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1 UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

2 NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMSSION

3- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -x

0 -
4In the matter ofs a

s

SMETROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY Docket No. 50-289
s (Restart)

*
6(Three Mile Island Unit 1) a

s

7 - - ------------- a

a

8
25 North Court Street,

9 Harrisburg, Pennsylvania

i 10 Thursday, October 23, 1980

I 11 Evidentiary hearing in the above-entitled

! 12ma tter wa s resumed , pursuant to adjournment, at 9:00 a.m.

13B EFORE

O:
14 In N w. SMITa, Eeg., Cheirmen,

A tomic Saf ety and Licensing Board
15

DR. WALTER H. JORDAN, Member

16
DR. LINDA W. LITTLE, Member

17
Also present on behalf of the Boards

i 18
4 MS. DORIS MORAN,

19 Clerk to the Board

' ' 20 '

21
i =

22

23

O 24

25

O
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'/'' 1 PP OCEED I N GS
N~

2 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Shall we proceed? ,

!

3 Mr. Selko wi tz , before the break yesterday

4 afternoon, the Poard wa s specula ting or pondering the

5 relationship between Mr. McGarry and the exhibits. It is

*

6not apparent why, to the Boa rd why this particula r witness

71s being called for these particular work orders.
.

8 MR . SELXO'JITZ : There is no particular connection

9between this witness, or in fact any of the witnesses and

10the particular work orders. The reason for that is the

11 variety of people that were involved in the variety of work

12 orders would have made this nearly impossible to parade tha t

13ma ny witnesses through here at any moment in time because as

() 14you I think realize now, there's more than one person in

15dif f eren t sections. And besides that, the information that

16we wish to highligh t is gerieral information that is readily

17 ap pa ren t usually on the face of these.

18 Third is that the centlemen we have identified are

19 foremen who have a broader knowledge of perhaps the

* 20 mechanics involved and the systems involved.

21 So we thought, we really want more general
.

22 n fo rma tion an yway , they are all f amiliar with the process,i

23 an d we have some background questions to ask each of tham

() 24anyway as to their particular knowledge on systems and

25 priorities and so on. Then we could just use them to get

O
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~N Ithe other information off the face of these.(d
2 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Well, are the witnesses

3 interchangeable to work requests?

O
4 I mean, have you tried to associate work requests

Swith witnesses who perhaps don't have direct knowledge of

*

6the activity in the work requests but have a discipline

7which is --
.

8 MR. SELK0WITZ: No, in fact we tried to do that,

9just the opposite. We tried to take, if it was something
.

10involvino mechanicals , we tried very hard to make sure we

11 ga ve that to a mechanical foreman.

12 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right. That's my question.

13 MR. SELK0WITZL If it was instruments, we tried to

() 14 cive it to, I believe it is Mr. Nokes, who is an instrument

15 en gin e e r.
!

16 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right, that's exactly my

17 qu es tion .

18 MR . BLAKE: Mr. Smith, I had essentially the same

19 qu es tion , I have the same problem, but I wondered if a way

* 20to cure that was for Mr. Selkowitz to indicate with respect-

21 to the work requests, as he offers them into evidence, what
.

22it is they are being offered for, which of the various

23allega tions in Contention 5.

() 24 I don't know now, there isn't the association

25between the witnesses and the exhibits which I had

Ov
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(-) 1 a n ti ci pa ted wi th respect to these work requests. I wonder
V

2if -- I expect that the ones to date have been with respect
I

3 to deferral of maintenance. I wonder if each time an |

( 4 exhibit is offered, if we might be given the purpose for
i

Swhich it is being offered.

'

6 CHAIRMAN SMITH I thought tha t up till now the
1

7 purpose was rather apparent, but I think that probably would
.

8be a pr uden t practice.

9 Proceed.

toWhereupon,

11 JOHN J. MC GARRY, SR.

12 resumed the stand, having been previously duly sworn, was

13further examined and testified as follows:

() 14 DIRECT (AS ON CROSS) EXAMINATION Resumed--

15 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (Resuming)
,

16 0 Good morning, Mr. McGarry. We have shcrtened by
-

17 quit e a bit the anount of questioning we have for you this

18 morning so we can cut this down a bit.

19 I want to refer you, cir, to work request No.

' 2015350, which was originally identified on the list for you,'

21 the first one.
.

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH That will be 16?

23 MR. SELK0WITZs Yes, sir.

/'i 24 (The document referred to wasV
25 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 16

O(s/'

ALDERSoN REPORTING COMPANY,INC.

400 VIRGINIA AVE., S.W., WASHINGTON. D.C. 20024 (202) 554 2345

. - - _ _



,7
.-

)
3522'

1 for identification.)

2 BY MR. SELK0WITZs (Resuming)

3 0 Do you have that, sir?

O 4 A No, I do not.

5 0 Once again, sir, the format of this is very

* 6similar to the forms that we have previously identified, is

7that correct?
.

8 A Yes.

9 0 The pages after the first two are also similar to

10 those tha t we have seen . It is a procedure and some quality

11 control tickets.

12 A Yes.

13 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I have trouble with this

() 14 exhi bi t . The copy the Board has, perhaps three-fourths of

151t is illegible. We can see the check marks in the

16 appropriate columns all righ t , but much of it is blurred.

17 e see the priority. Well --W

18 MR. SELKOWITZs As I understand it, it was taken

19of f of a microfilm. The copy that Mr. McGarry now has was

* 201a ter supplied to me by Mr. Blake, is a better copy. We can

21 tr y to have some copies made from his copy to give you an
.

i22 mproved version of it.

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Well, why don't you proceed.

/~h 24 MR. SELK0WITZ: All right. My questioning on this
V

25will be quite brief.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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1 BY MR. SELK0WITZ (Resuming)

2 0 This involves the intermediate cooling system.

3does it not, sir?

O
4 A Yes.

5 0 And there are two filters that are to be changed.-

*

6It is ICF 1A and 1B.
!

7 A Yes. .
.

8 0 And it says on there it is due to high delta P.
,

9 A Yes.

10 0 We have had testimony on the meaning of that.

11 The origination date is what, sir?

12 A It looks like 5/11/76.

13 0 Okay.

14 If we can turn over to block 19 --

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH What is the date?

16 THE WITNESS: 5/11/76 it appears on mine.

17 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (Resuming)

18 0 If we turn to the next page and we see No. 19, the

19 ate the work was completed, it originally seemed to haved

* 20said the same date , and then that was scratched out and

211nitialled, is that correct?
.

22 A Yes.

23 0 And a new date was inserted, 2/u/787

24 A Yes-

25 Q Would it be your understanding, sir, that that was
!

O
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( 1 the corrected work completion date?

2 A I'm sorry, I couldn't hear you.

3 0 Is it your understanding, just by looking at this,

O 4that that would be the corrected completion date?
,

| 5 A It in difficult to tell what happened here with

' '6this work request, and my presumption is that it was used a
'

7second time to do this work.
.

8 0 I believe you explained to us yesterday a second

9 sheet that was in use for that purpose called a --

10 A No, that was only, that particula r item , the
,

'

11 pa cking traveler, was only used with valves.

12 0 All right. Now, if we look down to Item 22, there

131s no correction, is there ? There is merely a 2/13/78, is
,

() 14 th a t correct?

15 A Item No. 27

16 0 22.

17 A Oh. Yes, 2/13/78 is what I see.

18 Now, what was the question?

19 0 What I am curious, sir, knowing that there is

* 20still only one CC review, is it still your feeling that this

i 21vas used twice?

22 A Yes.
'

i

23 C And therefore the first time it was used CC did

() 24 no t perform the opera tion required of it, is that your

25 eeling about this?f

O
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(' 1 A QC does not have to witness every CC related work
V)

2 request. This particular work request is not stamped for

3 quality assurance surveillance.
OV

4 0 I understand, but it does require that QC sign off

Son it?

' '

6 A That's correct.

7 0 And can we infer correctly from this, sir, that
.

8 th ey did not sian off on it after the work was done on the

9first date?

10 A Yes.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITHS I wonder if you are really

12represen ting this exhibit accurately with respect to quality

13 co n t rol . On line 22, on wha tever date, it says it has not

() 14been sur veilled .
'

15 MR. SELKOWITZ I was going to ask the witness

16wh a t he understood what that means. As a matter of fact, I

17think he just testified to something along that line.

18 THE WITNESSs I'm sorry, I didn't hear your

19st a t e men t .

*

20 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (Resuming)

21 C There is the notation "not surveilled" on No. 22.

22 What does that kind of notation mean to you, sir?

23 A Are you asking me what does it mean or what do I

() 24 think it means?

25 0 What do you think it means?

O
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: 1 A It means that they did not look at that particular

2dob, that they did not desire to look at tha t particular

3 evolution, whether it was performed once, twice or a dozen

O
4 times.

5 0 In other words, they didn't need to be present

'

6when the work was being done.

7 A I'm sorry, the acoustics here are very bad and I
.

8cannot hear you.

9 0 Does it mean, sir -- is this any better?

10 A Yes.

11 0 Does it mean that they did not desire to be

12 presen t when the actual work was being done?

13 A That is correct.

) 14 0 It does not m.ean that they don't have to complete
.

15a review of the work after it has been done.

16 A They do not have to look at the work. They look

17at the work request and ascertain th.a t e verything in the

18vork request and that the material used was correct. That

jgis what the signature is for.

*

20 Q And they did tha t review on 2/13/78.

21 A I don 't know.
.

22 Q Well, that's what the date would indicate from the

f23 ace of the document at least, isn't that correct?

() 24 A They could have reviewed it. I don 't know if they

25did or not. j
l
1

|
1
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{} 1 Q One final question about this work order. In the

2 bottom lef t hand corner it indicates that it took how many

3 hours to do this work?

O
4 A Eight.

5 CHAIRMAN. SMITH: On your copy, on line 21, what

'

6are the dates that are crossed out and initia11ed?

7 THE WITNESS: It says 1976.
.

8 CHAIRMAN SMITH. And the initial is crossed out.

9 Are these by different initialers?

10 THE WITNESS: It would appear so.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: My copy, it actually looks like

12the same person crossed out and initia11ed the da te on line

1319, 20 and 21. It seems to be the same initial.

) 14 THE WITNESS: Yes.

15 MR. SELKOWITZ: That's all the questions that I

16have of Mr. McGarry, and I would ask that TMIA Exhibit 16 --

17 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. McGarry, may the Board

18 examine your ccpy, please, of that?

19 MR. SELK0WITZ: -- be moved into evidence.

*

20 (Pause)

21 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Are these filters changed on a
.

22 regular schedule or just when there is a high delta ??

23 THE WITNESS: Just when there is a high delta P.

(') 24 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Are you familiar with the

25 practice of using the same work request again, that is, for

O
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(} 1the same job?

2 THE WITNESS: That is the first time I have ever

3seen something like tha t on a work request. We have in the

O 4past used one work request and leave it open to change'

5 filters over a period of time. The most changing is done at

'

6a restart because a lot cf miscellaneous things in the

7 system break loose and clog the filters. So we would have a
.

8 vo rk request such as this and use it to change the filters

9out. It is a dual filtration system where you valve one

10in to service and valve the other out and change the filters.

11 CHAIBMAN SMITH: Mr. Blake, did you want to argue

12 th e --

13 MR. BLAKE: Mr. Chairman, I did not hear the

( 14 purpose f or which it was being entered.

15 MB. SELK0WITZ: No, I didn't get to that because
,

16 th e Board began to ask questions.

17 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right, ao ahead.

18 MR. SELK0WITZ: Ferhaps I could ask Mr. McGarry

19on e follow-up question.

'

20 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (Resuming)

21 0 Mr. McGarry, is it the standard practice when you
.

22 o have to make a correction , as you are filling out a workd

23 tick e t , to initial the correction?

() 24 A Repeat the question.

25 0 Isn't it standard practice when you are making a

O
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1 correction to a work request, let's say you check the wrong

2 block on line 6, that you scratch that out and initial the

3 change?

4 A Yes.

5 MR. SELK0WITZ. Now, I would offer this in support

'

Gof our contention of deferred maintenance because I believe

7the da tes tha t were changed indicate when the work was done,
,

8but if not, there certainly is a failure of quality control

9to review it in a timely fashion. The intermediate cooling

10sy st em filters which are referred to here were discussed at

11some length by Fr. Colitz at transcript pages 2850,,3135,

123137 and 3138, and a failure of the filters would lead to an

13in cr eased temperature in the reactor control rod drive

() 14 mechanisms, and we had quite some discussion about that.

15Th a t is why we believe it is related to the safe operation

16of the plant.

17 (Pause)

18 MR. BLAKEs r. Smith, did you want to hear our

19a r gu ment now or wait?

*

20 Did you want to hear argument about admissibility

21now or wait?
.

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Nov.

23 MR. BLANE: Mr. Smith, Mr. Selkowitz has correctly

(]) 24ob se rved that Mr. Colitz discussed these particular

25 filters. Mr. Selkowitz stated that a loss of the filters

O
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!

1 could result , as Mr. Colitz described, at the outside a

2 higher temperature in the control rod drive mechanisms. But

3we are not here talking about a loss of these filters.

O 4Indeed, on the face, these work requests involve a

Schange-out of the filters, and I believe Mr. Colitz also

'

6 testified that a mere high DP on the filters would not in

7and of itself result in high temperatures.
.

8 So we are not talking about loss of these filters;

9we are talking about whether or not they cha nged them out

10 a n d whether or not that sort of activity has safety related

11 si gnifica nce . In Licensee's view, it does not, and

12therefore we object to the admission of this exhibit into

13 evidence for this contention.

() 14 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Swanson?

15 MR. SWANSON: Staff also would object to the
|

16 introduction of this document into evidence on the basis

17 th a t there has been an inadequa te showing th a t it is safety

18 rela ted . The only evidence we have as to its safety

19 significance , I believe, is the line item 9 on the work

*

20 request is checked no, does it have an effect on nuclear

21 saf e ty ; and the testimon y of Mr. Colitz, and his testimony
.

22sugcests tha t there is no nuclear safety significance

23 attached to the f ailure of these filters,
i

() 24 I would therefore argue that there has been an

25 nadequa te showing of safety significance, and therefore thei

i
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i

(~)3
1 document has not met the threshold test of relevance.

%
2 3R. SELK0WITZs If I could, Mr. Ch airm a n , I think

3both gentlemen are misunderstanding the degree of
7-
\) :,

4 significance to whether there is any, which I think is the '

5 th re shold test, is there any. Mr. Colitz testified .that
'

6having those filters in a condition where they must be

,

7 changed because of high delta P -- and we don't know how I

8high here we would argue that because they were left in--

!
9 place from the date this work was originated f or over a '

10 ye a r , they may have become very high indeed, that that

11 increases the temperatures to the control rod drive

12m e ch a nism.S : It went on to say what that can lead to.

13 Now, one thing I think we have learned from the

14acciden t is that some things which we didn't think were

15sa f e ty related can have an effect on the system and lead to

16ve ry serious problems.
;

17 It is up to the Board to determine whether this is

18th e kind tha t can lead to a serious problem or not a serious

19 pro b le m , but that is a judgment on the merits. That does
i

'

;onot go to the admissibility having met the threshold test.

.
21 CHAIEMAN SMITH: We believe that the testimony on

22TR 2853 establishes that the work order is sufficiently

23 rela ted to nuclear safety to fall within the scope of the

() 24 co n tan tion . However, we believe that the work order, the
,

25e xhi bi t , is now sufficiently reliable to indicate that the

(
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{} 1 work demonstrated by the work order was deferred, as argued

2by Mr. Selkowitz. We think that a very trong inference can

3be d rawn that the work was indeed done twice. We don't

'O 4believe that it is likely that the person signing on 19, 20

Sand 21 in May of '76 did that by accident, so we don't

'

6believe that it is a reliable indication of safety related

7 maintenance def erral.
.

