueling canal liner
travellers, and procedures
for conducting the QA/QC
activities associated with
welds for those structures
(Originated with
allegations of HITs).

< =

STATUS OR COMMENT RECEIVED DUE_DATE

TECHNICAL STAFF
COMPLETION DATE

Open, See March 15,
1984 Order, p.12

Open, See March 15,
1984 Order, p.13

Open, See March 15,
1984 Order, p.15

Open, See January 30,
1984 Order; March 15,
1964 Order, pp. 17-
18. plicants filed
several filings.
Latest is “Appli-
cants' Response
Concerning Record
Retrieval® (June 29,
1984)

—testimy
received at Septemoer
10-21, 1984 hearing
session, CASE filed
brief ("CASE"s Evi-
dence of a Quality
Control Breakdown")
1isting all problems
with travellers on
September 27, 1984,

Further testimony

HEARTNG
DATE




14) Document Control problems as
brought out by D

15) No response toF
allegation that backfit

program for CB&I pipe whio
restraints was not taken

seriously

16) Unstated management directive
not to report problems (concern

raised hy

17) ~ pressured to
approve Tennessee wall, Tube

and Metal Audit

STATUS OR COMMENT

e 1%

RECEIVED

DUE_DATE

TECHNICAL STAFF
COMFLETION DATE

fron

expected for
November 1-2, 1984
hearing session.
Staff will need to
respond to CASE's and
Applicents' evidence
on these issues.

Open, See
September 23, 1984
Board Order, p.32,
n.81

Open, See 25,
October 25, 1983
Board Order, p.11;
September 23, 1983
Board Order,

pp. 34-35; July 24,
1983 Board Order,
p. 42

Open, See
September 23, 1983
Board Order, p. 42

R

HEARING
DATE



ITEM

18) Adequacy of Applicants' Vendor
QA Program with regard to
101 diesel generators

19) Board's October 1, 1984
Memorandum (Concerns About
Startup QA)

G. CYGNA

1) Cygna IAP Report
(Phases 1 and 111)

2) Cygna Phase I11 Report

3) Cygna Phase 1V Report

4) Applicants' Motion to Set

Schedule on Cygna Fhase 111

Report

STATUS OR CGMMENT

Applicants filed
Response to Boara's
June 15, 1984
clarification on
this subject.

w
Applicants’' and
Intervenors' testi-
mony concluded in
April/May. Staff
SSER and testimony
required

No Staff review
initiated

To be litigated
only 1f Applicants

fail to vail on
ﬁSm"y
isposition issues

TECHNICAL STAFF

RECEIVED DUE DATE COMPLETION DATE
11/30/84 11/20/84

10/1/84 11/15/84 11/1/84

Nov. 1983

July 1984

10/5/84 10/25/84

HEARING

DATE



1TEM
H. MISCELLANEOUS
1)  Vhether 1D for CPSES
will be conducted;
whether SSER on pump
seal integrity will
A be issued.
i
|

STATUS OR COMMENT

Board questions

in telephone call
to Staff counsel.
Memo sent to NRR,

-

o B

TECHNICAL STAFF
RECEIVED DUE _DATE COMPLETION DATE
8/22/064

HEARING
_DATE_
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

0CT 11 1984
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Enclosed please find the papers which we have borrowed from you during our -? O

o

, @ blank copy of confiden:iality agreement was mailed

either Ms. R, C. Tang on (301) 492-8986 or Mr. R. H. Wessman
collect) to discuss the terms contained in this

note that your request for confidentiality cannot be honored

this agreement 1s signed and properly executed.

A

,Q“
.
|

“ wn

)
m -~
O ®wo m

o O
S0 30 3
£

Sincerely,

\_ 4(72: f‘v’i‘/ld&t( 'é -

Thomas K. Ippolito, Project Director
Comanche Peak Technical Review Team

FOIA-85-39
523

DO_NOT DISCLOSE
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UNITED STATES o
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION .

wmmc'ro.w_ D. C. 20858 '-/"’-».//: -
FEB 2 8 1835
MZMORANDUM FOR: Those on Attached List
FROM: William J. Dircks
Executive Director for Operations
SUBJECT: PANEL TO PREPARE NRC STAFF POSITION ON COMANCHE PEAK

HEARING CONTENTION NO. §

On December 24, 1884, I established the subject panel and provided initial
guidance regarding its charter. Since that time, the charter and the panel
compesition have been clarified to reflect a broader range of expertise and
to accommodate agency priorities. This memorandum reflects the panel's
charter and changes.

To properly assist the Director, Comanche Peak Project in evaluating
Contention 5 and to assist him in the preparation of a comprehensive staff
pesition on Contention 5, 2 panel composed of senior managers has been
formed. The panel is composed of the following individuals:

Edward Jordar, IE (Chairperson)
Richard Vollmer, IE
lan Herdt, R-II
Robert Warnick, R-IIl
James Sniezek, DEDROGR
Ashok Thadani, NRR

This contention concerns the applicant's adherence to QA/QC requirements and
is provided as Enclosure 1. The issue of construction QA/QC at Comanche Peak
is multifaceted md is addresse’, in part, by many records, documents and in
testimony from various sources including the staff, applicant, intervenor,

and allegers. The background of this contention and associated records span
several years. Various NRC offices have been involved, including Region IV,
OI, KPR, OELD an¢ IEZ. Because of their involvement with Comanche Peak regu-
latory activities, I am appointing the following personnel .5 resource support
to the panel in their areas of expertise:

3:& Sc"‘nto. OEL"gR r -7
Theses ?82:?;”. AEOD FO1A- 25~ ?ﬁ
3y g
n,
brosks Grittin, Of D / 280
Lhet Poslusny, NRR* l-—
Ted Sullivan, NRR*

*Aaministrative and technical support as requested by Panel Chairman




These individuals may be asked to 2ssist in this effort when issues involving
their specific area of expertise are being considered, and 1 request your
support in making them available on an “as-needed" basis.

The product of this effort will be the :ssistance to the Director, Comanche
Peak Project, in preparing a position that integrates the staff findings and
conclusions regarding this Contention. In addition this effort may require
pane] members, or the panel as 2 whole, to be prepared to testify concerning
panel recommendations in support of the staff position on Contention 5 as
identified by the Director, Comanche Peak Project. Enclosure 2 provides the
charter for the panel.

