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PA C IF IC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET ~ SAN „FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA94106 ~ (415) 781 4211 ~ TWX 910.372 6587

J. 0. SCHUYLKR
VICE tRKSIOTNT

NVCLCAR tOWTR OCNTRATION

July 14, 1983

Mr. Harold Denton, Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington DC 20555

Dear Mr. Denton:

This concerns the letter to you dated June 23, 1983 from
Mr. Joel Reynolds, an attorney for the Joint Intervenors inthis proceeding, concerning a meeting between the Diablo Canyon
Project (DCP) and the Independent Design Verification Program
(IDVP). The letter was not addressed to us, but because it
contains a number of inaccuracies we have found it necessary to
prepare this reply.

The meeting concerned EOI 1132 which had been issued by
R. L. Cloud Associates on June 6, 1983 with respect to the
seismic qualification of auxiliary building slabs for in-plane
loadings. The EOI was unusual in that it was not issued as aresult of a possible error or design discrepancy, but rather it
was issued because the IDVP felt that the DCP had reported that
an evaluation had been completed, when in fact a certain aspect,of the analysis was still in progress.

At the meeting, the DCP took issue with the IDVP's conclu-
sion that the DCP had represented the analyses to be complete.
The DCP believed then, and still believes, that its descriptionof the status of the analyses should not have been given that
interpretation. Moreover, the DCP felt that an administrative
matter of this type was not a proper subject for an EOI. In the
course of these discussions, the DCP pointed out that the EOI
was based simply on a mistake of fact, or at best a misinter-
pretation by the IDVP of the DCP's status report. The IDVP
remained unpersuaded, and did not modify the EOI in that respect.

Based on that discussion, however, the Joint Intervenors
have charged that the IDVP yielded to "considerable pressure"
by the DCP, and that, the DCP is seeking to dilute the indepen-
dence of the IDVP. These allegations bear no relationship to
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the discussions that actually took place, and indicate that
Joint Intervenors evidently were confused by the dialogue.
They also indicate that Joint Intervenors are not familiar
with either the guidelines established by the NRC for maintaining
the independence of the IDVP or the IDVP procedures for imple-
mentation of those guidelines.

The discussion referred to in Mr. Reynolds'etter occurred
at a meeting conducted in accordance with the procedures
established for maintaining the independence of the,IDVP. The
meeting had been duly noticed, was open to the Designated Other
Parties (DOP), and, in fact, was attended by a r'epresentative of
the Joint Intervenors. This in itself is evidence that the DCP
understands and fully appreciates the meaning and necessity for
maintaining the independence of the IDVP.

Clearly the IDVP did not yield to "pressure" by the DCP,
becuase it rejected the DCP's arguments and let the EOI stand.
Beyond that, the Joint Intervenors have misinterpreted the
emphasis and insistence by the DCP that the XDVP base its review,
findings and conclusions on accurate and factual information.
When the IDVP makes statements or draws conclusions based on
insufficient data or lack of understanding, the DCP has and will
continue to provide clarification to the IDVP. Such clarifications
have been and will continue to be provided within the guidelines
established to insure independence of the IDVP. Throughout the
duration of the IDVP there have been open meetings attended by
both the NRC and DOPs where there has been occasional disagree-
ment between the DCP and the IDVP. These meetings have served
as open forums for exchange of information and not a means of
pressuring the IDVP. In several cases, XDVP concerns and EOXs
which were initially thought by the IDVP to be significant have
been shown to be of no significance following open discussions
with the DCP.

An example of the positive effects of this type of informa-
tion exchange took place in that same meeting during discussions
not complained of by the Joint Intervenors. EOX 1132, in a
statement peripheral to the main purpose of the EOI, erroneously
stated that a new model was required "because the slabs could not
be qualified with the loads obtained from the original stick
models." Based on clarification provided by the DCP at that
meeting, the IDVP issued a correction which stated that the new
model was required "to more accurately distribute the loads fr'om
the original stick model..." Clearly, corrections of this type,
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based on clarifying discussions in a public meeting, can only
contribute to the effectiveness of the IDVP's review and can in
no way be construed as an erosion of its independence.

The DCP is thoroughly committed to a truly independent
review, and we know of no instances where the IDVP's review has
not met the standards for independence established by the NRC.
Consistent with this position, we retain the right, indeed we
perceive it to be our duty, to publicly bring facts to the
attention of the IDVP, or to publicly disagree with the reviewers
on findings we perceive to be incorrect, in accordance with the
established program procedures.

Very truly yours,

CC
Dr. W. E. Cooper
D. G. Eisenhut
G. W. Knighton
J. B. Martin
H. E. Schierling
Service List

J. O. SCHUYLER
Vice President
Nuclear Power Generation
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