8 However, another however, we believe that it is

9also, however, useful as an indication sufficient to inquire

10 f urther, tha t safety related records were no t adequa tely

11 m ain t ained .

12 So on that basis we will receive the exhibit, on

13 th at basis alone.

14 (The document referred to,

15 previously marked for identi- |
1

16 fication as TMIA Exhibit No.

17 16, was received in evidence.)
i

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: "e will take a three minute break. )

19 (A brief recess was taken.)

^

20 CHAIRMAN SMITH: The Commonwealth has some

21 examination of Mr. McGarry.
.

22 CROSS (AS ON REDIRECT) EXAMINATION

23 BY ME. ROBERT ADLER:

() 24 0 Mr. McGarry, do you have before you all'the work

25 requests tha t ?.r. Selkovitz questioned you on.

ALDERSoN REPORTING COMPANY,INC,
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1 A I'm corry, I couldn't hear you.

2 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Welcome. You have to keep your

3 microphone, no ma tter what we do, it still is a proximity

i 4 sensitive microphone. You still have to have it very close

Sto your mouth.

'

i 6 BY MR. ROBERT ADLER: (Resuming)

7 C Can you hear this?
.

8 A Still low.

9 0 Can you hear this?

10 A Yes.

11 Q Mr. McGarry, can you turn to the first request,

1221200, TMIA Exhibit 11?

13 A Yes.

! () 14 Q Do you recall that you agr,eed with Mr. Selkowitz
15 tha t there was a delay between the final work and the final

16 sign-off by the CC department ?

17 Do you recall that in that discussion?

18 A I recall that he asked me a question about the

19 dates of the origination and completion, and I said that

'

20y e s , there was, there a ppeared to be a yea r difference in

21 tf e sign-off.
.

22 C Are you at all familiar with the procedures in the

23 quality control depa rtm en t ?

(]} 24 For example, would you know how they decide their

25 priorities in terms of when they would do their work?

!
*

1

[ )\%.
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1 A No. It was purely arbitra ry as f a r as I knew.

2 Now, if they had a particular reason for doing it,

31t ws never evident to me.

O
4 Q Can I ask the same question for the operations

3 department? They signed off at approximately the same

'

6 time. Would you know why they would incur a seven month,

7approximately a seven month delay in sign-off? Do they have
.

8any particular procedures?

9 A They don't have a difference in procedures, but we

10 ha d just completed a shutdown which had extended three

11 months or so, and we had hundreds of work requests that were

12 sen t to the control room to be signed off.

13 Now, sometimes because of the backlog of this

() 14 paperwork , it would be a long time before they finally

15 signed it off, and this is not uncommon.

16 O So you would say that the explanation for the

17dela y would be that you had -- that the QC department and

18the operations department had to m uch wo rk , essentially, in

19 terms of the amount of personnel that they had to do that

*

20woI7 .

21 A Yes.
.

22 MR. ROBERT ADLER: Mr. Chairman, I might note for

23 th e record that we have had expert testimony on the priority

() 24 system in terms of when the work is pe rf o rme d . We have had

25no testimony about the QC procedures, the procedures in the

/'\
'

i, J

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY,INC,

400 VIRGINIA AVE., S.W., WASHINGTON. D.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345

_ . - _ - -



3535

10C department and the operaions department, and it seems

2 that in a number of the work requests, the delays that TMIA

3has demonstrated have been not always in the work performed

O 4but in the QC and in th e operations sign-off , and it might

5be useful to get testimony on that sort of --

'

6 CHAIRMAN SMITH The testimony that we have

7 requested from the Licensee and the staff was expressly
.

; 8 requested tha t it concentrate on CC/QA, not only practices

91n place but record maintenance of it, too. So that was the

10 emphasis on that testimony that we wanted.

11 So I tink we have already done what you are

12 requesting now.

13 MR. ROBERT ADLER: As I recall, that was a purely

() 14 prospective inquiry as.to their current procedures.

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH: No, sir, it was exactly to the

16co nt t a ry . It was, although our interest is in their current

17 pro ced ure s , we have an interest in the procedures that were

118 n place during a relevant period roughly included by this

19 te st im o ny , because we believe that if there is a showing

20th a t the quality assurance practices were deficient in that*

21 pe riod , a greater showing must be made that they are
.

22sa tisf a ctory today than would otherwise be required.

23 If your review of the transcript should indicate

() 24 that we did not make that clea r, why, I would be -- if there

25 s conf usion I would appreciate your bringing that to our1

O
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1 attention , and I will check the transcript, too, but I

2 thought that point was pretty clear.

3 MR. ROBERT ADLER: Okay, line.

O 4 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Now, the thing remaining is we

Shave not agreed upon th e relevant period tha t should be

'

6 produced, and the parties were requested to get together to

7see if they could agree.upon what would be a suitable period
.

8for review on that testimony.

9 MR. ROBERT ADLER Our problem is that when we can

10 listen to the testimony, and when the work was performed, it

11 vas some prospective. Right now we are listening to the

12 testimony on the delays in the CC procedures in a void, and

131t is difficult to analyze whether there was an appropriate

14 justification f or delays.

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH: That's right. The Board had the
,

16 sa m e problem. That is why we directed th e testimon y, or the

17 ev id en ce .

18 BY MR. ROBERT ADLER: (Resuming)

19 0 Mr. McGarry, can you turn to Work order 18u71,

* 20which is Exhibit TMIA 12?

21 Mr. McGarry, this appeared to involve a safety
.

22 rela ted change in the feedwater system, and we were

123 ntorested in the reasons for this change being made; in
1

O) 24 pa rtic ula r, was this change -- do you know whether this
'

%

25 change was as a result of an NRC requirement, was it

,
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11nitiated by Metropolitan Edison on their own?

2 A I do not know.

3 0 Mr. McGarry, there was a significant delay in the

V 4 approval to commence work, which would be in block 18.

5Would you know why there was that significan t delay?
~

6 A No, sir, I don't know why. I can only look at the

7 package and say that it was in engineering 's h ands, that the
.

8whole change was being engineered by the time the work

9 request was written, and this was the normal policy at that

10 tim e , to initiate a work request to be associa ted with a

11 change mod, and it would then be in engineering's hands

12until they completed their engineering change modification,

13 at which time, and in the interim the material would be

() 14 ord e red , and then when everything was ready, it would be

15 signed to go to work.

16 0 Would it be more normal to have such a delay where

17there was a change modification rather than a normal

18 main tenance procedure? Would that be the explanation?

19 A I'm sorry. Repeat the question.

'

20 0 This work request involved a change in the plant,

21a modification.
.

22 A YeG-

23 0 Rather than a simple maintenance procedure.

() 24 Is it normal that there is a more significant time

25 nterval between the origination and the approval toi

|
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gw 1 commence work in those caes?
O

2 A Yes.

3 Q Mr. McGarry, can you turn to Work Order 20856,

4which is TMIA Exhibit 15.

5 A Yes.

~

6 Q Do you recall that this work order involved the

7 snubbers for seismic stress?
.

8 A Yes.

9 Q Do you know if this maintenance was as a result of

10an ongoing test procedure to test the adequacy of the

11 sn u b bers ? Is it something you periodically check?

12 A This is something we periodically check. Whether

13 this particular work request was initiated for that reason I

() 14am not sure.

15 0 And there is no wa y for the maintenance people to

16tell f rom the form itself whether there was some specific

17 pro blem that prompted the work request or whether it was an

18 ongoing normal maintena nce procedure.

19 A At one period early in the start-up of the plant,

* 20we had a problem with snubber seals, and this is wha t caused

21 the ongoing program to continually check them. And I don't
.

22 now if this is the work request to change out from onek

23 material to another, a better sealing ma terial, or if this

(} 24was part of the ongoing program.

25 Q My question is aimed at determining whether the

O
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' 1 maintenance people could determine whether the particular

2 snubbers at issue in this work order had any particular

3 defect, and as I understand it, your answer to that question
AG 41s no.

5 A Your statement was could they tell if these were

'

6particular problems that we knew of beforehand?

7 A That is correct. When this goes through your
.

8 maintenance system, this work request, I would like to know

9whether the various personnel could tell from reading this

10Vo rk request whether the problem involved a particular

11 identified problem with the snubbers, or whether it was part

12of a routine, ongoing testing prog ram .

13 A I would say that you could not tell.

) 14 MR. ROBERT ADLERs Thank you, Mr. Ch airm a n . We

15ar e finished.

16 CHAIRMAN SMITH. Anything f urther for Mr. McGarry?

17 MR. SELK0WITZs Nothing.

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Swanson?

19 MR. SWANSON: Did the Licensee pass?

20 MR. BLAKEs I have no questions.'

21 CHAIRMAN SMITH: E veryone has completed with Mr.
.

22McGarry except you.

23 MR. SWANSON: Yes, we do have at least one

() 24qu es t io n .

25 BY "R. SWANSON

O
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(' 1 C Again referring to Exhibit 15, TMIA Exhibit 15, |

V)
2 th e description of the malfunction modification indicates --

3 MR. BLAKE: I'm sorry, Mr. Chairman, I cannot hear.

O
4 BY MR. SWANSON: (Resuming)

5 0 The description of the malfunction and

'

6 modification on the work request suggests that this is an

7 overhaul and test of snubgers for spares.
.

8 Can you tell from this work request whether these

gsnubbers were actually installed, the ones that are the

10 subject of the work request?

11 A I am sorry, sir, I couldn 't hear you.

12 0 Can you tell from this work request whether or not

13 th e snubbers being overhauled and tested are in fact

( 14 in s t alled , or whether they are spare snubbers?
,

15 A It indicates they were f or spare.

16 Q And would that suggest to you one explanation as

17 to w hy it was given a lower priority?

u3 A Yes.

19 MR. SWANSON: No further questions.

'

20 CHAIRMAN SMITH: You are excused, sir. Thank you

21 ve ry much for appearino.
.

.

22 (The Witness was excused.) |

I

23 MR. SELK0WITZ: We would ask to recall Mr. Shovlin.

f~) 24 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Adler, do you have a copy of
v

25 th e transcript? It was yesterday morning that we directed
.

|
i

|
1

|
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1 testimony on the subject of your concern.

2 MR . ROBERT ADLER: Yes, we do, and I recall when

3you made tha t ruling . I will look for it now.
Obd 4 CHAIRMAN SMITH: That was Mr. Robert Adler that

Swas speaking.

~

6 MR. BLAKEs Mr. Smith?

7 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Mr. Blake? .

.

8 MR. BLAKE: M r. Selkowitz has allowed me, with Mr.

9Shovlin back on here, to correct one minor piece of his past

10 te s tim o n y , which Mr. Shovlin would like to do.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right.

W12 h ereupon ,

13 DANIEL SHOVLIN,

() 14 resumed the stand, and having been previously duly sworn,

15was further examined and testified as follows:

16 CROSS (AS ON BEDIRECT) EXAMINATION -- Resumed

17 BY MR. BLAKE:

18 Q Mr. Shov11n, when you appeared earlier in this

19p ro c ee din g , you were asked about the status update and

* 20 procedures and priorities which would implement your

21 suggestion with respect to the four priority system as
.

22op posed to the current three.

23 I believe at that time you stated that that

(}
24pr oced ure had not yet been approved by the PORC at the time

25you were testifying, and that was the hold-up.

I
,
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1 Have you learned differently?{}
2 A Yes, I found that after further looking into it

3that the PORC did approve the change, but the evolution of

O 4 distributing the change documents did not. That was the

5 hold-up.

~

6 MR. BLAKE: Thank youl.

7 MR. SELK0WITZ Perhaps we'll want to find out
.

swhen it was they approved it. I don't believe he gave us a

9 timef rame on that.
.

10 THE WITNESS: It was March, I believe it was March

11 3, 1980.

12 MR. SELK0WITZ: Thank you.

13 Along this vein of cleaning up some loose ends

() 14 with Mr. Shovlin, we have one question that was related to

15 so m a of the questioning by "r. Adler. I believe it appears.

16 a t 2691 of the transcript, and I have one or two quick

17 questions on that since we have him here.

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Is there any objection?

19 MR. BLAKE: The transcript page again was?

'

20 CHA.IRMAN EMITH: 2691.

21 MR . BLAKEs I don't have any objection to trying
.

22to fill out the record.

23 REDIRECT (AS ON RECROSS) EXAMINATION - Beaumed

(]) 24 BY MR. SELK0WITZ

25 0 Mr. Shovlin, we neglected to inquire of you at the

!

()
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() 1 time, or at any time, did you have any meetings concerning

2 overtime hours and any difficulties that the workers were

3having with overtime hours?

4 A Yes, I had many meetings.

5 0 Did you meet, sir, a t any time with Mr. Herbein,

.

61; ; example?

7 A No. I met with union representatives with recards
,

8to overtime a nd schedules.

9 Q Did you ever meet with Mr. Arnold to disuss those

10 kinds of questions?

11 A No, negative.

12 0 Thank you.

13 Now, sir, if we could turn to a set of work orders

v 14which, on the list that was distributed earlier, begins with

1525124 -- .

16 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Under which?

17 MR. SELK0WITZ: Under Mr. Shovlin, on the list

1dthat was earlier distributed by the Licensee.

19 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right, that would be about

'

20two-thirds of the way down the pile.

21 MR. SELK0WITZ: Ferhaps three-quarters.
.

22 THE WITNESS: Sir, are those job tickets the ones

23tha t were distributed to me previously? Are those the ones

() 24you are going to discuss? I have the copies of those.

25 MR. SELK0 WIT": It was the ones previously given,

CE);
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(~)h
1that is correct.

%
2 CHAIRMAN SMITHS The only way you can find these

31s simply by luck. There is no other way, just be lucky

O 4 that you happen to open the pile at the given document.

5 MR. SELK0WITZ: I would be happy, sir, to take at

.

6a break and to take the Board's copy of these and put them

71n numerical order for you so you will be able to get at
,

8them by some logic.

9 CHAIRMAN SMITHS So far luck has been working all

10 righ t , so let's exhaust that first. Let's just allow me to

11 co mp lain . That's harmless.

12 MR. SELK0WITZ: Now, this is a set of work orders

13 tha t begins with 25124.

( 14 Does the Board have the balance which is listed

15across that line and was indicated as one item in toto in

16the cover letter with that document?

17 CHAIRMAN SMITH: You want 25056?

18 Okay.

19 MR. SELK0WITZ: Do you have all of them across

'

20 th a t line, 23058, 23579?

21 CHAIRMAN SMITH They are in the sequence you have
.

22provided them.

23 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: : Resuming)

() 24 Q Mr. Shovlin, I am going to start with 23579, if we

25 co uld , and then I am going to relate the other ones, with

;
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1your assistance, back to it.

2 I believe you testified --

3 CHAIRMAN SMITHS If you are going to examine on

4 this , let 's give it an exhibit number.

5 MR. SELK0WITZs I'm sorry.

~

6 THE WITNESSs 23579?

7 MR. SELK0WITZ: Yes.
.

8 It would be my preference, if it is appropriate,

9to number this with the next number, and each of the

10su cceedin g work orders included in the package as a subpart

11of it, such as the first one would be , I guess, 17A. Then

12th e next one would be 17B, so that the package all has the

13sa me number.

14 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right, 23579 will be what,

15 th en ?

16 MR. SELK0WITZ: I think if we are at 17, it would

17be 17A.