The work schedule of the panel as developed by the Director, Comanche Peak
Project, is to be consistent with the hearing schedule and shall be closely
coordinated with ELD.

The panel will work under the direction of Vincent S. Noonan, Director,
Comancne Peak Project, and should provide periodic status briefings to the
Deputy Director, NRR.

Will{ . Dircks
Executive Director for Operations

Enclosures: As stated

cc: Panel Members

Panel Resource Personnel
T. Murley

J. Martin



ADDRESSTES FOR MEMORANDUM DATED rep o § 1985

Victor Stelle, Jr, DEDROGR
Harold R. Denton, NRR

James Taylor, IE

Guy M. Cunningham, III, ELD
Clemens J. Heltemes, AEQD
Nelson Grace, RII

James Keppler, RIII

Robert Martin, RIV

Ben Haves, 01



ENCLOSURE 1
COMANCHE PEAK CONTENTION 5+

Contention 5. The Applicants' failure to adhere to the quality assurance/
quality control provisions required by the construction permits for Comanche
Peak, Units 1 and 2, and the requirements of Appendix B of 10 CFR Part 50, and
the construction practices employed, specifically in regard to concrete work,
mortar blocks, steel, fracture toughness testing, expansion Joints, placement

of the reactor vessel for Unit 2, welding, inspection and testing, materials
used, craft labor qualifications and working conditions (as thay may affect
QA/QC) and training and organization of QA/QC personnel, have raised substantial
questions as to the adequacy of the construction of the fcci!it;. As a result,
the Comission cannct make the findings required by i0 CFR 50.57(a) necessury
for issuance of an operating license for Comanche Peak.
(CFUR 4A-ACORN 14-CASE 19 JOINT Contention)

"Reproducec from Board Order Subsequent to the Prehearing Conference of
April 30, 1980 (dated June 16, 1980)
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ENCLOSURE 2
COMANCHE PEAK CONTENTION 5 PANEL CHARTER

PURPOSE

The purpese of this panel is to assist the Director, Comanche Peak v
Project, to evaluate in an integrated manner the information develcped

by the staff which bears upon QXIQC ancd overall plant quality. The

objectives are:

A. To assist the Director, Comanche Peak Project to make the staff
determination regarding the findings required by 10 CFR 50.57(a)
as related to Contention 5.

B. To provide an integrated review and feedback to the Director,
Comanche Peak Project, on information bearing on Contention 5 along
with the identification of problem areas and appropriate
recommendations for NRC actions or propcsed solutions.

C. To be prepared to testify as needed individually or as.a panel,
concerning panel recommendations in support of the staff position
on Contention 5 as identified by the Director.

MEMBERSHIP

Edward Jordan, IE (Chairperson)
Richard Volimer, IE

Alan Herdt, °.I1

Robert Warn™k, R-II1

James Sniezex, DEDROGR

Ashok Thadani, NRR

PANEL SCOPE

A. Under the guidance of the Director, Comanche Peak Project the
panel shall become familiar with and consider findings of past
and current KRC staff activities and applicant actions in response
to NRC findings as they relate to the matters addressed in
Contention 5, Specifically, the panel shall consider the results

of
1; Region IV inspections
2 inspections



Iv.

3) Ol investigations

4) Technical Review Team inspections
5) Enfarcement actions

6) Special Review Team inspection

7)  SALP reports

8) Staff amalysis of CYGNA Report

8) Staff summary of the Hearing Record

Additionally, the panel may examine the result of other staff
activities which may bear on their findings related to Contention §
if directed to do so.

B. The Director, Comanche Peak Project will arrange for staff members
to brief the panel on findings related to Contention 5. The
Director will also set up meetings with the intervenor and the
applicant to discuss matters which they respectively believe are
most significant as related to Contention 5. Any such meetings
will be open to the public. The panel should properly characterize
the collective concerns raised by the staff, intervenor and
applicant and review/comment on the applicants plan to address
these concerns. The panel should then advise the Director, Comanche
Peak Project on its recommendations.

C. During conduct of panel activities, the panel should advise the
Director, Comanche Peak Project of areas where it appears additional
NRC activity may be warranted in order to address the issues raised
in Contention 5.

PANEL OPERATING PROCEDURES

A. Panel meetings will be held as established by the Chairperson. The
Directcr, Comanche Peak Project will arrange a1l meetings with the
applicant, intervenor or allegers. Meetings with NRC staff and
staff consultants shall be considered predecisional.

B. A quorum for conduct of panel business will consist of four members.
In the temporary absence of the Chairperson, the Chairperson may
designate an acting Chairperson.

C. Briefings by the principal NRC reviewers in each of the areas identi-
fied in Section III.A will be obtained. Reviewers will summarize the
scope of their reviews, deficiencies noted, root causes of such
deficiencies and applicant corrective actions. Likewise, the reviewers
are to discuss those areas where no defic’encies were found.

D. The panel should analyze the information presented by NRC reviewers
contzined in source documents which the panel reviews, obtained by
discussic s with the appiicant, intervenor and staff and observed
during site reviews in arriving at {ts recommendations regarding
Contention £ and should continually provide feedback to the
Director, Comanche Peak Project.



The panel shoulc keep apprised of the ongoing agency activities
related to Contention § and promptly identify conflicts or problems
to the Director, Comanche Peak Project.

V.  REICORD AND REPORTING

A.

The panel will work under the direction of Vincent S. Noonan,
Director of the Comanche Peak Project, and should provide periodic
status briefings to the Deputy Director, NRR.

The panel shall keep such records of activities to assist it in

arriving at recommendations regarding Contention 5, as requested
by the gi-ector. Such records shall be considered predecisional
until staff testimony regarding Contention § is provided to the

Hearing Board.
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Attachment 1

¥ . ’..\‘s‘ UNITED STATES .
E ..(; } NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION .
e MAR 12 984 "

MEMORANDUM FOR: John T. Collins, Regional Administrator
Region IV

Harold R. Denton, Director =%
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Richard C. DeYoung, Director
0ffice of Inspection & Enforcement

FROM: i William J. Dircks
Executive Director for Operations
SUBJECT: COMPLETION OF OUTSTANDING REGULATORY ACTIONS ON

COMANCHE PEAK AND WATERFORD

Construction of the Comanche Peak and Waterford facilities {s nearing
completion., There remain a number of {ssues that need to be resolved before
the sta®f can make 1ts licensing decisions. The fssues remaining for these
plants are quite complex and span more than one 0ffice. In order to assure
the overall coordination/integration of these issues and to assure issues
are resolved on a schedule to satisfy hearing and licensing decision needs,
[ am directing NRR to manage all necessary actions leading to p~ompt
licensing decisions. Darrell Eisenhut, Director, Division of Licensing, NRR
is being assigned the Tead responsibility for this activity. He will
coordinate the efforts of NRR, IE, and Region IV, and will coordinate this
activity with 0l and OELD. Prior to any of the affected (ffices undertaking
major activities (e.q., inspections) or making decisions on these plants,
that activity should be concurred in by NRR.

