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. C. 2usche, Nirector, NKR
R. 3. Ydoogue, Acting Director, SD
W. G. “clonald, Director, -IPC

AWSPANSE TO DR CONTROL NUMBER 9942

The Office of Inspection and Enforcement has Leen requested to supply
the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy with a full report om the matters
discngsed by Congressman Yottl oa July 15, 1975, whieh appeared on
pazes C3832-4 of the Congressicmal Record.

17 will respond to Congressman '‘ottl's concerns over the Davis lessa
slsctrical problems and the event at Lusby, 'laryland {Calvert Cliffs),

‘o request the Office of luclear Seactor fegulaticu to prepares a response
to Longressman “Mottl's statement that:

"le have alsc bdeen told repeatedly that the probablility of an
accident is extremely remote. Chvicusly, this statement depends
upon a 100-percent ef‘icient operation of the nuclear power
plant's safety-ralatad eguip=ent.”

Je request the Office of Manazement Information and Program Comtrol to
prepare a response to Congressman 'ottl’'s statement that:

"The short history of our cperatiomn of nuclear power staticns nas
heen replete with malfunctions of the safecty-related systems.
Luckily, the public has not yet beeu subjected to a catastrophic
accidant.”

de reguest the O0ffice of Standards Development to prepare a response to
Congressman Mottl's statement that:

‘1t must be stressed that a large nuclear reactor accurulates an
snormous amount of dangerous and highly toxic materials during
normal operation, roughly 1-1/2 tous of such material, nearly one-
f{fth of which is gaseous or velatile. The detonation of the
auclear weapon over Hiroshima produced omly 2 poumds of these
materials.”

We requast that each of the responses be preparsd as an attachment which
can be clipped te the cover letter which OIE will prepare.
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"he M0 Secretariat has requested rur tesponse to the JLEI bve subnitted
57 August 25, 1975. In order tu neet the deadline we will need to receive
your input om August 15, 1373,

1%'s primarvy contact ou preparing the response on Congressman ‘‘ortl's
remarks will be 2, ¥, Warnick, ext.726l.

/il
/s
D. 7. Cauth, irector

Cffica of Inspection and
Enforcement

Faclesure:
Inecoaing Correspondence
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Inclosure 1

“esponse to Congressman “ottl's statement that ~ ... nearly half of
the vital safeguard systems at the Davis-Besse nuclear power plant
were recently found to ba defective  and to the quotad newspaper
article and editorial concerning recent electrical problems found by
the WRAC at Davis-Besse, iUnit 1.

Congressman 'iottl's statement that ' ... nearly half of the vital sale-
guard systems at the Davis-Besse nuclear power plant were recectly
found to be defective' would have been more precise if it stated that
" ... nearly half of the electrical cable installations for wital
safeguard systems examined by RC Inspectors at the Davis-Tesse
nuclesr power plant were recently found to be defactive.” The AC
inspectors sampled 51 out of about 1300 cable installations.,

On “tay 19-22, 1975, the YNuelear <egulatory Lommission's Jifice of
Inaspection and fnforcement, conducted an inspection of installed
safaty-related =lectrical work at the Ioledo tdison Company's Javia-
Pesse Yuclear Power 5Station coastruction eite, Io a sawple of 51
cables exanined, ‘RC inspectors found one or more installation
daficiencies with 24 of the cables., These installatiocu pronlens
included fai{lure to meet separation and seismic criteria, improper
routing, inadecuate testing, and damaze to cable insulation., Tetails
of the inspection and the findings are contalned in If Insveccien
eport c. 30-346/75-09 (Attachment 1) and in the lettar to Toledo
Edison Coupany dated August 1, 1975 (Attachment 2).

a

The problams found ware indicative of a failure in that portican of the
Company's quality assurance preozram which {3 intended to male certain

the safety-ralated ccmponents are insatalled in accordance witn applicabdie
specifications and standards. The primary cause of the prohlem was
attributed by the MC Regional inspection stafl to Tolado “discon’s
ovarreliance on its contractors and subcountractors ior quality assurance
inepection without rroviding an adequate check on the activiciss.

After discussions with RC's Jezion III (Chicage, Illinois) staff,
Toledo Edison agreed to reinspect all preavicusly installed safety-
ralated wiring bdeginning in early June (Attachment 3). The problems
were also discussed in a top manazewent meeting in June between .RC
representatives and utility officials.

An investigation was conducted by !IRC on June &, 1975, after a former
employee of the elaetrical subcontractor made allegations about the
elactrical installations at the plant. The allevations, which were
generally verified, were sinmilar to the problems identified in the
earlier NRC inspection. Details of the allegations, the investigationm,
and the findings are contained in the letter to Toledo Edison Company
dated August 5, 1975 (Attachment &), and in Investigation Report
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The 7Toledo Edison Company has taken steps to augment its owm quality
assurance program. The number of Toledo Idison quality assurance inspectors
has been increased from seven to eleven, and the utility has asked all
censtruction "—rkers to notify it directly of any construction problems

or daficien... aoticed.

The reinspection and corrective action commitments are judged to he
appropriate to deal with the problems encountered. Any deficiencies
identified by either Toledo Edison perscanel cor the TC will have to be
corrected before the WiC will license the plant to begin cperation.

k! inspectors are sonitorinz the licenses's elactrical rasinspection
affort and they (MRC inspactors) will perform additiornal inspecticns

of the electrical work. 3ecause of the quality assurance problems
encountared at the plant site, NRC haa intensiiied its iaspection
effort. Additional SEC inspections of safety-related construction work
are beine scheduled, In late July one such inspection was madae of
safety-relatad piping. Utilizing the same inapection technique that
was used in the wiring inspection - checking a representative sample

of the systems from beginning 2o end - the .iiC inspection team did not
find any simmificant deficiencies ir the piping werk,

We believe the prcblems identified at the Davis-Tesse Iacility are
heing dealt with cffactively,

Attacihments.
1. 1IE Inspecticen "epors
Yo. S0-3458/73-09
. Letter to Tolado Edison Company
from John G. Davis, dtd 38/1/75
3. Immediate Action letter
to Tolado Edlson Company
from James C. eppler, dtd $/30/75
4. Letter to Toledo I'dison Company
from D. 4. "unnicuctt, dtd 8/5/75
5. IZ Inveatigation ‘eport
No. 50-346/75-10
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