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: 23579 is 17A.

19 (The document referred to was

'

20 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 17A

21 for identification.)
.

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Well, while we are at it --

23 MR. SELK0WITZs 23858 would be B.

24 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Wait a min ute.

25 All right.

O
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1 (The document referred to was

2 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 17B

3 for identification.)

4 MR. SELK0WITZ: 24252 would be C.

5 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Got it.

'

6 (The document referred to was

7 marked TMI A Exhibit No. 17C
.

8 for identification.)

9 MR. SELK0WITZ: Did I just give you D or C?

10 25056 is D as in dog.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Go ahea.d.

12 (The document referred to was

13 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 17D

() 14 for identification.)

15 MR. SELK0WITZ: 25124 is E.

16 (The document referred to was

17 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 17E

18 for identification.)

19 MR. SELK0WITZ: And 25129 is F.

'

20 (The document referred to was

21 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 17F
.

22 for identification.)

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH. How about 23136?

|24 MR. SELK0WITZ: I have elimina ted that one ac)
25being a slightly different problem that doesn't really fit

A
k)
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lin this package.

2- CHAIRMAN SMITHS It is not in this series then.

3 MR. SELK0WITZa That's correct, and it will not be

() 4 the subject of any questioning.

5 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (Resuming)

*

6 0 Now, sir, if you look at 23579, this is a 1A

7 priority work request, is that correct?
-

8 CHAIRMAN SMITH: U se the exhibit number.

9 MR. SELK0WITZs I'm sorry.

to BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (Resuming)

11 0 17A.

12 A That is correct.

13 0 And it deals with the nuclear river pumps, is that

14co rrect ?
'

15 A That is correct.

16 0 This particular one lists three of the pumps, and

171t states in all cases that they are leaking badly at the

18shaf t seal, correct?

19 A That is correct.

~

20 0 If we look down at lines BA and 8B, it is both a

I 210C component and it is indicated to have an effect on
,

22nuclea r saf ety , is that correct?

23 A It is my understanding that you said does it say

() 24 yes for nuclear safety. That is correct.

25 0 Now, sir, excuse me, it was originated on 4/2/78.
,

":

\

:
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{} 1 A That is correct.,

2 0 Now, if we turn the page, however, we notice that

3the second page is not at all filled out, and if we go to

O 4 the third page, we see something that is called an

Sinteroffice memo, Catalytic, Inc., I-n-c.

' '

Can you just tell us, sir, if you know, what that6

,

7 Catalytic, Inc. interoffice memo represents?

8 A This was a job that was assigned to Catalytic as

9 identified by their work request No. 23579, and job order

10103737.
I

11 Q Just as a point of clarification, sir, is the

1210373, is Catalytic's number for that?

13 A That is correct.

O( / 14 0 And it says at the bottom of that that it was

15 reassigned to mechanical maintenance on February 13th of

16 '7 9, is that correct?

17 A That is correct.

18 0 Okay.

19 It goes on to say tha t it was purged on 11/6/79.

20Is that correct?

.
21 A Tha t is correct.

22 Q And I believe you testified earlier tha t there

23were some times that you have gone back through the system

() 24 an d purged duplica te work orders.

25 Do you recall that testimony?

O
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1 A That is correct.

2 O And then would it be your f eeling, sir, that that

31s why this one is marked purged?
f'

4 A That is my feeling, yes.

5 Q Now , sir, if we look a t 17B, this is a 1A priority

'

Son one of the same pumps, is it not?

7 A I don't --

,
-

8 MR. BLAKEs I don't think the witness has

9 identified them by the exhibit numbers.

10 MR. SELK0WITZ I'm sorry, it is 23858.

11 THE WITNESSs 23858? Yes, sir.

12 BY MR. SELK0WITZ. (Resuming)

13 ,0 Now, this is another work order on one of the same

() 14 pumps as th e prior exhibit, is it not?

15 A That is a work order that identifies NRP 1B.

16 0 And that is Nuclear River Pump 1B.

17 A That is correct.

18 0 .\ n d this one says that there is ex cessive packing

19weig h t , am I correct?

'

20 A And it says adjust or repack, that is correct.

21 Q And once again it is identified as a QC component
.

22 n line 8, and line 8B s marked yes.i

23 A That is correct.

(")i 24 0 If we turn the page, we see that it didn 't go any
\_

25 urther, and I take it that the reason it was cancelled perf

'( )
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1 work order 23579, which has already been identified as

; 2 Exhibit 17A, correct?

4

3 A That is correct.

; 4 Q Now, this represen ts tha t when someone was looking

Sat 17B, 23858, they realized that there was another work

n

'

6 order by which this was being processed, in this case 23579.

7 Is that your understanding?
.

I 8 A Yes, that would be so. That is correct.

I 9 0 Now, this one was originated on Ma y 13, '78,

' 10several weeks af ter the prior exhibit , is that correct?

11 A This one was originated the 13th of May 1978, that

121s correct.

13 0 Now, if we could go on to TMIA Exhibit 17C, which

O 441= 2 252.
,

15 A Yes, , sir.

16 0 Once again, this is Nuclear Fiver Pump 1B, correct?
3

1

17 A That is correct.

18 Q This time it has at least at this stage been

i 19 dete rmined to be a 2 priority.

j 20 A That is correct.'

| 21 Q And although it is marked as a quality control
i

*

'
22 co mp on en t , line 8B is now marked no, is that correct?

23 A That it has no effect on nuclea r saf ety, that is

() 24 co r r ec t .

25 0 We see that this one was started on June 17th, I

}
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1 ' 7 8, a pproxim a tel'y a month af ter Exhibit 17B.

2 A That is the date that this work request was

3 submitted, that is correct.

4 0 And once again this one was cancelled I presume

5for the same reasons as the last one, and we are referred to

'

6 Exhibit 17B which is work request 23858.

7 A Tha t is correct.
.

8 Q Which referred us to 23579, which was cancelled,

9 purged, correct?

10 A Tha t is correct.

11 0 I ask you, sir, when this type of system is being

12co nd uc ted , this purging that you have testified to, would it

13be common to cancel the work requests, such as 242152, by

() 14 reference to the actual one by which the work was done?

15 A I am going to have to explain to you, sir, this is

16a real bad example. In the previous testimony, I mentioned

17 th a t various shifts or anyone that identifies a problem

18 submits a job ticket. Now, when a job ticket, as described

19 ere , as you well pointed cut, on one of those documents orh

' 20two of the documents, the individual tha t answered th e

21 qu es tion s , did it have an ef fect on nuclear safety, he said
.

22 y e s , and it was a 1A priority, and on this other job ticket,

2325056 he identified that as a 2A priority, and it had no

() 24ef f e ct on nuclear safety.

25 What is very difficult under normal operating
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1 conditions, it is required to have a leak-off on these
{}

| 2 pumps. It is a judgment, when an individual recognizes and

3coes over, is it excessive or not. The real danger here is
O
~# 4that you do not have a leak-off. The reason you have a

51eak-off is for lubrication of your packing. It is nuclear

.

. river water, it is not radioactive, it goes back into the
.

7tiver. The leak-off from the gland goes back into the river.
.

8 'Jh a t I am trying to identify here, the individual

9who suggests it has an eff ect on nuclear saf ety, he was

10 ma kin g a very conservative judgment. If I was assigning the

11yes and noes here in this pa rticula r case, I would say no,
.

12it did not have ar. effect on nuclear safety, although I have

13 taken a conservative approach on a number of job tickets.

() 14 0 Excuse me, sir, what do you mean, sir, by

15conserva.tive a pproach in that regard?

16 A For exam ple, the conservative is being very

17 cautious. Rather than saying no, it does not have an effect

18cn n uclea r saf ety, we use, as identified here, GP 1008 as a

199u id e . The gent I know, and his marks here, I know that was

'

20 a supervisor of maintenance, the previous supervisor of

21 maintenance 's check marks. If you take the conserva tive
.

22 approach you say you have three nuclear river water pump j

23Bs. Now, if you have a leaky packing gland on one of them,

() 24or if you had a leaky packing gland on all three, if you had
i

25to take down on th e packing on that pump and there was no

O
I

ALDERSoN REPORTING COMPANY, INC,

400 VIRGINI A AVE., S.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554 2345

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

1



_ _ _ - .

3553

/~ toland left, you would have to either add packing orV}
2 completely repack the pump. You would have to take that

3 pump out of service in order to do that. If the same

)J

4similar condition happened to the other pump, say pump B,

Syou would have to put that pump out o f service. If they

.

6both happened simultaneously, you would be down to one

7 pump. Then you would be into a time clock problem. So the
,

8 conservative approach is, in this particular gent's case, he

9has lost two pumps and he is down to one pump, looking at

10that.

'

11 Now, what happens here, and quite often is an

12 individual going around and looking and seeing that he has

13 excessive leak-off on a packing gland, which is really, the

14mo st serious consequence here is a household problem because

15the wa ter is splashing out and going over, and you could get
!

|
16the water all over your clothes. Okay, that is the most

i
17 serious consequence; that a mechanic has gone over and made

18a slight adjustment to the gland.

19 During the interim of all these job tickets, that

'

20 s a possibility, that someone went down there and took up1

21on the gland, all right?
,

22 0 Mr. Shovlin, I am still trying to understand your
|

23use of the term " conservative." By conservative, are you

() 24saying -- |

25 A Being very cautious.
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1 Q And therefore you would tend to mark things as

2having an effect on nuclear safety when in doubt.

3 A That is correct.
.,

4 0 Now, just so we know, 17C, which is work order'

524252, says in the body of block 3, packing leaks

*

6 excessively and is throwing much water. Is that correct?

7 A That is correct.
'

.

well, you haven't8 0 Now, you made reference --

9 answered really my first question, which is when you were

10 doin g this purge, was it customary to cancel by reference to

11 the work order on which the work was done or to some other
a

12 Work order that just happened to be on the same component?

13 A Sir, if you would refer back to your work request

1 ((,) 14 N o . 23579, going to the third page, it was not an arbitraryt

'

15 decision to just pu rg e this particular job without first

16 goin g to ensure that the condition did not exist.

17 0 I undertand, sir. That is not my question.

18Perhaps we could come back to that.

19 A Wh a t T said --O

20 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I think he is answering your'

21 q u es tion .
.

22 MR. SELK0WITZ: I am asking about --

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Just a moment. You can withdraw

24the question if you want to, but h= no asked it, you ef ' hor()
25 a ve to allow him to respond.h

O
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(} 1 MR. SELK0WITZ: Well, if it is the Board 's ruling

2that they think he is answering my question, I'll certainly

31et him finish, but perhaps I am not asking the proper

O 4 question, and I will let him finish that, certainly.

5 BY MR. SELK0WITZs (Resuming)

'

6 0 You were saying, sir, that it was not arbitrarily

7 cancelled on 23579 and you wanted to finish that.
.

8 A Yes. We would go to operation as in the case of

9 work request 23579. Mike Ross, who was the supervisor of

10op e r a tio n s , concurred that that condition no longer existed.

11 0 I undesta nd.
1

12 What I am specifically trying to find out is this

13 process of purging. When you looked at work order 214252,

( 14vhich is 17C -- are you with me?
.

15 A Yes, sir.

16 0 That is cancelled as per 23858.

17 A That is correct.

18 0 And 23858 is cancelled as per 23579.

19 Now, what I am curious about is wh y is it you

'

20 wo uld n ' t cancel 214245 by referring it to 23579 as well?

21 Why this chain?
.

22 A I have no idea, sir. This looks like it was

23 purged by the supervisor in th e mechanical area , oka y ?

() 24 0 And what leads you to that conclusion?

i
25 A It is my conclusion, looking a the writing. I am

O
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1 familiar with the writing.'

2 0 So you feel you identified the handwriting.

3 A Yes, sir. In most cases it would be the

4suparvisor of that discipline tha. would purge the job

5 tickets through the work log, and after first assuring

' '

6himself that the condition did no t exist.

7 Q Okay.

8 Now, you mentioned 25056, which has been

|
! 9 identified as 17D.

| 10 A 25256?

11 0 25056.
!

! 12 A Yes, sir.

I

13 C And the same component, priority 2A, correct?

() 14 A Yes, sir.
,

15 0 And this was started a bit later than the last

16 th ree we looked a t. This one was in August of '78.
!

{ 17 A Yes, sir.

18 C And it, too, was cancelled, referring back to a

19 prio r e xhibi t .

*

20 A Yes, sir.
;

) 21 C And just to wrap it up, if we look a t 17E and 17F,

22which are work requests 25124 and 25129, we have exactly the

23same situation , the same component , correct?

24 A Would you repeat that question, sir?
(}

25 0 The came component is involved.

1
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1 A NRP 1B, that is correct.{)
2 0 Now, there is a difference I see, however, on

|

| 325124. The question of nuclear safety is checked yes, and

! ()
41t is also checked yes on 25129, is that correct?'

5 A That is correct, yes, sir.

~

6 0 Althouch in this case they are both considered

7 Prio ri ty 2As at this stage of the paperwork.
.

8 A The initiator felt that that was a 2A, that is

9 Correct.
,

10 0 And that was agreed in by his supervisor, is that

11 co rr ect ?

12 A Yes, sir.
t

13 0 Now, as to this package of work requests where you

() 14 ju st identified all on that same component, at least so far

15as this piece of the history is concerned, the work is not.

16ye t identified as being done, at least not by a work order,

171s that correct?
!

18 A That is correct.

19 C And the only thing we have to go by on this record

* 201s t ha t in November of 1979 Mr. Ross said it was okay,

21 cancel it.
,

22 A That is correct.

23 0 Now I would like to refer you, sir, and the Board,

() 2/,to a work request tha t was previously identified to Mr.

25Shovlin, 18626, which should be just a couple more down !

O
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(}
1below the group the Board ha s .

2 CHAIRMAN SMITH: 18626?

3 MR. SELK0WITZ Correct.,

4 CHAIRMAN SMITH: This is going to be an exhibit?

5 MR. SELK0WITZ Maybe Exhibit 18.
,

i .

6 (The document referred to was

7 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 18'

,

l 8 f o r iden tifica tion . )

I
: 9 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (Resuming)
a

j 10 0 Now, sir, we see this one was instituted on

111/22/77, which was before any of the ones we have identified

12in Exhibit 17, is that correct?
]

1 13 A Yes, sir.

14 Q And this one includes the same component, Nuclear

15 River Pump Unit 1B , is tha t correct?

16 A That is one of the pumps described, yes, sir.

17 0 It also includes 1C.

i 18 A Yes, sir, that is correct.
.

19 0 Now, those are two out of three that performed a

'

20similar f unction in the same area of the plant, is that

21 corr ect ?
,

22. A That is correct.

23 0 And once again, block 3 says excessive packing

() 241eakage.

25 A That is correct.

O
i
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{} 1 0 This one, however, if we turn the page, was

2 completed on 1/10/79, is that correct?

| 3 A Th at is correct.

4 0 That is about two years from the origination date.

5 A That is correct.

~

6 0 And just so we identify the rest f or the record ,

71t has quality control tags for all of the parts that are
.

8 attached to the back.

9 Is that correct, sir?

10 A That is correct, yes, sir.

11 0 Would it be your understandino, sir, that given

12both exhibits 17 and 18, that it appears that the reason you

13could not see where the work was done on 17 was because it

() 14was done by this one, work order 18.

15 A No, I couldn't say tha t was so, sir.

16 0 And despite the fact that the time period here

17 surrounds, so to speak, the time limits in Exhibit 17, you

18d 3n ' t f eel tha t we could draw that conclusion?
|

19 A No, sir, and I can explain why if you would like.

'

20 0 I'm sorry, you said you could explain?