We are presently in the process of assigning a dedicated senfor manager to
assist Mr, Eisenhut in the management these activities.

The first phase of this program will be the identification of issues needed
to be resolved for each plant prior to hearing and Ticensing decisions.
Once the issues have been ideantified a Program Plan for resolution of each
item should be developed and implemented. The Program Plan should address
the scope of the work needed, the identification of the responsible line

nization, and the schecule for completion. In principle, this effort
will therefore be similar to the effort undertaken regarding the allegation
review on Diablo Canyon except that this effort should encompass all
licensing, inspection, hearing, and allegation fssues.




Each affected Office will assign a full time senior manager to work with NRR
to define, schedule and complete the issues. [ expect these managers to be
identified by each of you within a few days. A1l affected offices should
provide dedicated resources and give their full support to this effors, to
assure that all existing fssues are expeditiously handled and all new issues
are promptly provided to NRR so 25 not to delay the licensing decisfons. In
addition, copies of all information, documents, depositions, etc. should be
promptly provided to NRR to ensure a coordinated approach.

[ anticipate that the approach utilized here will be necessary for a number
of upcoming OL projects, and am directing NRR to take the lead for carrying

out this activity, 4 M
o

J. Di<cks
Executive’ Director for Operations

cc: 6. Cunningham, ELD
8. Wayes, 0]



OOR
01 Contact
\
gL0 Contact
2eview of Design Fﬂin of Construction Overall Review of
Issues and Operation lssues QA Adequacy (CAT
| (RRR) ] (Reg IV) ('E)




FIGURE 1

COMANCHE PEAK
Major R_.eglatorx Actions Schedule

REGULATORY
ACTIONS May June July August September October
Licensing (SERs) Kevesomacoccccconmeneencmesensrersacmansecsssocccscssescatcnnes ¥

Hearing Testimon
s L x

Inspections B

- - - -

4legctions X



FIGURE 1

COMANCHE PEAK
Major Regulatory Actions Schedule

REGULATORY
ACT IONS MHay June July August September October
Licensing (SERs) Recccccccanccreeccnnscassncscsassnscsssscssssnscasancesmennane X
Hearing Test
als to Aemrme s e e X
Inspections e e X
Allegations T T R X




Regulatory
Action

Responsible
Organization

FIGURE ?

COMANCHE PEAK

LICENSING REVIEW SCHEDULE

FSAR Open Issues
4 Issues Remain
(TMI issue; 3
sub-items)

Confirmatory
Issues Required
For Unit 1
License; 10
Issues Remain
(TMI Tssue;

12 sub-items)

License Conds.
2 Issues Remain

Technical Specif.
5 Issues Remain

New Issues Raised
by NRC; 7 Issues
Remain. (includina
Financial
Oualifications)

New Issues Raised

by Applicant
6 Issues Remain

Mustanding Gen.
Ltrs; 3 Remain

NRR/DE, DST
PHFS, 1E

HRR/DE, DSI

NRR/DE
[NRR/DE, DSI

INRR/DST, NMSS

DHFS, DE
F"::{ nsl

#mt/nsr , IE

............

................




*01 Limiting

**Technical Review Team (TRT)

FICURY 2

COMANCIHF PrAK

HEARING TESTIMONY PREPARATION AND SHURMITTAL SCHEDULE

Regulatory Responsihle
Action Organization May June July Auqust Septemher Oc tobe,
| i 20 | R NG | N R gk  p aoans
1. Independent
Assessment
a. IAP-Cyqgna NRR/DE, DL, IE ) R ittt =X
b. Applicant's Plan|NRR/DE, DSI, IE F ------------- fro-mmemesecee
(W/D concerns)
2. *Intimidation/ NRR/DL, OELD S R et fromememeeeen———
Harassment
Issues
3.**QA/QC Program TRY | R B T L B
Issues
4 .**Pipe Support TRT = Keecccccecleccccccncncan . -=X
Issues r
5. Welding Issues |NRR/DE, RIV, IE | — AEC———— ¥
(Followup)
6.**Coating Issues |RIV (LANL), NRR/DE+ --------- jeevessanarens jreanan X
7. Vendor Generic
a. Transamerica TDI Task Force | IR P——— X
Delaval Diesel
Generators
8. Miscellaneous
a.**Staff Walkdown |TRT T— 1
(includes
Cable Tray)
b. Polar Crane RIV r --------- - X
Reinspection
c. Mirror Shield RIV r ......... r




FIGURE 4

COMANCHE PEAK

SCHEDULE

INSPECTION_AND REGIONAL RESPONSIBII ITIES

September
I J

October

Construction Inspec.
MC 2512

Construction Inspec.
Items Followup

50.55(e) Items,
Part 21 Items

Followup

Preoperation
Inspections MC 2513

Preoperational
Inspec. Items

Followup
Startup Test

Program Inspec.
MC 2514

Operational
Readiness Report
per Module 94300

SER Verification
IE Bulletins Inspec.

Miscellaneous
Allegations
Resolution

Operator Licensing

- -

-

Primarily
Test

Results
Review

-

HWitnessing

X (Final Rpt)




FIGURE 5

COMANCHE_PEAK

Allegations Resolution Schedule

April May June July Auqust September Nctober
SEl 1 1 1 o S - | 1 | 1 I I 1
1. Plan Approval X
2. Personnel - -
Arrangement
3. Obtain Logistic ) SRR +--X
Support
4. Develop Review  A—— —
Packaues
5. Task Force i
Briefing &
Assignments
6. First Site X--X
Review Period
7. Second Site - -
Review Period
8. Third Site | —— b
Review Period
9. Prepare Final B----X
Praft SSER
10. Management Sowoll
Review
11. Final Report Bevadl
12. Submit Report X
to ASLB
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DEC 2 4 184

MEMORANDUM FOR: Those on Attached List
FROM: William J. Dircks
Executive Director for Qperations
SUBJECT: FORMATION OF PANEL TO PREPARE NRC STAFF POSITION

OM COMANCHE PEAK HEARING CONTENTION NO. S

The staff's formal positions on the Comanche Peak facility are nearing
completion. The ASLB Hearings, whicih have been in pro?nss for three years
and are expected to resume in February 1985, have resolved all contentions
except Contention No. 5. This contention concerns the Applicants’
adherence to QA/QC requirements and is provided as Enclosure 1. The issue
of construction QA/QC at Comanche Peak is multi-faceted and is addressed,
in part, by many records, cocuments and in testimony from various sources
including the Staff, Applicants, Intervenors, and Allegers. The background
of this contention and associated records span severa! years. Various NRC
offices have been involved, including Regfon IV, OI, NRR, OELD and IE.