21 A Yes, sir.
.

22 0 Are you familiar with when this work was done?

23 A No, but I am f amilia r with, until a job is

() 24ac tu ally purged by the supervisors in each discipline, it is

25possible for a job tick e t to be in his custody over a long
!

)
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1 period of time, and it also has happened tha t when he did,

2and he has these documented in his log, in this particularj

31og, that oftentimes when there is already an existing job

( 4 ticket identifying a problem, he would go ahead and use that

5 existing job ticket to perform the work function.

~

6 So when there is a two year span, to me, in my

7 capacity as superintendent of maintenance, I could envision
.

8that he took a job ticket that he already had in his office

9over a long period of time and used that to perform the work

10 f u n ctio n .

11 0 So what you are saying is he used 18626 as the

12 operating document to do that work.

13 A I am saying it is a possibility, yes, sir.

() 14 MR. SELK0WITZs With that, Mr. Chairman, I would

15 move Exhibit 17 with its subparts A through F, and Exhibit

1618 into the record on several bases; first of all, that as a

17gr ou p it identifies work that was deferred for over a year,

18 th at had nuclear safety significance, both by the opinion of
:

19several supervisors in the plant, and also by the fact, as

* 20 demonstrated by Mr. Colitz, that these pumps have technical

21 specifications - perhaps that is the wrong word, but there
.

22a re requirements f or certain numbers of them to be operating.

23 There is a short time clock, I think he said, if
|

() 24you have to take down the second one with one already out.

25 e think this demonstra tes that this has an effect on
'

W

O
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Inucleat safety, to have allowed this kind of work to go{}
2 undone for such a long period of time.

3 And third, we think it demonstrates, because of

O 4 the confusion apparent on the face of these documents by

'

5 supervisors with these responsibilities, as to what impact

'

6this was to have, we feel that it demonstrates a faulty

7 maintenance system, perhaps not in the keeping of the
.

8 records, but certainly in the day to day utilization of them

9which causes a lot of tings to happen at that plant by way

10of what work gets done and when.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Blake?

12 MR. BLAKE I am not sure that I understand the

131a st comment. It is not offered to support their allegation

) 14that they failed to keep accurate maintenance records

15 rela ted to saf ety items, but rather some other term or

16ph ra se which I don 't see.

17 MR. SELK0WITZ That the actual operation of this

18m ain te na nce system which would allow f or the various

iginterpretations of work to be done, of the same part with

*

20the same identification of the problem, is in and of itself

21 evidence of incompetent maintenance of that plant.
.

22 MR. BLAKE Mr. Smith, Licensee opposes the

23 admission of TMI A's proposed Exhibits 17 and 18 into i

)() 24 evidence in support of their Con tentin 5. The testimony to

25date with regard to the significance of and the importance

O

1
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1 of packing, in fact, packing leaks surrounding the nuclear{}
2 river pumps, has been addr ssed both by Mr. Colitz and now

3by Mr. Shovlin. In the opinion of neither of these

4 gentlemen has leakage posed a significant problem, nor has

5there been safety significance which has attached to it.

"

6!nd that is the state of the record at this time.

7 Both centlemen have indeed alluded to the fact
.

8that if you lost nuclear river pumps, there being three, if

technical9you lost two of them, you would come up against a

10 specifica tion requirement which would require yo2, if you

11 did not recover one of those two, to shut down within a time

12 pe riod . My recollection of Mr. Colitz's testimony is that

13 th ere was a 72 hour time frame that would attach. But

n
() 14neither of these gentlem,en have connected that up with the

.

151e ak a g e . In fact, both of them have observed that the

16 problem s with these pumps, any real problems that would

17cause them to shut down would be with lack of leakage.

18There just plain has not been a showing here that we have an

191 tem of safety significance involved in these maintenance

*

20 items.

21 MR. SELK0WITZs If I can address that to the
.

22 oard , we are not contending that because there is waterB

.

23 eaking out of these pumps that that is a problem. We have |1
;

() 24 contended all along that we have deferred maintenance

25 m properly, and we would argue here that they have ani
,

O
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(V^)
1 understanding that if they have to take down these pumps and

2they cannot meet the time clocks, they have to chut down.

3That is in Mr . Coli tz 's testimony.

O
4 The contention or the argument that this supports

51s that on the face of these documents, two of these pumps

*
6had excessive packing leakage which, as Mr. Shovlin

7 described, if that continues, the only way to fix it is to
.

8take them out. It is not much of a difficult argument to

9say tha t they def erred that very item, taking them out,

10because they knew and required shutting down the plan t.

11 Th a t is, of course, key to the support of our contention.

12 CHAIR?AN SMITH 4 So you cha11ence the adequacy of

13 th e tech specs?

() 14 MR. SELK0WITZ4 I'm sorry?

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Do you challenge the adequacy of

16th e tech spec ?

17 MR. SELK0WITZs No, sir. You mean the tech spec

18t h a t says if they come down they have to go to the short

19 time clock on the second pump? No, sir. What we are saying

*

20is tha t on the f ace of it, the Licensee knowing that, th e y

21 deferred doing this maintenance, and I think these documents
.

22su pport an argument based on these documents that the

23 maintenance which would have meant bringing the pumps down

() 24was def erred in the face of knowledge that it might lead to

25 rinaino the plant down, pa rt of the tech spec.b

i
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1 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I understand.

2 The Board is going to have to confer on these

3 exhibits.

O'l 4 (A brief recess was taken.)

; 5 CHAIRMAN SMITH: M r. Swanson, would you care to

|
*

6 comment?

7 Before you comment, however, maybe you can be
.

] 8 helpful. The Board has ended up with a feeling on this
i
'

9 series of exhibits that we just simply don 't know enough

10about it to make a good ruling.

11 You could be helpful.

12 MR. SWANSON: I am not sure I can give you the

13information you really need.

| () 14 The staff's position is that certainly a threshold
!

15 test of saf e ty related ralevance has been made. A more

16 serious question comes on the materiality of the documents.

17Tnere has been a great deal of discussion as to significance

18of leaking and how important the repair is, how fast it has

19 to be done.i

*

20 I think balancing everything, the staff conclusion

21 1 s that we would not object to the admission. I think there
.

221s a serious question as to whether or not it proves

23a n y t hing , but I think that really goes more to the weight of

24 th e evidence .

25 CHAIRMAN SMITH. That is about where we were.

O
.

!
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(} 1 DR. LITTLE: Mr. Shovlin, I have some questions'

2about all of the exhibits we have been discussing, and we

3will start with Exhibit No. 18, which is work request No.

418626, and line 4 on that requect indicates that a number of

5ths nuclear river pucps were reported as malfunctioning due

~

6to excessive packing leakage on January 22, 1977, is that

7 correct?
,

8 THE WITNESS: Yes, ma'am.

9 DR. LITTLE: All right.

10 In the interim, after that date, on 4/22/78,

115/13/78, 6/17/.78, 8/28/78, 9/2/78 and 9/4/78, there were a

12 number of work requests generated dealing with one or more

13of the nuclear river water pumps, correct?

14 THE WITNESS: Yes, ma'am, that is correct.

15 DR. LITTLE: Then on December 4, 1978, there was a

16 sign-off that a PORC reviewed sign-off had to be done. That

17was done on 12/4/78, and this is on Exhibit No. 18, 18626,

1811ne 10A. So there was a lapse of time between January 22,

19 '7 7 till 12/4/78 before the PORC review indication was made,

"

201s th at correct?

21 THE WITNESS: That is correct. |,

22 DR. LITTLE: And then if we look on page 2 of

23 18626, Exhibit 18, it indica tes tha t the day following the

(]) 24PORC review, you gave approval to commence the work, the

25 oreman gave a pproval to commence the work the following --f
1

O '

.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,

400 VIRGINIA AVE., S.W., WASHINGTON. D.C. 20024 (202) 554 2345

,_



3566

Iwell, the same day, 12/5/78, and then it was done within the
{~)

2next month.

3 THE WITNESS: That is correct.
- ()'

4 DR. LITTLE: Fy question is what was the status of

Swork request 18626 between the date of origination, 1/22/77,

* 6and the time that the review PORC was indicated on 12/4/78?

7 THE WITNESS: I can only surmise, ma'am. If this
.

8vork request was identified on 1/22/77, as I previously

9 testified that each discipline supervisor would have a

10 number of outstanding job tickets in his possession, and it

11 1s possible that this condition came up during the period

120 f , again, during the period of 1/22/77 and the time that

13they did the work, the work was completed on 1/10/79.

() 14 Kno win g what has transpired in the past, I would envision

15 th a t they would take a job ticket that they had in their

16 file and use it as a working document rather than either

17initia te another job ti. Pet or, if they received a job

18 tick e t that identified the same problem of a job ticket that

19they already had in hand, in file in their office, they

' 20would just discard the other one and use the latest one they

21 ha d on file.
.

22 DR. LITTLE: Do we have anything indicating that

23those particula r pumps -- how can we tell whether or not )

() 24there was any work done on those particular pumps in the

25 time between 1/22/77 and 12/5/78?

~
|
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1 THE WITNESS: Ma'am, when ;ou discuss packing

21eakage, okay, many times it is identified to maintenance,

3we in maintenance a s excessive packing leakage, and we go

4out to the component and in our judgment it is not

5 excessive, it is a proper leak-off to give the proper

61ubrication to the packing, so we wouldn 't do anything with.'

7that job tick e t . It is not a true condition to us. It is
.

Snot a condition we want to change.

9 So that is why I say this is really a bad example,

10 ac t u ally , of a work function that has been prolonged over a

111ong period of time. Although our system does let anyone

121 den tif y what a problem -- they can identify a problem, many

13 times when we go out to inspect and scope the job out, the

() 14 condition is not such that is described on item 3 of the job

15 ti ck e t .

16 DR. LITTLE: So there is no way to feed back into

17the system that somebody looked at it and it was a

18non problem?

19 THE WITNESS: Our feedback to the system would be

20 ideally meeting and saying this is not a problem. This is-

21 operations here. In fact, on this particular job or work
.

22re qu es t , H.R. Hitz is the shift supervisor. At our daily

4

23 meeting we would tell him, hey, you do not have a problem;

24the leak-off is proper. And that is the end of the

25 discussion. There is no more discussion on that item.

V(h
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1 DR. LITTLE: But there is no place to put that on

2 the record that that has occurred.

3 THE WITNFSS: Pardon me, ma'am?

4 DR. LITTLE: But there is no place to put on your

5 records that you have had this discussion and decided it is

* 6not a problem.

7 THE WITNESS: No, there is not.
s.

8 DR. LITTLES Thank you.

9 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Is the Commonwealth going to

10 co mm en t on this?

11 MR. SELK0WITZ: Mr. Chairman, before you take that

12 co mm en t , I think that the questions by M rs. Little have

13 raised the need to ask a few additional questions of Mr.

() 14Shovlin to put some of that into perspective.

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Questions by whom?

16 MR. SELK0WITZ4 By myself, if that is

17 pe r missible . It has to do with one line on each of those

18 tick e ts , the same line.
l

19 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right, go ahead.

(
'

20 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (Resuming)

21 C Sir, you are indicating tha t it may have been a
.

22non-problem in the view of some of the supervisors, and that

23 s why the work wasn ' t done. Is that correct?1

24 A I didn't understand your first part, sir.
}

25 0 You are saying one of the explanations may have

!
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1been that this really was not a problem, even though it was

2iden tified by an originator as one.

3 A That is a possibility, yes, sir.

f,

4 0 So what you would be saying, sir, is that on'

SExhibit 17A, for example, Mr. Carr and Mr. Pilsitts, who are

6the originator and the supervisor, would be correct.*

7 Is that your testimony?
.

8 A Is that on work request 235797

9 0 Yes, sir.

10 A That is correct.

11 0 Do you know who Mr. Pilsitts was or is, hopefully?

12 A I believe he was a shif t foreman at the time.

13 0 A shift foreman for maintenance?

() 14 A Operations.
,

'

15 0 For operations.

16 A Yes, sir.

17 0 And operations, I think we have decided, had a

18crea t deal to say about what work got done and when, isn't

19 th a t correct?

20 A They had a great deal to say. They would identify'

21a problem to r;a in t e n a nc e . It doesn't necessarily mean that
.

22we totally ag reed a t all times with their observations.'

23 0 And then if we gc to 23858, which is 17B, we have
;

(}
24a diff erent o rigina tor. We have a Mr. Kendig, I believe.

25 o if your theory of what might have occurred is correct,S

.
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1Mr. Kendig is also correct.
}

2 Is that correct?

3 A That is a possibility, yes, sir.

( -

4 0 And the supervisor there was someone for M. Ross,

SM. Poss. I assume that was Mike Ross?

"

6 A Who is presently operations supervisor. At that

7 time I believe he was shift supervisor.
.

8 0 So that his designee's concurrence was also

91ncorrect.

10 A Tha t is a possibility.

11 0 And without be11 boring this, we go through all the

12 rest of those work requests, we could ask the same

13 questions , and your theory of wha t might have happened would

() 14have us believe that in every case both the originat.r and*

15his supervisor turned out to be wrong.

16 A I didn't say that. I said that as a possibility.

17 0 All right, I understand it is a possibility.

18 A Yes, sir. In the interim someone could have went

19 ou t there with a crescent wrench and adjusted that packing,

' '

20ok ay ?
i

21 0 Well, sir, would it seem reasonable to you that

22such adjustments took place when you have a series of work

.

23 tickets, April 22, May 13, June 17, Auoust 28, and September

() 242, and September 4? Does it sound to you, sir, as if

25someone has gone out there and adjusted the leak?

O
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|

1 A Is that all in the same year?
[}

2 A Those are all in 1978.

3 A That is a possibility.

O
4 MR. SELK0WITZ: No other questions.

5 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Mr. Adler?

*

6 MR. ROBERT ADLER: We have one question we would

711ke to ask.
.

8 RECROSS (AS ON REDIRECT) EXAMINATION

9 BY MR. ROBERT ADLERs
.

10 0 Mr. Shovlin, you indicated that in the event of a
'

111e ak , the worst possible effect would in essence be a

12hous ekeeping problem, is that correct?

13 A Yes, that is correct.

14 0 Could not the leak be bad enough, be excessive

15enough so as to blow out the packing, and if so, would this

16no t interfere with the pump operation?

17 A That would all depend on the position of your

18 packing gland , whether the packing gland was bottomed out,

19wh ether there was no more adjustment. That is a

~

20po ssibili ty , yes, sir.

21 0 So it is a possibility to interfere with tha
.

22 operation of the pump? |

23 A The greater possibility would be if you had no

() 24 leakage and the packing 61.3 teited, then it would

25 eteriora te and blow out. That would be the extrene case.d

,

l
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1 0 If the extreme case did occur

2 A The extreme case would be not having any leakage

3at all. That would be the extreme case.

O
4 0 That would create more pressure?

5 A That would create overheating of the packing,

*
1 6which would'cause scoring to the shaft, which would cause

7 packing deterioration, which could cause serious problems,
.

Byes.

9 Q If that occurred, would there be an indication of

10 th a t in the control room to the operator?

11 A The operations, each shift surveils, there is a

12surve111ance made by the auxiliary operators. That is part

13of their job, to surveil each piece of equipment.

() 14 0 In other words, they would have to survell that

15 equipment in order to deternine the existence of tha t

16 condition and it would not be indicated automatically in the

17 Cont rol room ?

ic A Whether the packing was overheating?
|

19 0 That is correct.

'

20 A No, that would be a visual inspection.

21 0 What about whether the punp was operational?
.