To properly evaluate this contention and to prepare a comprehensive staff
position, I am directing the formation of a pane! composed of senfor managers
drawn frcT your offices. This panel is to be composed of the following
individuals:

Edward Jordan, IE (Chairperson)
Richard Volimer, NRR

Alan Herdt, R-II

Robert Warnick, R-III

Roger Fortuna, 01

Because of their previous association with Comanche Peak regulatory
activities, I am appointing the following advisors to the panel:

Joe Scinto, Ot.D

Vince Noonan, NRR €@K
Thomas Ippolito, AEOD

James Gagliardo, IE

Brooks Griffin, 01

Dorwin Hunter, R-IV

Bruce Kaplan, EG&G

The advisors may occasfonally be asked to assist the panel when issues

involving their specific area of expertise are being considered, and !
request your support in making them available on an “"as-needed basis.

/ D"’,O 6

g
@ :
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The product of the Panel's effort will be a report similar to a SSER,

that states clear staff conclusions regarding this Contention. Enclosure 2
provides the outline of a Charter for this Panel. As the first order of
business, the Panel will develop a working Charter which shall be submitted
for my approval.

The scheduled completion of the Panel's action is January 31, 1985, I expect
the Panel to establish its own schedule, consistent with the resumption of
the hearing process. Enclosure 3 provides 2 proposed milestone summary,

The Panel will work under the direction of Vincent S. Noonan, Director of
Comanche Peak Project, and should provide periodic status briefings to

the Director of Licensing. /
Lkw

HﬂH;u J. Dircks
Executive Director
for Operations

Enclosures: As stated
cc: B. Hayes, 0I

Pane! Members
Panel Advisors



Addressees List:

Harold R. Denton, Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Richard C. DeYoung, Director
Office of Inspection and Enforcement

Guy H. Cunningham, III
Executive Legal Director

Jack Heltemes, Directur
Office of the Amalysis and
Evaluation of Operational Data

James P, 0'Reilly, Regional Administrator
Region II

James Keppler, Regional Administrator
Region III

Robert Martin, Regional Administrator
Region IV



ENCLOSURE 1

COMANCHE PEAK CONTENTION S5+

Contention 5. The Applicants' failure to adhere to the quality assurance/
quality control provisions required by the construction permits for Comanche
Peak, Units 1 and 2, and the requirements of Appendix B of 10 CFR Part 50, and
the construction practices employed, specifically in regard to concrete work,
mortar blocks, st2e!, fracture toughness testing, expansion joints, placement
of the reactor vessel for Unit 2, welding, ‘nspection and testing, materials
used, craft labor qualifications and working conditions (as they may affect
QA/QC, and training and organization of wSc personnel, have raised
substantial questions as to the adequacy of the construction of the facility.
As a result, the Commission cannot make the findings required by 10 CFR 50.57(a)
necessary for issuance of an operating license for Comanche Peak.

(CFUR 4A-ACORN 14-CASE 19 JOINT Contention)

*Reproduced Trom Board Order Subsequent to the Pre-hearing Conference of
April 30, 1980 (dated June 16, 1980)



ENCLOSURE 2

COMANCHE PEAK CONTENTION 5 PANEL CHARTER

OBJECTIVES

1)

2)
3)

PURPOSE
The purpese of.tMs Panel is to in

To make the staff determination regarding the Applicants' adherence
to the QA/QC requirements described in Contention 5.

Provide a report to management reflecting the panel's determination.
Provide panel testimony before the Comanche Peak ASLS.

te the views and experience of senior

tn,n
NRC managers to yield a staff determination regarding Contention 5.
MEMBERSHIP

Nelson Grace, IE (Chairperson)
Richard Yollmer, NRR

Edward Jordan, IE

Robert Warnick, R-III

Alan Herdt, R-II

Roger Fortuna, 01

Advisors

Joe Scinto, OELD
Vince Nconan, NRR
Thomas Ippolito, AEOD
James Gagliardo, IF
Brooks Griffin, 01
Corwin Hunter, R-1IV
Bruce Kaplan, EGSG



e o
ACTION ITEMS
s BEL 83

1) Define criteria for Judging the adequacy of the Applicants'
acherence to the QA/QC requirements described in Contention §.

L ]
[

Conduct a records review. The Panel members chould examine and
analyze the following records.

CAT Report

CYGNA Reports

Hearing Records/Summary Depositions
0I Reports

Enforcement Actions

SALP Reports

Reg. IV Inspection Reports

TRT Reperts

Special Review Team Report

L ™

To make the workload manageable, summaries of records or briefings to the
panel by key individuals associated and familiar with the records may be
requested.

3) Routinely interface with the Comanche Peak Intimidation Panel and
consider input provided by that Panel.

4) For each type of records (a.-1.) the team members will prepare a
summary of findings highlighting problem areas and root causes, as
related to Contention #5.

5) The panel, as a body, will consider the finding summaries, briefings
provided by key NRC personnel, and other relevant information to
develop the staff position on Contention #5 in the format of an SSER.

6) The panel will be required as necessary to provide both written and
oral testimony before the ASLS.