22 A That would still be a visual. There is no way or

23there's no methods to indica te whether a packino gland is

(~) 24 ov er hea ting unless you visually go down.,

v
25 0 I am not sure you understand the question.

O
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1 We are talking -- we are referring to the
[}

2 operation of the pump itself.

3 A Yes, sir.

O
4 0 Is there any indication of the pump operation in

5the control room?
"

6 A Oh, yes, sir, there are parameters.

7 MR. ROBERT ADLERs That's all.'

,

8 DR. JORDAN: Mr. Shovlin, you said this was

9primarily a housekeeping problem, excessive leakage, and yet

101sn 't it a bit surprising that two of these supervisors

11 assigned it a Priority 1A for a matter that was nothing but

12a housekeeping problem?

13 THE WITNESS: Sir, I just wanted to indicate to

() 14you that excessive leakage, although it was assigned a

15 Priority A, the extreme case in this is the water, the

16 discharge of the leakage from the gland could either go onto

17 the floor, into a drain , back into the river. That was my

18on ly --

19 DR. JORDAN: Okay.

'

20 Would your changed priority system, had tha t been

211n effect, do you think that would have caught this?
.

22 I believe what you are saying is it really wasn't

23a 1A priority, that they made a mistake. Would your changed

(') 24 priority system, do you think?

25 THE WITNESS: Th e ne w priority system in effect, I

O
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{} twould probably indicate that other than a Priority 1.

2 DR. JORDANS I see. So it would not have gotten a

31 A classification.

O
4 THE WITNESS: It would not have gotten a 1A

Sclassification.
*

6 CHAIRMAN SMITH: The Board is going to receive 17A

7through 17F and Exhibit 18, but in accepting these exhibits
*

.

8at this time, and as we progress along this contention, I

9think it might be appropriate to bring into perspective what

10we are doing here, and wha t is happening is that we are

11 an alyzing each of these work requests as if the issue is --

12whether or not the work request was handled correctly, which
,

13of course is the issue immediately f acing us, is the factual

( 141ssue immediately f acing us.

15 But let 's kee p it in perspective , wha t we are

16tryino to establisl. YCd are trying to establish that there
:

171s a pattern, that there is a sufficient number of deferred

18 main t ena n ce work items to establish a pattern that the

19 management a t that time wa s incompetent, which in turn, as

~

20the Board has ruled , raises some type of suggestion that a

21grea ter showing is required to show that management today is
.

2' in co m pe te n t.2

23 So therefore, you could have a situation where yo

('/) 24migh t take every one of your work requests and establish
%

25 t hat their demonstration of improperly deferred maintenance

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,

400 VIRGINIA AVE., S.W WASHINGTON. D.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345

- _



3575

1would show up having a management which was not technically

2 qualified to recognize the need to have proper maintenance,

3and still lose your case if it is shown that management is

O 4today technically qualified. You could still lose.

5 And I want to remind you, we have another step we

*

6have to go af ter we arrive at that point, and tha t is the

7 Commission 's order of CLI-85, which was issued on March 6,
.

819 80, and they address the technical capability to operate

9 Unit 1, and it is Item No. 11 in that order, and tha t is
d

10whether Metropolitan Edison possesses sufficient in-house

11 tech nical capability to assure the simultaneous safe

12 operation of Unit 1 and clean-up of Unit 2. If Metropolitan

13 Edison possesses insuf ficien t technical resources, the Board

() 14should examine a rrangements, if any, which Metropolitan

15 Edison has made with its vendor and architect engineer to

16 supply necessary technical expertise.

17 So I am trying to point out that we cannot sit

18he re week after week after week analyzing in exhaustive

19 detail whether or not the specific work order in issue was

* 20 handled correctly or not . 'Je a rrived at one where arguments

21are good on both sides.
.

22 The purpose of this is trying to bring Jnto

23 perspective -- we have to assign some priorities to the

/~'- 24 hearing time we allow, and it is my view that the case is
V

25goin g to have to be made somewhat differently than it is

O
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1being made right now because you have so far to go. |{}
,

!2 Now, tha t doesn' t mean we don't regard it as

3 relevant, competent evidence.

O
4 MR. SELK0WITZ: I understand that.

5 CHAIRMAN SMITH: But I want to disabuse you of any

.

6 thought that as f ar as this Board member is concerned that

7you are going to prevail, or tha t you can count on
,

8 prevailing on the quality of the eviaence without a lot

9more, I mean, a lot more. There is a long way to go before

10 wh a t you are undertaking to establish can really be

11 e s ta b lis hed .

12 MR. SELK0WITZ: And all of this is related to step

13 o n e , really, of your outline. There is no question, and it

() 14 brin os to mind the proverb of something about the journey of
'

15a thousand miles. But I know of no other way to get into

16the evidence of how that pla nt was maintained but to do it

17 t hat way.

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: We are accepting evidence on

19 th a t , but I am just req ue sting the pa rties to keep their eye

'

20on what your overall, the overall posture of these issues in

21 this case. And I have the same tendency to try to inquire
.

22 n these things as if it is a show cause proceeding or ai

23 civil penalty or something like that, and to make the record

() 24 complete on the individual performance of management in the

25particular case, when really what we are trying to establish

,
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(} 11s a pattern.

2 So it may be that if we get bogged down on one,

3the evidence is indefinite, the better thing for us to do is,

4 drop it and move it along, because there are many of these.

5 MB. SELK0WITZ4 Well, I would agree, this is going

.

6to be a monstrous task. If we have similar disputes over

7every one of the remaining work ticke ts , there is no
,

8 question about it. Some of them, I think --

9 CHAIRMAN SMITHS And it would still wind up being

10an inconclusive record.

11 MR. SELK0WITZ: That is fcr argument, I suppose.

12 CHAIRMAN SMITHS This is not an admonition

13 directed to you. It is directed to everybody.

( 14 HR. SELK0WITZa I understand.
,

15 CHAIRMAN SMITHS And it is a reminder to myself

16also, that th e tendency is to answer a question which may

17 jtst satisfy curiosity at the moment.

18 Well, maybe we should forebear f rom that a nd try

19to figure out how it really pertains, what we really

'

20 elieve , how it relates to the management competence at thatb

! 21 tim e to recognize and to maintain the system for not
,

22 eferring maintenance.d

23 But with that gratuitous lecture, let us get on to

() 24the next one.

25 But the ' '71ssion did make ;ne point in their.

| CE)
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1CLI-5 that before we come to the end of the road in thta(}
2proceedino, even if we should find that they possess

3 insufficient technical resources, the Board then has to go

O 4the additional step, and that is are the technical resources

5available.
.

6 (The document referred to,

7 previously marked for identi-
,

J 8 fication as TMIA Exhibit Nos.

9 17A through 17F, and 18, were

10 received in evidence.

11 MR. SFLK0WITZ4 If we could turn, then, to work
,

12 reqw ue st 19590 and have that marked as TMIA Exhibit 19.

13 (The document referred to was
,

! () 14 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 19

15 for identification.)

16 BY MR. SELK0WITZs (Resuming)

1

i 17 0 Mr. Shovlin, this work request deals with the

18on ce -t h r o ugh steam generators A and B, is that correct?

19 A That is correct.

'

20 0 That notation A and B indicates two steam

21 generators of equal capability.
.

22 A Tha t is correct.

23 0 So it is not the B part of one and the A part of

() 24 the same one. Ihose are just two different steam generators.

25 A That is correct.

Oa
i
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1 Q And if we look down in the body of the description{)
2cf No. 3, we find that work needs to be done or is suggsted

3to be done on upper and lower manways, auxiliary nozzles,

O 4 handholds, and then in parentheses it says "PRI for both A

Sand B."

*
'

6 Is that, sir, a notation meaning on the primary

7 side?
.

! 8 A Primary, that is correct.

9 0 And just briefly, this one has line No. 9 checked

10as to an effect on nuclear safety.

i 11 Is that correct?
l

12 A That is correct.

13 0 And it was originated on April 7th of '77 and was

() 14 completed , at least as on line 20, on 1/16/79.
|

15 Is that correct?.

16 A That is correct.

17 MR. SELKO'JITZ : I ask that TMIA Exhibit 19 be

18acce pt ed into evidence.

19 I have been requested by Mr. Blake to state the

'

20 a si s . This, I think, is clearly evidence of deferredb

21 maintenance oeyond a reasonable time on a component that by
*

3

22the company 's judgmen t involved nuclear safety, and by Mr.

23 olitz 's testimony , because it is on the primary side, heC
|

~N(d 24 feels it has a safety significance.

25 CHAIRFAN SMITH: Mr. Swanson?i

-
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1 MR. SWANSON: No objection.{} -

2 CHAIRMAN SMITH Mr. Robert Adler?

3 MR. ROBERT ADLER: No questions.

O
4 CHAIRMAN SMITHS If there are no objections, the

5 exhibit is received.

6 (The document referred to,
,

;

7 previously ma rked for identi-
,

8 fication as TMIA Exhibit No.

9 19, was received in evidence.)

10 MR. SELK0WITZ: Now, sir, if we could look at

11 Exhibit 22181.
.

12 CHAIRMAN SMITH: 22 what?

13 MR. SELK0WITZ Can I have just a moment?

( 14 We had originally identified this as in Mr.

1SToole's package, and he has since by discussion been dropped
i

16from our needs as a witness, so it is 22181. It was

17 originally identified f or Mr. Toole, and it has been moved

18f or Mr. Shov11n.

! 19 CHAIRMAN SMITHS So it is 22 --
'

20 MR. SELK0WITZ: -181.

21 MR. BLAKEs I am not sure I understand that. They
,

22 asked tha t Mr. Toole be withdrawn as a witness, and in fact

23this subpoena be quashed , and it was, and now do I

() 24 understand tha t Mr. Shovlin is to be questioned on other

1

25 wo rk requests than those las tified ? i

O
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1 MR. SELK0WITZs I thought the discussion at the

2 time was that Mr. Toole really wasn't the person that we

3 though t he was, and that we would move his work requests

O 4that had been idenfied for him as inappropriate to another

Switness.

*
6 We also indicated in the cover letter to this

7 document that Mr. Shovlin would need to be available to
.

8 answer questions on any of them because he has expertise

9that covers every single work request, and that is contained

10in the letter of October 3.

11 MR. BLAKE: Let me say first that at the time that

12 Mr . Toole 's subpoena wa s quashed , there was no such

13 discussion that his specific work requests would be covered

(') 14by individuals.

15 Now I might pass to their observation that they

16 ex pe ct Mr. Shovlin to be responsible for the over 80 work

17 requests which they identified. I object to that as well.

18Th a t was not part and parcel of the approach that we were to

19 take here .
~

20 MR. SELK0WITZ: Sir, I th in k the time has passed

21for objection to that. It was noted specifically on October
.

223, and we haven't heard a peep about it since then.

23 As we can see from my questioning --

(' 24 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Tell me where it was noted on

25 ctober 3. ;C

1
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1 How many October 3 communications --

2 MR. SELK0WITZ: There were at least two letters of

3that date.

O 4 MR. BLAKE: Mr. Smith, I think I can identify the

G0ctober 3 filings.

*

6 CHAIRMAN. SMITH: I beg your pardon?

7 MR. BLAKEs The October 3 date was the date
.

8following our conference call agreements, and in the parcel

9of documents we got from TMIA, we go an amended trial brief

10 with respect to Mr. Good. We got Mr. Bonetti's testimony.

11 We got an identification which was to have been five work

12r equ ests for each of the individuals identified in Footnote

13 4 of page 2 of their trial brief. Those were the items that

() 14 we got an explanation letter on.

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Dr. Little just pointed out to me

16one letter dated October 3, 1980, from Mr. Adler to the

17 Chairman, says in addition to the work requests specifically

18iden tified for Daniel Shovlin and R. J. Toole, Shovlin and

19Toole will also , because of their supervisory capacity, be

* 20ex pected to testify on any work requests identified for the

21ot her witnesses .
.

22 MR. BLAKE: That is the letter he is referring to.
,

1
1

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Yes.

(} 24 Well, I have lost the thread of the argument,

25 th en , I guess. It seems to me that he has forewarned all of

O
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1 the parties that Mr. Shovlin will testify on any work

2 requests listed.

3 MR. BLAKEs Yes, sir.

4 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Well, I am tellin g you that I

Shave lost th e thread of your argument. If you want to try

* 61t again, okay. I missed the thread of it. I don't

7 understand it.
.

8 MR. BLAKE: The argument was that while that may

9have been what they wanted on October 3, tha t did not follow

10the Board 's order which said , iden tified five per.'

11 I have not taken issue with their October 3

121etter, but by George, it doesn't follow the Boa rd ';, order

131n several respects, and I will outline them for the Board

() 14 no w .
,

'

15 First of all, the agreement was to have five

16 individual work requests as a starting point identified fc:

17each of the individuals identified in Foo tno te 4 on page 2

18o f their trial brief. What we got were almost 80 or more

19 th an 80 work requests. What we got were work requests

* 20 identified for more individuals than those which appeared

21 originally in that footnote, and what we got in the case of
.

22Mr. Toole and Mr. Shovlin was they ought to be responsible

23 o r all work requests.f

24 Now, I have not taken objection to the fact that

25where they added more people to be questioned on work
'

.

(~~ i

\-) |
1
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1 requests, where there was a reasonable number I have just

I 2kept quiet. But I do not regard it as anywhere within the

3 Board's order and merely their representation that that is

O 4what they want. I don't go along with it, and I dont' think

SMr. Shovlin was understood by the Board or b.'' 'Is to have

'

6been responsible for more than 80 work requests, merely

7because he is the supervisor of maintenance.
.

8 CHAIRMAN SMITH. Let's proceed.

9 Mr. Shovlin can't be responsible for them. If he

10can ' t answer questions on them, all right, but nothing in m y

11 experience gives me the wisdom to rule on this. It is just,

12I am going to be arbitrary whichever way we do it. Let's

13 just proceed.

() 14 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (Resuming)

15 0 Mr. Shovlin, do you have 22181 available to you?

16 MR. BLAKE: 22181 is the number.

17 THE WITNESS: I don't have that.

18 MR. SELKOWITZ: We would like to have that marked

19as TMI A Exhibit 20.
*

20 (The document referred to was

21 marked THIA Exhibit No. 20
.

22 for identification.) i

l

23 DR. LITTLE: It is third Jrom the bottom of the

O 4=*=cx-

25 BY MR. SELKOWITZ: (Resuming)
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1 Q And just some brief questions on this.
)

,

2 The priority is what?
,

3 A 2D, which means the plant has to be in a shut down

4 condition, cold shutdowjn.

5 0 And does it indicate on the bottom, under line 11,

*

6any notation as to plant condition as well?

7 A Shutdown, tha t is correct.
.

8 C And what does it say about the work having an

9effect on nuclear safety, is it yes or no?

10 A The answer is yes.

11 0 Now, the origination date is what, sir?

12 A 12/13/77.

13 Q And if we look at line 19, line 20, what do we
,

() 14have f or a date?

15 A 4/10/78.

16 0 And sir, if you could look at line 22 for just a

17 moment, that is the quality control department's sign-off,

118 s tha t correct?

19 A Tha t is correct.

1 '

20 Q And they indicate the day on which they sign it at

21 1 east, is that correct?
.

22 A They have a date.

23 0 And what is that date, sir?

(]) 24 A It looks, it a ppears to me to be 1/15/79.

25 0 That is app roximately seven months after the work

O
,
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(}
1 completed date, is that correct?

2 A That is correct.

3 MR . SELK0WITZ: We would ask that Exhibit 20 be

O
4 accepted into evidence as one of those work orders which

51ndic'ates that their maintenance procedures were faulty and
.