ENCLOSURE 3

CONTENTION 5 PANEL SCHEDULE

December January
Initial Panel Meeting
Cbtain relevant documents
Document Reviews
Consolidate Individual (C.veloped by Panel, consistent
views, Develop Panel with resumption of hearings at
consensus the end of January 1985)

Prepare Panel Report

Report Staff Position
to Management

Prepare Testimony
for ASLB
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Docket Nos.: 50-445/446

Mr. M. D. Spence, President

Texas Utilities Generating Company
400 N, Qlive Street

Lock Box 81

Dallas, Texas 75201

Dear Mr. Spence:

Subject: Formation of Two Panels Consisting of NRC Senior
Staff Management to Address Comanche Peak Hearing Issues

On December 24, 1984, the Executive Director for Operations directed the
formation of two panels consisting of NRC senior staff management. One pane!
will prepare the NRC staff position on the Comanche Peak Hearing Contention
No. 5. The second panel will prepare the NRC staff position on whether
intimidation occurred and make a determination on the effects of any such
intimidation on the overall QA/QC Program at Comanche Peak.

A copy of the two memoranda directing the formation of each parel 1s provided
for your information. The Atomic Safety and Licensing Board and operating

license proceeding are being notified by a Board Notification. 1 the Panels
wish information from TUEC, arrangements will be made through Mr. Moonan's

' i Tl

i
Division o¥ Licensi
0ffice of Muclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosures: As stated
cc: Service List



COMANCSE PEAK

“r. M. D. Spence

President ~— ™

Texas Utilities Generating Company
400 N. Olive St, L.B. 81

Dallas, Texas 75201

¢s: Nicholas S. Reynolds, Esq.
3ishop, Liberman, Cook,
Purcell & Reynolds
1200 Seventeenth Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Robert A. Wooldridge, Esq.

Worsham, Forsythe, Sampels §
Wooldridge |

2001 Bryan Tower, Suite 2500

Dallas, Texas 75201

“r. Homer C. Schmidt

Manager - Nuclear Services

Texas Utilities Generating Company
Skyway Tower

400 North Olive Street

L. B, 81

Dallas, Texas 75201

Mr. H. R. Rock

Gibbs and Hill, Inc.

383 Seventh Avenue

New York, New York 10001

Mr. A. T. Parker

Westinghouse Electric Corporation
P. 0. Box 355

Pittsburgh, Penns;lvanfa 15230

Renea Hicks, Esq.

Assistant Attorney General
Environmental Protection Division
P. 0. Box 12548, Capitol Station
Austin, Texas 78711

Mrs. Juamitz E171s, President

Citizens .Association for Sound
Energy.

1426 South Polk

Dallas, Texas 75224

Ms. Nancy H. Williams

CYGNA

101 California Street

San Francisco, California 94111

Mr. James E. Cummins

Resident Inspector/Comanche Peak
Nuclear Power Station

c/o U. S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

P. 0. Box 38

Glen Rose, Texas 76043

Mr. Robert D. Martin
U. S. NRC, Region IV
611 Ryan Plaza Drive
Suite 1000

Arlington, Texas 76011

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

B. R. Clements

Vice President Nuclear

Texas Utilities Generating Company
Skyway Tower

400 North Olive Street

L. 8. 8

Dallas, Texas 75201

William A. Burchette, Esq.

1200 New Hampshire Avenue, N. W.
Sutte 420

Washington, D. C. 20036

Ms. Billie Pirner Garde

Citizens Clinic Director
Government Accountability Project
1901 Que Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20009

David R. Pigott, Esg.

Orrick, Herrington & Sutcliffe
600 Montgomery Street

San Francisco, California 94111

Anthony I. Rofsman, Esq.

Trial Lawyers for Public Justice
zm '0 stm. .. wo

Suite 611

Washington, D. C. 20036



COMANCHE PEAK 2 2

cec:

Mr. Dennis Kelley

Resident Inspector - Comanche Peak
c¢/o U. S. NRC

P. 0. Box1029

Granbury, Texas 76048

Mr. John ¥, Beck

Manager - Licensing

Texas Utilities Electric Lompany
Skyway Tower

400 N, Qlive Street

L. B. 81

Dallas, Texas 75201

Mr. Jack Redding

Licensing

Texas Utilities Gemerating Company
4201 Fairmont Avenue

Bethesda, Maryland 20014
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Those on Attached List

. FROM: Wi114am J. Dircks | :

Executive Director for Operations

SUBJECT: FORMATION OF PANEL TO PREPARE NRC STAFF POSITION
ON COMANCHE PEAK HEARING CONTENTION NO. 5

The staff's forma! positions on the Comanche Peak facility are nearing
completion. The ASLB Mearings, which have been in progress for three years
and are expected to resume in February 1985, have resolved all contentions
except Contention No. 5. This contention concerns the Applicants'
adherence to QA/QC requirements and {s provided as Enclosure 1. The issue
of construction QA/QC at Comanche Peak 1s multi-faceted and s addressed,
in part, by many records, documents and in testi from various scurces
including the Staff, Appl .cants, Intervenors, and Allegers. The background
of this contention and assocfated records span several years. Various NRC
offices have been involved, including Region IV, OI, NRR, OELD and IE.

To mrl{ evaluate this contention and to prepare 2 comprehensive staff
position, I am directing the formation of a panel composed of senior managers

drawn from your offices. This panel 1s to be composed of the following
1“1“001::_ .

Edward Jordan, 1E (Chairperson)
Richard Volimer, NRR

Alan Herdt, R-II

Robert Warmnick, R-II1

Roger Fortuna, 01

Because of their previcus association with Comanche Peak regulatory
activities, I am appointing the following advisors to the panel:

Joe Scinto, OELD
Vince Noonan, NRR
Thomas Ip‘ﬂm. AEQD
James Gayliardo, IE
Brooks Griffin, 01
Dorwin Hunter, R-1V
Bruce Kaplan, EGAG

The advisors may occasionally be asked to assist the panel when {ssues
invelving their specific area of expertise are being considered, and I
request your support in making them available on an "as-needed basis.




Those on liucm List -2~

——

The product of the Panel's effort will be a report similar to a SSER,
..that states clear staff conclusions regarding this Contention. Enclosure 2
provides the outline of a Charter for this Panel. As the first order of
business, the Panel will develop a working Charter which shall be submitted
for my approval.

The scheduled completion of the Panel's action is January 31, 1985. I expect
the Pane! to establish its own schedule, consistent with the resumption of
the hearing process. Enclosure 3 provides a proposed milestone summary.

The Panel will work under the direction of Vincent S. Noonan, Director of
Comanche Peak Project, and should provide periodic status briefings to
the Director of Licensing. 4

William J. Dircks
Executive Director
for Operations
Encl.ur;: As stated
cc: B, Hayes, 01
Pane! llém

Pane] Advisors

"- -
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Mdnssgg ist:

Harold R. Qenton, DPirector
*Qffice of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Richard C. DeYoung, Director
Office of Inspection and Enforcement

Guy H, Cunningham, III
Executive Legal Director

Jack Heltemes, Director
Office of the Analysis and
Evaluation of Operational lata

James P, O'Reflly, Regional Administrator
Region II

James Keppler, Regional Administrator
Region 111

Robert Martin, Regional Adm nistrator
Region IV



ENCLOSURE 1

COMANCHE PEAK CONTENTION 5+

Contention 5. The Applicants' failure to adhere to the quality assurance/
quality control provisions required by the construction permits for Comanche
Peak, Units 1 and 2, and the requirements of dix B of 10 CFR Part 50, and

— the construction practices employed, specifically in regard to concrete work,
mortar blocks, steel, fracture toughness testing, expansion joints, placement
of the reactor vessel for Unit 2, nlm. inspection and testing, materials
used, craft labor qualifications and ing conditions (as they may affect
QA/QC, and training and organization of QA/QC persomnel, have raised
substantial questions as to the adequacy of the construction of the fwmtg-
As a result, the Commission cannot make the findings required by 10 CFR 50.5/(a)
necessary for issuanc? of an operating license for Comanche . .
(CFUR 4A-ACORN 14-CASE 19 JOINT Contention)

-

*Reproduced Teom Board C-der Subsequemt to the Pre-hearing Conference of
April 30, 1980 (dated Jure 16, 1980)



ACTION ITEMS - -

1)

" g)

Duﬂ‘ﬁ criteria for judging the adequacy of the Applicants’
adherence to the QA/QC requirements described in Contention 5.

Conduct a records review. The Panel members should examine and
analyze the following resords.

CAT Report
CYGNA Repofts
Hearing Records/Summary Depositions
0I Reports
Enforcement Actions
SALP Reports
m. 1V Inspection Reports
Reports
Special Review Team Report

ParRPPE

ol
.

To make the workload manageable, summaries of records or briefings to the
panel by key individuals associated and familiar with the records may be
requested. :

3)

4)

5)

6)

Routinely interface with the Comanche Peak Intimidation Panel and

consider input provided by that Panel.

For each type of records (a.-1.) the team members will prepare a
summary of findings M,znghting problem areas and root causes, as
related to Contention #5. : :

The panel, as a body, will consider the finding summaries, briefings
provided by key NRC personnel, and other relevant information to
develop the staff position on Cugmﬁon #5 in the format of an SSER.

The panel will be required as necessary to provide both written and
oral testimony before the ASLS,



ENCLOSURE 2

- COMANCHE PEAK CONTENTION 5 PANEL CHARTER

OBJECTIVES _

" 1)

-
3)

PURPOSE

To make the staff determination regarding the Applicants’ adherence
to the QA/QC requirements described in Contention 5.

Provide a report to management reflecting the panel's determination.
Provide panel testimony before the Comanche Peak ASLS.

The purpose of this Panel is to integrate the views and experfence of senior
NRC managers to yield a staff determination regarding Contention 5.

MEMBERSHIP

Richard Vollmer, NRR

Edward Jordan, IE (Chairperson)
Robert Warnick, R-II!

Alan Herdt, R-II

Roger Fortuna, 01

Advisers

Joe Scinto, OELD
Vince Noonan, NRR
Thomas Ippolito, AEOD
James Gagliardo, IE
Brooks Griffin, 01
Dorwin Munter, R-1V
Bruce Kaplan, EGAG

v "A



The ENCLOSURE 3

" CONTENTION 5 PANEL SCHEDULE

December January
Initfal Panel Meeting
Obtain relevant documents
Document Reviews
Consolidate Individual (Developed by Panel, consistent
views, Develop Panel with resumption of hearings at
consensus the end of January 1985)

Pman Panel Report

Report Staff Position
to Management

Prepare Testimony
for ASLB
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Those on Attached List

FROM: William J. Dircks
Executive Director for Operations
SUBJECT: FORMATION OF PANEL TO PREPARE NRC STAFF

POSITION ON INTIMIDATION AT COMANCHE PEAK

As the work of the Comanche Peak Technical Review Team (TRT) 1s nearing
completion, the staff must evaluate all {ssues 1nvolv1ng‘1ut1niaﬁon and

~“harassment at Comanche Peak. The ASL2 hearings, which have been in progress
for three years and are expected to resume in February 1985, have resolved
all contentions except Contention No. 5. This contention concerns the
Applicant's adherence to QA/QC requirements. As part of developing the staff
position on this Contention, the staff must evaluate whether intimidation or
harassment against employees or contractors occurred in the past or is now
occurring, and make a determination concerning the effects of any such
intimidation on the overall QA/QC Program at !mndn Peak.

To properly -evaluate the intimidation fssue and to prepare 4 comprehens ive
staff position, I am directing the formation of a panel, composed of senfor

managers drawn from your offices. This panel {s 1o be composed of the following
individuals: _ .

James u'mru IE (Chafrperson)
Jane Axelrad, Ii

James Lieberman, OELD

Dorwin Munter, Region IV

Because of their previous assocfation with Comanche Peak regulatory
lcthlnua. I am appointing the following individuals as advisors to the
panel:

Brooks Griffin, 0!
Thomas Ippolita, AEDD
Joseph Scinto, hb
Vincent Nooman, NRR
Bruce Kaplan, EB4G

The advisors may be asked to assist the panel when issues involving their
specific area of rtise are being considered, and 1 request your support in
making them available on an “as-needed” basis.

The product of the Panel's effort will be a report similar to a SSER, that
states clear staff conclusions regarding the occurrence of intimida-

tion and harassment at Comanche Peak. Charter for this Pane) 1s provided
as Enclosure 1. The Charter provides the scope and objectives of the Panel

but allows sufficient flexibility to enable the Panel to expand 1ts scope, if
necessary,




Those on Attached List ol

e -

The scheduled completion of the Panel's action {s January 31, 1985. [ expect
the Panel to meet at least once per week and more frequently, 1f necessary.
Enclosure 2 provides a proposed milestone schedule.

The Panel will work under the direction of Vincent S, Noonan, Director of
Comanche Peak Project, and should provide periodic status briefings to

/ E

Executive Director for Operations
Enclosures: As stated
ec: B. Hayes, 01

Panel Members
Panel Advisors

.