6that the quality-control review which is required is on the

7 face of this document extremely late and therefore, we feel,
,

8a significant deficiency.

9 DR. JORDAN: This seems to be a somewhat different

10ca se than we have been running into before in that the work

11seems to have been accomplished on schedule, namely, at the

12 ne xt shutdown, and the main lack is that it didn't get

13 quality assurance until a much later time.

14 Now, has there been testimony or evidence
1

15 presented concerning the hold-up in getting quality
.

16 as su ra n ce , I mean, cetting the sign-off of the final

~17 inspection and of possible ef f ects on saf ety , and so far as

18I know , there have not been any statements made as to the

19 seriousness of the delayed inspecton by quality control.

*

20 MR. SELK0WITZ The only testimony I believe we

,

21 ha ve had is some indication from Mr. Shovlin, his

22u n d ersta ndin g of some of the things that went into QC's

23 re views , some of their time pressures and workload. I

() 24believe he had something on that.

25 DR. JORD A N : It seems to me we have not had a

O
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1 foundation laid, however, for that particula r problem.

2 MR. SELK0WITZ: But perhaps the problem lies in GP

31008. However, there are things that I think are

O edelf-evident, that the Board doesn't need to have a

5 foundation laid for, and one of those, it seems to me, would

.

6be if they require QC to review it, quality control to come

71n and look and see what happened, was that work done right,
,

8are the parts right, that in and of itself means it was an

9important step or they wouldn't be requiring it.

10 DR. JORDAN: You may be perfectly right, but I

11 don 't know whether it is an urgent step or not. I just

12 don ' t now.

13 MR . SELK0WITZ : I can understand. There is

() 14no t hing in the record at this point that says by them

15wh ether they think it is urgent or isn't urgent.

16 CHAIRMAN SMITH: "r. Blake?

17 THE WITNESS Sir, I would like to point out Item

18 16 of that job ticket has a QC supervisor's signature which

igindicates that he approves the start-work and has reviewed

'

20th e total work package.
.

.
21 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Elake?

I

22 MR. BLAKE: Mr. Smith, I, too, object to the

23 admission of this. I do not think there has been a

() 24 oundation laid , and with respect to this particularf

25ac tivi ty , Mr. Colitz did address this. It is an important

1
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1 valve, but this activity that is involved here is inspecting{)
2one of the switches on it. We are just not plain here into

3a safe ty activity of any s1fety importance, and that is the

4 state of the record. There is no state of the record on the

50C. Actually it was Mr. McGarry that he is referring to who
'

6I think his testimony also said he wasn't f amilia r with QC's

7 practices with regard to. At the end of the adage, I think
,

81t was Mr. McGarry whose testimony Mr. Selkowitz was

9 referring to. I think Mr. McGarry also indicated he was not

10 familiar with CC's practices.

11 MR. SELX0WITZ: If the Board please, you know, you

12have a CC system , it seems to me , because you have got doers

13and you have got watchers. The QC people are in effect the

() 14 wa tc he rs . You don't want to have the doers looking over

15their own shoulders because that doesn't assure you of any

16 quality control. You have somebody else do it.

17 I think it is self-evident that until those

18q u alit y people look a t it, you have no assurance that the

19 jo b was done right, and if it is on a component that is

'

20 nuclear safety related, that meets the threshold test to

,

21 su ppor t our contention. Otherwise th e re is no reason to

22 ave doers and wa tc he rs .h

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Swanson?

() 24 MR. SWANSON: The staff would agree tha t the

25 relevancy of the safety-related aspect of the equipment may

O
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1well have been shown, but we do have a threshold test of
)

2 mate riality as well, and although we couldn't preclude the

3 possibility that an adequate basis could be laid, we just

O 4 don't think it has been at this point, to show that the

5 delay in getting the quality control sign-off, that all the

'

6 paperwork had been done is in fact material to their

7 contention.
.

8 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Does the Commonwealth want to

9take a position on this exhibit?

10 MR. ROBERT ADLER: We don't want to take a

11 po si tion . We do have one question that might be relevant.

12 CHAIRMAN SMITHS All right.

13 FURTHER RECROSS (AS ON REuIRECT) EXAMINATION

() 14 BY MR. ROBERT ADLER:

15 Q Mr. Shovlin, in Block 3 it is indicated tha t there
i

16be QC hold points in this procedure.

17 Do you see that?

18 A Yes, sir.

19 Q Can you show me where in this document it is

*

20 indica ted where the QC hold points are supposed to be?

21 A It appears to me I do not see any arrows pointing
.

22to a ny pa rticular item, no, sir.

23 0 Mr. Shovlin, would you say it is normal procedure

() 24 no t to have any indication on the document?

25 A No. You asked -- the stamp, the hold points

(1)
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11ndicated -- the procedure does not indicate to me, going{}
2through it, that there are any hold points that are

3 indicated.

O
4 Q My question is should there have been?

5 A I cannot answer that really. I don't know who is
~

6the gent that puts that stamp on there, and this his

7 supervisor, you know , goes through and then he doesn't go
.

8along. I don 't have no knowledge of how that is.

9 Q dould not the stamp in block 3 indicate that there

10should be OC hold points indicatedS?

11 A If I would have that procedure, that would

12 indicate to me that I should look for a hold point in that

13 procedure , yes , sir .

() 14 CHAIRMAN SMITHS We will receive --
,

15 MR. ELAKE: Mr. Chairman, I wonder if I might have

16a chance on voir dire of this document to ask Mr. Shovlin,

17some additional questions on that point.

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right.

19 VOIR DIRE

*

20 BY MR. BLAKE:

21 Q Mr. Shovlin, in looking at -- do you have a
.

22 eroxed or a copy of wha t is actually the real work requestX

2322181? Is yours the original or do you have a Xeroxed copy

() 24of it in front of you? Do you have the original?

25 A No , it looks to me --
.

(:)-
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1 Q Well, looking at the copy you have --

2 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Well wait a minute. I have a

3 copy which seems to clearly say the hold points indicated

O 4have been crossed out and voided. Are you aware of that in

Syour questioning?

'

6 MR. BLAKE: That was the point of my questioning.

7 CHAIRMAN SMITH: We can get to these things much
.

8 quicker. Just say it.

9 How about this? Say it. I can sort of relax the

10very info rmal rules of evidence in examination and just come

11directly to the substantive point we are trying to get

12a cross . We have, as you have mentioned, about 70 of them.

13You could have said , how about this? It says hold point

() 14 voided , and we could have got to it much faster. And then I

15migh t sa y , you know , I migh t say it th en the correct way

161a ter on , but that is a risky take.

17 MR. BLAKE: That was the only point of my

18qu es tioning .

19 MR. ROBERT ADLER: That would satisfy my

*

20qu es tioning . There is too much writing in this block and we

21 co uld n ' t tell what was crossed out.
.

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH: The Board does not think that
,

23this Exhibit proves very much, but we will provide a very

f)/ 2411beral standard for accepting these. The real significance
w

. 25o f them will come a t the close of the re co rd on this issue.
|

($)

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,

400 VIRGINIA AVE., S.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345

. _ _ _



3592

IIn the meantime we just simply d on ' t know, so we are going

2to accept it.

3 (The document referred to,

O 4 previously marked for identi-

5 fication as TMIA Exhibit No.
'

6 20, was received in evidence.)

7 MR. SELK0WITZ I am going to try, sir, if I can,
.

8to speed this up. I am sure this will be appreciated.

9 If we could look at work request 22268 and 25166,

10 th ey were all part of a package which was the last group for

11 Mr. Shovlin , and there were seven of them identified in that

12 package because they all have the common character about

13 t h e m .

() 14 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I have two work orders, numbered

1522268.

16 MR. SELK0WITZs You have been blessed with an

17 ex t ra . And then there will be a 25166.
,
J

18 I am not going to go through what the documents

19 sa y . They say it. But I just wonder if I can say something.

~

20 MR. BLAKE: I'm sorry, Mr. Selkowitz? Could you

.

21 give me the number again of the document yeu're going to

22wo rk with?

23 MR. SELK0WITZs 22268. I would like to have

'T(J 24 marked for identification as Exhibit 21.

25 (The document referred to was

D
'J
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1

1 marked TMIA Exhibit No . 21 fo r !'

2 identification.)

3 MR. SELK0WITZ: And 25166 as Exhibit 22.

O
4 (The document referred to was

5 marked TMI A Exhibit No. 22 for
.

6 identification.)

, 7 MR. SELK0WITZ: Does the Board have those?

8 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Yes.

9 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (resuming)

10 Q Mr. Shovlin, do you have thcse?

11 A Yes, sir.

12 Q Just briefly, sir. These both have the nuclea r

13saf e ty block checked. Is that right?
,

() 14 A That is correct.

15 0 And they are both marXed " cancel, purged". Is

16that correct?

17 A Yes, sir. That is correct.

18 0 Exhibit 21, which is 22268, on page 2, however,

19 ndicates in block 19 that work was done pursuant to thisi

.

20 work request.

21 A That is correct.
.

22 Q And looking at Exhibit 22, 25166, that was also

23 cancelled and purged on -- this was 11/2/79, three days

24before Exhibit 21 was purged. I()
|

25 I would just like for you to tell me, sir, whether

O
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1 there 's any place indicated on either of these documents

2that I can know from this record whether that work wa s done,

3on e -- is there any way from the document itself that I can

O 4te11 that the work was completed ?

5 A On either of the documents?
.

6 0 On either of the documents.

,

7 A On 22268 in the commen ts on work performed it

8 spells out exactly what was done.

9 0 We know some work was done, but we can't tell

10 whet her all the work was done, can we?

11 A Well, the work is not completed until the

12co mp on en t is tested, so as far as the physical work was
,

' 13pe rformed it is indicated in item 19.

() 14 0 And on 22 we don't even have the benefit of that,

15ho w e v er , do ve? That is 25166.

16 A No, that is correct.

17 Q So there is -- by the system you are operating for

18 these two saf ety-rela ted components , as indicated on the

19 ace of the work request it is impossible to tell what thef

"

20 status of these two pieces of maintenance work is or was.

21 Isn't that correct?
,

22 A No, that is not totally correct.

23 0 Other than the " cancelled, purged"?

() 24 A It could indicate, in Exhibit 22, in th e

25 4.ain tenance wo rk log that if it previously was indicated on

O
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,

,

1that job ticket that there was a change mod associated with
,

2it.

3 Now I personally know that the reason that this

O 4particular job was not done because there was a change mod

Sinto the mechanism that corrected the particular problem

.

6that was indicated in item 3.

7 Now, I don't know if the work log identifies that
.

8 change mod that corrected that particular problem, but that

91s a possibility.

10 0 So that even knowing that something else happened

11 on this, therefore the knowledge is within the system. The

12 system does not process this work request to some conclusion

13other than to have somebody write " cancelled, purged" on top

14o f it?

15 A After first knowing that -- after investigation

16 th at either the job was done under another vehicle --

17another job ticket -- or the problem was not there.

18 And I know the problem was not there in this

19particular on because there was a change made.

'

20 0 Can you tell me, sir, on 22268, which is Exhibit

2121, who wrote " cancelled, purged" other than maybe you
,

22 appen to identify the handwriting?h

23 A No, I can't identify that particular writino.

() 24 0 And we can't see on this document what it was that

25va s discovered tha t made him write " cancelled, purged", can
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{} Iwe?

2 A On this document, no.

3 C And that would be true of any document that

O 4someone had written " cancelled, purged" and a date and

5nothing else? We would have the same problem, wouldn't we?
.

6 'A I am not certain that all job tickets have merely

7 cancelled and purged. Some could have an explanation.
,

8 0 I understand tha t. I'm saying if all there is

9 written on it is " cancelled, purged" we 've got the same

10 problem with every one of them, don't we?

11 A As you have identified to me, yes, sir.

12 MR. SELK0WITZ: I would ask t ha t T MI A 21 a nd 22 be

13 accepted into evidence as failure to maintain proper

) 14saf ety-relat ed records.

15 MR. BLAKE: Mr. Chairman, the purpose for which

16these were being --

17 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Just records.

18 MR. BLAKE: Mr. Chairman, I object to the

19 admission of both of these. Again, no foundation laid tha t

.

20 th ese involved safety-significant items. Mr. Colitz

21specifically addressed the item in TMI A 's proposed Exhibit
,

2222. I think Mr. Colitz was rather specific that it involved

23a mechanism to allow a person to extract himself from 1

1

() 24between two interconnecting doors.

25 It indeed involved personnel safety, but had

O
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g 1nothing to do with nuclear safety and, in fact, I think he
(G

2 alluded as well to the fact that there had been a

3 modification since which had taken care of this -- even this

{'} 4 personnel problem.'

5 CHAIRMAN SMITH: The document on its face says it

'

6does, so that is a balancino the Board will have to make.

7 HR. BLAKEs I understand. The activity involved
.

81n performing this maintenance, the document says, as

9 opposed to the component or the particular problem.

10 That is going to occur in a coople of these, Mr.

11 Smith , and I think probably I should have pointed that out

12 be fo re . This question on its face is whether or not the

13 individual who checks it -- whether this activity could

() 14 h a ve , not as to whether or not the component does or does

,

15 no t .

16 CHAIRMAN SMITH: '4 ell, I want to make this

17observa tion again.

18 Now, one of the things about when we received the

telast group of exhibits, I talked about the management

'

20 competence and where we are going to go with that, and where

211t leads to the issues in this particular proceeding.
.

22 Now, let's take that one step further. Let's take

23the system of safety-related maintenance recordkeeping. Now

() 24 that is in somewhat of a category of its own because

25recordkeeping methods can be changed much easier than
.

O
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1 management.
{}

2 So I just don't like to spend so much time on

3something tha t is not going to be that important in this
s

4overall case. I don ' t think it should be argued, each one,

5so thoroughly. The contention, incidentally, says " accurate
.

6 maintenance records". I think it probably should have said

7 "com plete" as well as accurate. And I think we could read
,

81t to read that so long as the document itself -- on itself

9-- has some indication that it is safety-related, and so

10lo ng as the document on its face leaves questions unanswered

11 as to what happened to the item, I think that the Board

12should be able to consider it in view of the entire record

13on the issue.

14 MR. BLAKE: I understand, Mr. Smith, and I
,

15 understand wha t the Board has indicated to the other parties

16 wi th regard to the low threshold that you're going to apply

17to the admission of these.
,

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: But do you understand what I mean

19abou t that particular aspect?

.

20 MR. BLAKE: I minimize how much I put into my

21 objection -- the nature of my objections -- unless it is
,

22different. We'll all rely on the state of the record to

23 a te whether or not there is an indication that this oned

() 24 re ally is properly within the scope of the contention, by

25an d large relying on Mr Colitz's testimony as to whether or

O
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Inot this item had some nuclear safety importance.

2 And I will minimize how many words it takes me to

3say that.

O 4 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Let's say that Mr. Colitz did say

5that it had absolutely nothing to do with nuclear safety,

'

6then he's demonstrated tha t the record may be inaccurate in

7 th a t respect, because it does have'something to do with
.

8 nuclear safety.

9 MR. BlAKE. I don't think that's true, Mr. Smith.

10 What Mr. Colitz was talking about were the items

11 tha t were involved, not whether or no t the activity.

12 Going in and out of the reactor building hatch,

13these f ellows may well have been right. It was something

() 14 th a t could involve, even conservatively, nuclear safety

15si gnifica nce . That is the chore to be done. What they had

16to do once they got in there was take ca re of this interlock

17 protection device f or personnel.