Harold R. Denfon, Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Richard C. Dﬂom’. Director
Office of Inspection and_Enforcement

Guy H. Cunningham, 111,
Executive Legal Director

—~dJack Heltemes, Director
Office of the Analysis and
Evaluation of Operational Data

James Keppler, Regional Administrator
lcguq 111

Robert Martin, Regional Administrator
Region IV

-



ENCLOSURE 1

- Comanche Peak Intimidation Panel Charter

OBUELTIVES: -

The objectives of the panel are:

1)

2)

3)

To determine whether intimidation or harassment against employees or

~ contractors occurred in the past or {s now occurring at Comanche Peak;

To determine the extent of the above conditfons 1f they exist(ed) and to
identify the circumstances surrounding the events including the personnel
involved, the duration, the reasons for 1ts occurrence and the
a:o"un:'s management corrective actions or recommendations for correc-
tive actions.

To evaluate any other indicators of poor mana practices or
attitude toward the identification and fon of quality problems.

PURPOSE:
The panel will provide as products:

1)
2)

A position on the intimidation question to NRC upper management;

Input to the Comanche Peak Contention 5 Panel. The Contention 5 Pane!
will determine the effects of any intimidation on the overall QA/QC
Program at Camanche Peak.

James Gagliardo, IE (Chairperson)
Jane A:'m. 1€

James Lieberman, OELD

Dorwin Munter, fon IV

Bruce Kaplan, E Advisor
Brooks Griffin, 01 (Advisor
Thomas I!ppolito, AEOD (Advisor)
Joseph Scinto, OELD 2Mviur
Yincent Noonan, NRR (Advisor



ACTION ITEMS : - ol

Define criteria for determining whether intimidation or harassment
occurred.

—_—

Conduct as appropriate a review of relevant data bases:

c.

EGSG report on_intimidation (9/84)

Transcript of EGAG Intimidation Study Team briefing of
NRC, applicant's, and intervenor's lawyers

tnforcmnt‘ packages related to intiwidation.

Depositions related to intimidation and harassment. (A
summary will be sought or prepared as required)

Proposed Findings on intimidation (staff, applicants and
intervenors).

Transcripts of current ASLB hearings related to intiwidation.
Office of Investigations reports om intimidation and status of
ot::sundﬂ)vg allegations. (B. Griffin should provide briefing on

Information on Depirtment of Labor Hearings related to the subjects
of concern,

Interface with CP Contention 5 Panel routinely.

Based on the above data and any other relevant data reviewed by the
panel, develop a position which meets the stated objectives.

Prepare an SSER on intimidation, and provide testimony as required at
ASLB hearings.



ENCLOSURE 2,
- e
. g3 Intimidation Panel Schedule
December January
-~ Initial Panel Ming..
Obtain relevant documents
Document Reviews
Consolidate Individual (Developed by Panel, consistent
views, Develop Fare’ with resumption of hearings at
consensus - the end of January 1985)
Prepare Panel Input to
QA/QC Panel
Prepare Panel

Repert
on Staff's Position
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Those on Attached List

FROM: William J. Dircks
Executive Director for Operations
SUBJECT: PANEL TO PREPARE NRC STAFF POSITION ON CUMANCHE PEAK

HEARING CONTENTION NO. §

On December 24, 1984, I established the subject panel and provided initial
guidance regarding its charter. Since that time, the charter and the panel
composition have been clarified to reflect a broader range of expertise anc
to accommodate agency priorities. This memorandum reflects the panel's
charter and changes.

To properly assist the Director, Comanche Peak Project in evaluating
Contention 5 and to assist him in the preparation of a comprehensive staff
position on Contention 5, a pane! composed of senfor managers has been
formed. The panel is composed of the following individuals:

Edward Jordan, IE (Chairperson)
Richard Vollmer, IE
lan Herdt, R-II
Robert Warnick, R-III
James Sniezek, DEDROGR
Ashok Thadani, NRR

This contention concerns the applicant's adherence to QA/QC requirements anc
fs provided as Enclosure 1. The issue of construction QA/QC at Comanche Peak
fs multifaceted w2 {s addressed, in part, by many records, documents and in
testimony from varfous sources including the staff, applicant, intervencr,

and allegers. The background of this contention and associated records span
several years. Varfous NRC offices have been fnvolved, including Region IV,
OI, KPR, OELD and IE. Because of their involvement with Comanche Peak regu-
lTatory activities, I am appointing the fullowing personnel as resource support
to the panel in their areas of expertise:

Joe Scinto, OELD
Yince Noonan, NRR
Thomas Ippolito, AEOD
James Gagliardo, IE
Brooks Griffin, 01
Dorwin Hunter, R-IV
Lhet Poslusny, NRR*

WA oSt ——

"Edministrative and technical support as requested by Pane! Chairman

FOIA.85-59
5/ 4o



B

These individuals may be asked to assist in this effort when issues involving
their specific area of expertise are being considered, and [ r2quszst veur
support in making them available on an "as-needed" basis,

The product of this effort will be the assistance to the Direcsar, lomanche
Peak Project, in preparing a position that integrates the s=uf “i-ginmis 3rd
conciusions regarding this Contention. In addition this e<<ors m3y reayire
pane] members, or the panel as a whole, to be prepared %o testify cancarmning
panel recommendations in support of the staff position on Contantion § a3
identified by the Director, Comanche Peak Project. Enclosure 2 provizes <he
charter for the panel. -

The work schedule of the panel as developed by the Director, Comanche Peak
Project, is to be consistent with the hearing schedule and shall be closely
coordinated with ELD.

The panel will work under the direction of Vincent S. Noonan, Director,
Comanche Peak Project, and should provide periodic status briefings to the
Deputy Director, NRR. 4

/

Willd . Dircks
Executive Director for Operations

Enclosures: As stated

cc: Panel Members
Panel Resource Personnel
T. Murley
J. Martin



ADDREZSSEES FCR MEMORANDUM DATED FER 2 § 185

Victor Stello, Jr, DEDROGR
Harold R, Denton, NRR

James Taylor, IE

Guy M. Cunningham, III, ELD
Clemens J. Heltemes, AEQD
Nelson Grace, RII

James Keppler, RIII

Robert Martin, RIV

Ben Haves, 01



ENCLOSURE 1
COMANCHE PEAK CONTENTION S+

Contention 5. The Applicants' failure to adhere to the quality assurance/
quality control provisions required by the constructicn permits for Comanche
Peak, Units 1 and 2, and the requirements of Appendix B of 10 CFR Part 50, and
the construction practices employed, specifically in regard to concrete work,
mortar blocks, steel, fracture toughness testing, expansion joints, placement
of the reactor vessel for Unit 2, welding, inspection and testing, materials
used, craft labor qualifications and working conditions (as they may affect
QA/CC) and training and organization of QA/QC personnel, have raised substantial
questions as to the adequacy of the construction of the facility. As a result,
the Commission cannot make the findings required by 10 CFR 50.57(a) necessary
for issuance of an operating license for Comanche Peak.