18 It is the latter which Mr Colitz addressed, and it

%
191s the latter maintenance which is being deferred, which is

~

20the subject , as I understand it, of TMIA's contention, and

21 th at is really why I took Mr. Colitz through those.
.

22 Now those may be finalized, but I don't think they

23are necessarily inconsistent.

() 24 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right. Thank you.

25 Do you want to comment on this exhibit?

O
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1 MR. BLAKE Mr. Smith, I only need to add, because4

2 I don 't think I did , with respect to TMIA Exhibit 21 I would

3 object on the same grounds -- Mr. Colitz's testimony.

O
4 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay. Mr. Swanson?

5 MR. SWANSON: The staff would not object to the

.

6 documents. We have a problem of acce p tin g as evidence a

7checkmark tha t it is related to nuclear safety by an
,

8 anonymous person who is not here to be questioned.

9 But to the extent that it has some probative

10 value , it probably does pass the threshold test.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I would think that that could not

12 be .

13 If t,he sole issue of this proceeding was this

() 14 particular wo rk item , then we would be very reluctant to

15 accept that. However, it is a business record maintained in

16 th e regular course of business and is being offered as a

17 pattern and it is being offered as to also records

18 su f f icie ncy .

19 Does the Commonwealth want to comment?
'

20 MR. ROBERT ADLER: We have no objection.

21 BY MR. SELK0WITZs (resuming)
,

22 0 Mr. Shovlin, this work order is, of course, not

23the same form that is presently in use -- this being |

' () 24 Exhibits 21 a nd 22, rather?

25 A No, sir. That is correct.

O
1,
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1 0 Are you aware of anywhere, sir, on the new form
b(%

2that contains a block or a space such as in paragraph 3, for

3 example, that is specifically designed to accommodate
'O

' 4someone going back and writing " cancelled, purged", and a

Sreason? Is there anything in the new system that is
.

6specifically designed to tak e that into account?

7 A I believe there is a block that indicates whether
.

81t was done by the code -- 2 I believe it l's whether it--

9was done by another corrective maintenance action or whether

10there was a duplicate, or whether it was purged, I believe.

11 Ye s , sir.

12 Q And when you marked "p u rg ed " , is there a space on

13 th er e , can you show us by virtue of a copy where one would

() 14 writ e why it was purged ?

15 A No. I think that is written into the procedure,

161407, what exactly the two, A, B, and C mean.

17 MR. SELK0WITZ: Thank you.

18 I have culled, as we have gone through, some

19 additional work tickets which I think would just repeat some

*

20of the same kinds of questioning and so this is all the

21 ques tions I have for Mr. Shovlin.
-

.

22 CHAIRMAN SMITHS All right. Now, do you want to

23 ake advantage of the suggestion that your contention shouldt

24be amended to include records tha t are incomplete as well as(}
25 accu ra te ?

O
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| {} 1 ME. SELK0WITZ: Yes, sir. I was coing to make

'2that oral request for a specific amendment to have it

3 accurate and complete, and I wasn't sure about what you were
OV 4saying -- whether it wasn't already going to be interpreted

Sin that fashion. But since we have no difficulty, I will
.

6specifically request the amendment of the contention to

7 include the word " complete and accurate".
,

8 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right. Do you have any

9 objection to that, Mr. Blake? I think it could be argued

10 th a t accurate subsumes complete.

11 MR. BLAKE: I'm not going to object, Mr. Chairman.

12 CHAIRMAN SMITH Exhibits 21 and 22 are received.

13 (The documents referred to,

() p revio usly ma rked for identi-14

15 fication as TMIA Exhibits No.

16 21 and 22 were received in

17 evidence.)

18 MR. SELK0WITZ: I will be moving on to the next

19 Wi t n ess . Rather than starting and interrupt, would it be

.

20the Board 's suggestion to take the luncheon break?

21 CHAIRMAN SMITH: What is the pleasure of the
,

22 pa rt ies ?

23 MR. SELK0WITZ. I would prefer some time, if I

(~j) 24co uld , so I could organize the next witness's material.
~

25 CHAIRMAd SMITH: Who is your next witness?

\
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1 MR. SELK0WITZ Mr. Leakvay, and I believe he is

2available.

3 CHAIRMAN SMITH: And will he be testifying on the

O 4 work orders associated with his name?

5 MR. SELK0WITZ: Yes, sir.

'

6 MR. BLAKE: And as well, I think, he was to cover

7some of Mr. Donahey's.
.

8 MR. SELK0WITZ: Yes.

9 CHAIRMAN SMITHS All right. Co uld you list the

10ones that are not associated with his name that you will

11 eX pe ct him to testify on?

12 MR. SELK0WITZ: They are all of the ones

13 associated with Mr. Donaher's name, except for I think it

() 14was 21910. That one has already been covered by Mr. McGarry.

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right.

16 Okay, now we had requested the parties to confer

17to see if they could agree upon a relevant period of time

18 th a t there should be testimony presented on the quality of

19the quality assurance organization and recordkeeping methods

*

20 prior to the accident. Has there been any agreement on that?

21 MR. BLAKE: No, there's been no discussion off the
,

22reco rd on th a t , Mr. Smith. I an afraid I may be at fault.

23I think maybe I misunderstood. I thought when the Eoard

() 24 suggested one year and I heard no objection I thought that

25 meant one year prior to the accident.

O
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(~T 1 But we ca n certainly talk about it and report back
V

2to the Board.

3 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay.

O 4 We asked if a stipulation could be made on -- was

5there any progress on the stipulation -- what was that?
.

6 MR. BLAKE: I think we have an agreement and we

,

7 ty pe d up the stipulation , but Yr Selk ovitz wasn 't as

8 familiar and he needs to check with somebody back home.

9 MR. SELK0WITZ: I need to check with Mr. Benetti.

10His RFs put on those numbers.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Now that we're getting in to where

12 th e Board 's beginning to understand what these forms mean

13 and what their patterns are, and although it has taken

() 141onger than we would have wished, it has been helpful in

1

15ed uc a ting us generally. But now that you have accomplished

16 th at somewhat, maybe you could agree on maybe other

17 shortcuts that you might have in mind and still preserve

18your case and cut down on actual hearing tim e .

19 MR. SELK0WITZ: And we be given the Boa rd 's

*

20 rulings that we could come to grips and agreement with the

.

21whole number of the balance and preserving various people's

22ob jections a t the time.

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Now I have not discussed this

() 24 wi th the Board, but I intend to at noon. I intend to
|

25 discuss with the Board the possibility of a staff expert

|
|

|
|
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(s 1 reviewing this transcript and these documents and giving

%)
2some advice or testimony to the Board.

3 Could you inquire sometime into the what the

4 staf f 's positian migh t be if we were to make such a request,'-

5 assuming that the Board -- I just want to forewarn you that

.

6this request might come up.

7 MR. SWANSON: You mean a staff evaluation of the
.

8vo rk requests that have been admitted?

9 CHAIBMAN SMITH. Yes, that will have been admitted.

10 Now I realize we had pending before us an

11 independent expert too, which the Board has not ruled upon,

12but that migh t be germaine.

13 MR. SWANSON: Would you contemplate tha t this

() 14 testimony would be presented as part of the direct case some

15 time f rom now?

16 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I don't know. The Board hasn't

17 talked about it. I just see where we're going along. We're

18co ming in with one work request after another, which doer

19no t fall down clean on one side or another, and I am

~

20an ticipa ting the need for some help.

21 But.I'm not making any request. I'm just trying
.

22 o give you early notice that this might come up.t

23 MR. SWANSON: I appreciate that.

24 CHAIRMAN SMITH: As a matter of fact, it's(}
25probably premature for me to raise it. It just happened to

2
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1 pop into my mind, and I said it.

2 MR. SWANSON: Before we dismiss Mr. Shovlin, I

3wasn't aware that the Board expected the parties to conduct

4a cross on each work request as we went along. I did have a

Scouple of questions on one of the exhibits.

"

6 CHAIRMAN SMITH 4 Well, there had not been any

7particular ruling.
.

8 MR. SWANSON: The staff would like to ask a couple

9of questions on TMIA Exhibit 19 before he is dismissed.

10 CHAIRMAN SMITHz All right. 197

11 MR. SWANSON: Yes, that is work request number

1219590.

13 THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

() 14 CROSS EX AMIN ATION

15 BY MR. SWANSON:

16 0 Can you tell by looking at this document whether

17or not the work requested was preventive maintenance or

18 periodic maintenanc e?

19 A This -- after a heat-up an cool-do wn this would

*

20 ndica te tha t it could fall wi thin the preventativei

21 main tena n ce because it is something of a continuing nature.
.

22 C Can you tell from this document whether or not,

23then , the work requested was done so as a result of a

24 pro blem that existed that had to be corrected, or merely,(}
25 th a t is, part of a periodic testing or adjustments that

ALDERSoN REPORTING COMPANY,INC,
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s 1might have to be made to this component? l

|

2 A No. This came about as a vendor recommendation.

3 Q So the no is that it was not a problem in the

4 sense of the safety problem that had to be corrected right

Saway, but instead was just part of a periodic maintenance

'

6 program that was recommended by the vendor?

7 A Not to my knowledge tha t it was a problem that was
.

8 experienced and as a result from that this recommendation

9came out.

10 I don't ever recall having that particular problem

11at Three Mile Island Unit 1.

12 0 Just so the record is clear. You are saying this

131s a periodic maintenance item recommended by the vendor as
. .

() 14op po sed to a safety problem that arose that had to be

15correc ted ?

16 A Yes, this came about as a result of a

17 recommendation f rom the vendor.

18 F. R . SWANSON: We have no further questions.

19 DR. LITTLE: Sir, if I understand you correctly,

* 20if we look at any given work request approval we will have

21 to read Item 3 and make some judgment as to whether that was
.

22a malfunction that was described or whether that was just

23 routine preventive maintenance. We cannot tell it.

24 THE WITNESS: Item 3 would have to indicate that,(}
25ma ' a m .

!

!

!
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1 DR. LITTLE: But the way it indicates that is we

O 2have to read the description there and decide whether it is

3or not. It does not tell on the f ace of it whether it is or

( 41s not.

5 THE WITNESS: No. For example, after heat-up and

6 cool-down that could be, in the case of one who had a fine' ~

7 operating reactor, that could be a year and a half that that
.

8could happen -- after heat-up and cool-down remove.

9 First of all, you'd have to have the cool-down,

10and after you had cool-down for some particular time, then

11 durinc th e heat-up you would perform that evolution.

12 DR. LITTLE4 That's what I'm getting at. You just

13can 't look at the form on the f ace of it and tell whether

() 14what is described there is a malfunction or preventive

15 main te na n c< ou have to read that and en you would know,v *

161f you knu comething about the situatior, Jhether it was

170ne or the other. Is that correct?

18 THE WITNESS: That is correct f rom your sta tement,

19 m a ' a m .

20 DR. LITTLE: Thank you.-

21 DR. JORDAN: A matter then occurs to me. During
, .

22each shutdown there a re a la rge number of preventive

23 maintenance items tha t must be accomplished durina that

24 sh u t do wn period. Is that not correct?
)

25 THE WITNESS: That is correct, sir.

O
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1 DR. JORDAN Now do those come in the form of work

O 2 requests such as this, or is there a printout in which you

3get a single work request with maybe a hundred items on it?

( 4 THE WITNESS: No, sir. When you said a hundred

Sitems, I' can ' t envision an y single wo rk request to have a

*
6hundred items.

7 DR. JORDAN I guess -- wha t is the procedure --
.

Scan you tell me -- for initiating all of the jobs that have

9to be done during a shutdown ?

10 THE WITNESSs First of all, there are tech spec

11 su rveilla nce work items that are identified that must be
12done during, for example, a refueling period -- between

13 re f ueling s.

() 14 DR. JORDAN: I'm talking about a refueling

15sh u tdo wn .

16 THE WITNESS: Th ese are required to be done. Yes,

17 sir . They a re identified t

18 DR. JORDAN All right. Then how does maintenance

19 now which ones to dot- Do they go to the procedures and onk

20their own initiative copy off the procedures, each*

21 co m p o n en t , number-by-number, what has to be done? Or is
.

22there some central organiza tion that says to maintenance, do j

23these things?

24 THE WITNESS: First of all, sir, those refueling

25vo rk items are identified throuch our surveillance program.

O
V

|
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IThey are identified by a particular procedure that is
CE-)

1

-

2 identified with each surveillance to be perf ormed.
4

3 Th e tech spec surveillance, which really is

() 4another connotation, is a preventative maintenance measure.'

L

SEach one of those, separately, are identified as a task.i

.

6 DR. JORDANa Dces it come with a work item like

; 7this?
,

8 THE WITNESS 4 It could. It could.
!

; 9 DR. JORDANS But does this mean that operations --

10so meone has to initiate a work request if you are to do it.

11 You don 't yourself decide from the procedure manuals what,

12needs to be done during a refueling shutdown.

13 THE WITNESS: There are identified by a computer

() 14 ru no ut that tells us these are the items tha t have to be

15 performed during refueling, and those are monitored. And

16no t only the refueling items, but those that must be done

17mo n t hl y , semi-annually, quarterly, on a daily basis.

18 DR. JORDAN: Okay. I see. 'de have not seen an

19 example of that computer run.

*

20 THE WITNESS: No, sir.

21 DR. JORDANS Okay, that was my question. Thank
; ,

22 yo u .

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Blake?
4

24 MR. ELAKE: Nothing more, Mr. Shovlin. Just one()'

25 administrative item. I think Mr Shovlin may be done and may
,

|

O
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1be excused.

'

2 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Anything further, Mr Shovlin?

3 Thank you, Mr. Sho vlin , you are excused .

4 (The witness was excused.)

5 MR. BLAKE It always falls to me to pick on the

*

6 reporter, and I nave another one that I'd like to make sure

7th e record is clear on.
,

8 This one deals with TMIA's Exhibit 8, where the

91nde x page -- it 's October 16 transcript -- October 16. The

10index page indicated it was TMIA Exhibi t Number 8 was

11 received in evidence.

12 CHAIRMAN SMITH: That is incorrect.

13 MR. BLAKEs The indication actually on that page

() 14 indicates for a second time that it was marked for .

15id en tification . As long as the record reflects that earlier

16TMI A 8 was marked for identification and was not received

171nto evidence and everybody understands that, I don't think

18th ere 's anything more that needs to be done with that.

'

19 That is October 16, Mr. Selkovitz. It was marked

'

20 or identification 9 and 9 on page 2961, and in the indexf

21 indica tes that it came into evidence at 2979. That's the
.

22corraction I'd like to make.

23 CHAIRMAN SMITHS That is correct. Your
I

() 24 correction is correct.

25 MR. BLAKE So after lunch we'll start with Mr. |

) |
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i,

1Leakway?O
*

i

| 2 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I beg your pardon?

3 MR. BLAKEs After lunch we'll start up with Mr.

!o .

4 Le a k wa y ?
,

5 CHAIRMAN SMITHS That's fine. Yes. We will '

l

! 6 return at one o ' clock.
* '

7 (Whereupon, at 12:00 p.m., the hea ring in the
*

; ,

j 8above-entitled matter was recessed, to reconvene at 1:00 ,

!
9p.m. this same day.) |

r
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'

1 AFTEPN00N SESSION

2 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Would you raise your right hand?,

3 Do you swear to tell the truth, the whole truth,

4and nothing but the truth in this hearing, so help you God?

5 MR. LEAKWAY: I do.
.

6 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Would you state your name, your

_
7 occupation, and your business ddress, please ?

8 THE WITNESS: My name is Murray Nelson Leakway. I

9am a maintenance foreman at York Haven Hydrostation now.