(CFUR SA-ACORN 14-CASE 19 JOINT Contention)

*Reproduced from Board Order Subsequent to the Prehearing Conference of
April 30, 1980 (dated June 16, 1980)
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ENCLOSURE 2
COMANCHE PEAK CONTENTION S PANEL CHARTER

sroiect, to evaluate in an intexratod manner the information developed
Oy the staff which bears upon QA/QC and overall plant quality. The
obiectives are:

A.  To assist the Director, Comanche Peak Project to make the staff
cetermination regarding the findings required by 10 CFR 50.57(a)
as related to Contention S.

8. To provide an integrated review and feedback to the Director,
Comanche Peak Project, on information bearing on Contention 5 along
with the identification of problem areas and appropriate
reccmmendations for NRC actions or proposed solutions.

C. To be prepared to tastify as needed individually or as.a panel,
concerning panel recommendation: in support of the staff pesition
on Contention 5 as identified by the Director.

MEMBERSHIP

Edward Jordan, IE (Chairperson)
Richard Vollmer, IE

Alan Herdt, °-1I

Pobert Warn™ik, R-III

James Sniezex, DEDROGR

Ashok Thadani, NRR

PANEL SCOPE

A. Under the guidance of the Director, Comanche Peak Project the
panel shall become familiar with and consider findings of past
and current NRC staff activities and applicant actions in response
to NRC findings as they relate to the matters addressed in
Contention 5. Specifically, the panel shall consider the results

of
1; Region IV inspections
2 inspections



Iv.

3) OI investigations

4) Technical Review Team inspections
5) Enforcement actions

§) Special Review Team inspection

7)  SALP reports

8) Staff analysis of CYGNA Report

§) Staff summary of he Hearing Record

Additionally, ths pane! may examine the result of other sta®f
activities which may bear on their findings related to Contention §
if directed to dc so.

B.

The Director, Comanche Peak Project will arrange for stafé merders
to brief the panel on findings related to Contention 5. The
Director will also set up meetings with the intervenor and the
applicant to discuss matters which they respectively believe are
most significant as related to Contention 5. Any such meetings

will be open to the public. The panel should properly characterize
the collective concerns raised by the staff intervenor and
applicant and review/comment on the applicants plan to address

these concerns. The panel should then advise the Dérector, Comanche
Peak Project on its recommendations.

During conduct of panel activities, the panel should advise the
Director, Comanche Peak Project of areas where it appears additional

NRC activity may be warranted in order to address the issues raised
in Contention 5. g

PANEL OPERATING PROCEDURES

A,

Panel meetings will be held as established by the Chairperson. The
Director, Comanche Peak Project will arrange all meetings with the
applicant, intervenor or allegers. Meetings with NRC staff and
staff consultants shall be considered predecisional.

A quorum for conduct of panel business will consist of four members.
In the temporary absence of the Chairperson, the Chairperson may
designate an acting Chairperson.

Briefings by the principal NRC reviewers in each of the areas identi-
fied in Se fon III.A will be obtained. Reviewers will summarize the
scope of t :ir reviews, deficiencies noted, root causes of such
deficienc .es and applicant corrective actions. Likewise, the reviewers
are to discuss those areas where no deficiencies were found.

The panel should analyze the information presented by NRC reviewers
contained in sou=ce documents which the panel reviews, obtained by
discussic-s with the applicant, intervenor and staff and observed
during site reviews in arriving at its recommendations regarding
Coentention 5 and should continually provide feedback to the
Director, Comanche Peak Project.



E. The panel should keep apprised of the ongoing agency activities
related to Contention 5 and promptly identify conflicts or problems
to the Director, Comanche Peak Project.

RECORD AND REPORTING

A. The panel will work under the direction of Vincent S. Noonan,
Director of the Comanche Peak Project, and should provide periodic
status briefings to the Deputy Director, NRR.

B. The panel shall keep such records of activities to assist it in
arriving at recommendations regarding Contention 5, as requested
by the Director. Such records shall be considered predecisional
until staff testimony regarding Contention 5 is provided to the
Hearing Board.
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DEC 21 1882

Dockets: 50-445/32-29

50-446/82-15

Texas Utilities Generating Company

ATTN: Mr. R. J. Gary, Executive Vice
President & General Manager

2001 Bryan Tower

Dallas, Texas 75201

Gentlemen:

This refers to the investigation conducted by Mr. R. K. Herr of the Office
of Investigation, and Messrs. L. E. Martin and D. L. Kelley of our staff
during the period August 4 to September 17, 1982, of activities authorized
by NRC Construction Permits CPPR-126 and CPPR-127 for the Comanche Peak
facility, Units 1 and 2.

Areas examined during the investigation and our findings are discussed in
the enclosed investigation report.

Within the scope of this investigation, we found no instance where you
failed to meet NRC requirements.

In accordance with 10 CFR 2.790(a), a copy of this letter and the enclosure
will be placed in the NRC Public Document Room unless you notify this office,
by telephone, within 10 days of the date of this letier ind submit written
appiication to withhold information contained therein within 30 days of the
date of this letter. Such application must be consistent with the require-
ments of 2.790(b)(1).

Should you have any questions concerning this investigation, ve will be
pleased to discuss them with you.

Sincerely,
, , vQriginal signed bn
W v/ QL & MADSEN"
G. L. Madsen, Chief
T {’3) Reactor Project Eranch 1
Enclosure:
Appendix - NRC Investication Report
50-445/82-29; 50-446/82-15 ; o
ee: P2recagy B -
Texas Utilities Generating Company i
ATTH: H.C. S £ . /L
" 2001 B Tower :
ey, 2001 Bryan Tower o D/ES. K. RPS-A ... REBUY'..... ORRPBERTES . RA-RIV.:.

Flohnson: ic .. Tdesterman.... GLMadsen. . .  JGagliardo. .. JCA1lirs
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