10 CHAIRMAN SMITH: And that would be your business

11 ad d ress ?

12 THE WITNESS: Yes, sir, York Haven, Pennsylvania.

13 CHAIRMAN SMITH 4 And York Haven Hydrostation is a
>

() 14 Me tro poli tan Edison --

15 THE WITNESS: Subsidiary. Yes, sir.

16 CHAIRMAN SMITH:

17 hereupon ,W

|

18 MURRAY NELSON LEAKWAY

19Was called as a witness, and having been first duly sworn,
'

20took the stand , was examined, 'and testified as follows:
,

21 DIRECT (AS ON CROSS) EXAMINATION
,

22 BY MR. SELKOWITZ:

23 0 )Mr. Leakway, when did you assume your position at

24 York Haven Hydro?()
25 A I was transferred to York Haven on 7/1/79.

<

O
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1 Q And prior to that, sir, were you employed at Three

Osi

2 Mile Island?

'
3 A Yes, sir.

4 0 In what capacity?
;

5 A I was employed there -- I started there as first

*

6 class C'4 repairman at 6/7/76, and I was promoted to

7 main tenance foreman, nuclear, a t 11/1/78.
.

8 Q And you held the position of maintenance foreman
3

9until your transfer to York Haven ?

10 A Yes, sir.

11 Q Just some general questions we are going to be

12a sking you about some work requests. Are you f amiliar with

13some documents that were called work request forms?

() 14 A Am I familiar with them?

15 0 Yes, sir.

16 A Yes, sir.

17 0 Did you from time to time originate them ?.

18 A Yes, sir, from time to time.

19 0 Did you ever have cccasion to sign one as an

20 originator supervisor ?-

21 A Yes, sir, I have.
*

.

22 0 And did you -- let me strike that.

23 You are familiar, sir, that there is a priority

24 syst em that is noted on work orders?
,

25 A Yes, sir.
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1 0 Could you tell me what your understanding was at
[

: 2the time you were working there of what a 1A work request

3 meant to you?

O
4 A If it was feasible a t the time to accomplish that

Swork request.
,

! .

6 0 And did you feel that it meant to be accomplished
:

7 righ t a wa y?
,

8 A If possible, yes.

9 0 You say if feasible or if possible. Are you

10 ref e rring to whether the plant was in the right condition to

11do that work at that point?
,

12 A What I really mean, sir --

13 0 Mr. Leakway, could you speak directly in to ,it ? I
1

() 14am having difficulty hearing you.

15 A Could you resta te that , pleace?
.

16 0 Sure. Was one of the things that you mean when

17you say you would do it right away if it was f easible or

18possible was the plant's condition a t the time you got the

19 work request ?

*

20 A Well, the statement I made is, at the discretion,

21of the time of the shif t supervisor.
J,

1
'

22 0 So whatever the shift supervisor told you to do, '

23 th a t is what was done?

(~J) 24 A Yes, sir. i

'

~

25 0 . And despite what might have been the indicated |

I

4
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1 priority on the document?

2 A That is right, sir.

3 0 Is it your understanding, sir, that the priority

4was designated by a shift foreman?

5 A It was usually designa ted -- the job ticket was
1 .

6 performed in our case because of shift maintenance of the

7 control room shift foreman.
,

i 8 0 And he is in operations. Is that correct?

9 A Yes, sir.

10 Q And if you wanted to discuss priorities for a work

! 11 request that was in the process of being generated, let's

12 s a y , by one of your people that you were going to have to

131ook at, would you talk to the shift supervisor? Is he the

() 14 rich t person to discuss priorities with?

15 A Yes, sir. When fou make out a tagging application.

16 0 What is a taqqing application?

17 A ' Jell, it all depends on what apparatus has to be

18take n out , what you are going to work on.

19 0 So you would discuss that with the shift

"

20 supervisor who is in operations?

21 A He has the final say.
,

22 0 I have given Mr. Blake a copy, and Mr. Murdoch

23will now distribute copies of a work request -- the number

which I would like to have marked as TMIAo41s 24246 --

25 xhibit 22. I think tha t is the right number.E
|

C)
1

ALDERSoN AEPORTING COMPANY,INC,

400 VIRGINIA AVE., S.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345
1

!
- -- _ _ _ -. .



i

I

3617

1 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Twenty-three?

2 MR. SELK0WITZ: Twenty-three. Thank you.

3 CHAIBMAN SMITHS Two five one six six is Exhibit

422.

5 MR. SELK0WITZ: The number of the exhibit is
.

624246. This is one of the ones not previously provided. It

71s on the list of those indica ted that we would present
,

8today.

9 (The document referred to

10 was marked for identification

11 as TMIA Exhibit Number 23.

12 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (Resuming)

13 0 Mr. Leakway, we have had prior testimony about the

() 14 form and so on, and we need not repeat it. I just want to

15as k you whether you are personally aware of there being an

16 interlock system on the access hatches to the rea ctor

! 17 building.

18 A Yes, sir.

19 0 And is it your understanding, sir, that the

'

20pu rp ose of that is to prevent both doors from being opened

21 simult aneously ?
,

22 A Yes, sir.

i

23 MR. SELK0WITZ: I would just note for the record,

241f I might, that the origina tion date is June 15, 1978, work |()
25 completion da te is March 14, 1979, and ask that TMIA Exhibit

O
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123 be accepted in evidence.

2 M3. BLAKEs What was the purpose, Mr. Selkowitz?

3 MR. SELK0WITZ: I am sorry, the delay of nine

4 months for doing a maintenance item that is indicated to

Shave an effect on nuclear safety, tha t I think is indicated
.

6as a 1A priority, we feel is an inappropriate deferred

7 maintenance, and especially as regards the testimony given
,

8by Mr. Colitz explaining the purpose of this system, and

9further, because it was, as it says in the body of it, and

10this had been highlighted to the licensee by discussions

11over an NRC unresolved item, which this work ticke* followed

12af ter the resolution of that item, and it still took that

13am ou nt of time.

() 14 The discussion is in the transcript at Pages 2936'

15 an d thereafter. I am sorry. That was for a prio r one.

16 MR. BLAKE: Objection on the same basis. He had

17no f oundation in the reco rd . In fact, I don't believe Mr.

18 olitz discussed this one in particular at all.C

19 CHAIRMAN SMITH: You don't believe he discussed
'

20this one ?

21 MR. BLAKE No, sir.
,

22 MR. SELK0WITZs I believe those page references

23are still correct, because there was a discussion of the

() 24 hammers and punches used for access or exit from the reactor

25 uilding, and I believe in that discussion we also talkedb

O
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1about the interlock system. It is at 2936.

! 2 (Pause.)
,

3 MR. SELK0WITZ: I would add, sir, that this is one

O 4of those items that is offered specially as in and of itself
i

5 evidence of inappropriately deferred maintenance which had

~

6an effect on safety.

| 7 CHAIRMAN SMITH: It 1.c your move. I think you
,

8 cited the correct transcript reference.

9 MR. BLAKEa For discussion of the limit switches?

10 CHAIRMAN SMITH. For a discussion of the hatches.

11 MR. BLAKE: I agree that it was the hatches that

12were being discussed at that poin t in the transcript.

13 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Do you have any further comment?

() 14 MR. BLAKE: No, sir, other than to observe, was
,

15the purpose for which this was being entered the deferred

16 main tena n ce ?S

17 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Yes.

18 MR. BLAKE: Within the definition as TMIA has

19qiven it of one year?

*

20 MR. SELK0WITZ: No, sir. This is inappropriately

211eng th y def erred maintenance for 1A.
.

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH: This is not a part of his

23 su mm a ri es . This is an independent document. The contention

24doesn't say one year.(}
25 MR. BLAKE: My objection still stands, and only on

O
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Ithat basis.

2 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay. Mr. Swanson?

3 MR. SWANSON: No objection.

4 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Adler, Robert Adler?

5 MR. ROBERT ADLER: We have no comment, although I

~ 6might not -- we have not received a copy of the transcript.

7 No, we have not.
.

8 We would like to have a moment.
.

9 CHAIRMAN SM1TH: I think it is very unlikely that

10 th e Commonwealth is going to object to the receipt into

11 ev id ence .
,

12 MR. ROBERT ADLER: I am sorry.

13 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I didn't mean to anticipate your

() 14 po si tion . I see you shaking your head yes. TMIA Exhibit 23
,

151s received into evidence.

16 (The document referred to,

17 previously marked f or

18 identification as TMIA

19 Exhibit Number 23, was

20 received in evidence.)*

21 MR. SWANSON: Mr. Chairman?
.

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Swanson?

23 MR. SWANSON: Would the Board prefer that we

24 question each exhibit as it is considered by examination by

25all the parties, or would you prefer that we hold off until ;

!

()
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I th e end and have examination?

2 CHAIBMAN SMITH: Our preference, absent any reason

3to the contrary, is, take each exhibit and the discussion of
!

41t being comple ted a t once , so do it now. It is going to be'

5a fragmented cross examination, but I think it is better

.

6that way.

7 Is there any objection to that?
,

1 8 (Pause.)

9 CHAIR?AN SMITH: Mr. Swanson, you have someone

10 with you with the office of ICE counseling you?

11 MR. SWANSON: Yec, I do.

12 CHAIRMAN SMITH: This is the first time, as far as

13I can see , that we have the issue of complying with NRC
,

() 14 inspection reports , and it might be helpful if we had at

15 this time in th e record what an unresolved item is. I know

16 th at that is a term understood to have some universally

17 understood meaning in IEE. Do you think that could be

18a rra n ged ? We could have a statement of what that is

' 19in tended to be. Are you prepared for that?

'

20 MR. SWANSON: Yes, sir. Mr. Richard Kermig ir

21 he re with me from Region 1.
,

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Do you mind if we insert right

23 no w in the record your description of what an unresolved

241 tem is as it is used by IEE? What is your name, sir?()
25 XR. KERMIGs Richard R. Kermio, K-e-r-m-i-q. An

!
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1 unresolved item is one which requires further information

2 prior to determining whether the item is an item in

3non-compliance, a devia tion, or has no ef fect on safety.

O 4 CHAIRMAN SMITH: There were a couple of

5 prepositions there I didn't pick up. Would you state it

.

6again?

7 MR. KERMIG: An unresolved item is one on which we
,

8need to get additional information to determine whether it
.

91s an item of non-compliance, a devia tion, or has no effect

100n nuclear saf ety.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: An item of non-compliance or

12devia tion would have an effect on nuclear safety.

13 MR. KERMIG Yes, , sir.

() 14 CHAIP'TN SMITH: Whenever you are ready, Mr.

15 Sw a n son . ,
,

16 MR. SWANSON: The licensee doesn't have any

17 qu es tions ?

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Well, I didn't call upon Mr.

19 Bla k e . I wasn't following any organized procedure.

*

20 MR. BLAKE: I don't have any questions on this

21 e xhibi t .
,

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Swanson?

23 CROSS (AS ON DIRECT) EXAMINATION

24 BY MR. SWANSON:()
25 0 Again, we are referring to Exhibit 23. Mr.

:
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1Leakway, can you determine from this document whether the
)'

2 parts were available to complete this work item when the

3vork order was initiated?

4 A According to the description on the Point 3, you

Ssay?

, 6 0 Well, from anything in this document*

7 A According to the QC Accept tags, yes.
.

8 MR. SWANSON: Mr . Chairman, could we just have a

9 minute to look over this documen t?

10 (Pause.)

11 CHAIR?.AN SMITH: The Board believes that any

12 reading of this matter in the t::anscript without being aware

13 th a t the ICE was awa re tha t the work was not to have been

() 14done until February of 1979, and that there were in place

15 ad ministra tive procedure controls for containment integrity

16and alarms, monitoring position of each door -- let's see, I

17 f o rge t how my sentence began, but that is very material and

18 rele van t to the amount of tim e tha t it took to perform the

1citem, and this appears in the inspection report of'

the--

20 report of inspection attached to the exhibit, which,-

21 incidentally, was attached by Mr. Selkowitz, and he has
.

22 presented a complete packaga , as far as I can see.

23 BY MR. SWANSON: (Resuming)

24 0 Mr. Leakway, I would refer you to the inspection

2S repo rt just mentioned by the Chairman on the page starting

(

|
:
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Ivith the word " Details."
[

2 MR. BLAKEs Excuse me. Could you give him more

3information on where you want him to look?

O
4 MR. SWANSON: I am sorry, I couldn 't hear that.

5 MR. BLAKEs I don't think the witness knows where
.

Syou want him to look.

7 MR. SWANSON: The ICE inspection report just
,

8 referred to by the Chairman, which is the last attachmen t to

9this package. It is a three-page document. There is a

10 cover page, and then there are two pages. The one I am

11 ref e rrin g to has centered at the top of the page, " Details."

12 MR. BLAKE: Mr. Leakway, I think it is the last

13 th ree pages in the whole package.

() THE WITNESS: Where do you want me to start?14

15 BY MR. SWANSON: (Resuming)

16 Q Maybe I should back up a second and just -- Back

17u p one page. The cover page of that document, which reads,

18 "U . S . Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Office of Inspection

tgEnforcement, Region 1."

.

20 A Yes, sir.

21 0 About a third of the way down the page, I just
.

22 wa n t to make sure you agree with me, the inspecton was

23 conducted in the November 6 through 9, November, 1978, time

() 24f r a m e . Do you agree with that?

2S A It is not quite clear on the dates on this copy I
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1

{} 1have.

2 0 Okay. If you turn now to the next page, the one I

3was referring to initially, with the word " Details" at the

O 4 top, and I refer you to the Item Number 2, licensee action

Son previous inspection findings.
.

6 A Yes, sir.

, 7 Q And I refer you to the second paragraph underneath

8 that , and I refer you to a sentence which indicates, "New

911mits which have been ordered and are scheduled for

10in s t alla tion February, 1979," and ask you if that helps you

ti to either ref resh your memory, or if that is of any help in

12 answering my very first question, which is whether or not

13 the equipmen t was available when the work order request was

14initia te d .
,

i

15 A Can I make a statement here?

16 C Sure.

17 A This is unfamiliar to me, because this is

f 18 electrical department and I am mechanical maintenance. I

19have no ides.
.

20 C So you are the wrong person to answer details

21 abou t this particular work request. Is that the problem?
,

22 A That's right.

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Cf course, this document is an

() 24NRC document, and I think it speaks pretty well for itself.

25 MR. SWANSON: I don't think we have any further

(~h
U
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1 questions, then. I don't see that it would serve any

2 purpose.

3 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Plake?

O 4 MR. BLAKEs Mr. Smith, I wonder if we could acree

Sto strike the initial' question and response from the NRC
.

6 staff to Mr. Leakway on this one, because otherwise, I am
'

7 going to ask to do some questioning. I think he can answer,
,

8and quite frankly, I don't think he understood, but if we

9Co uld just agree to strik e this exchange by the staff and

toMr. Leakway under their cross, I would be satisficd at this

11 poin t. I would move to strike. I can't say whether or no-

12we would have any objection.

13 CHAIBMAN SMITH: I would have to have a basis.

() 14 MR. BLAKE 'J ell , n o w that I understand, now that

15we have Mr. Leakway, he had never seen this report, it was

16no t in his department. I don't think, quite frankly, he is

17 qualified to answer the question.

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: From whom?

19 MR. B LA K E : And I do not think he understood it.
~

20 CHAIRMAN SMITH: The question from whom?

21 MR. BLAKE: From NRC's counsel. That is all I am
,

22ask in g . None of Mr. Selkowitz's.
t

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I guess I missed the exchange. I

24 thought that was wha t he said.

25 MR. BLAKE: Initially, he did answer a question.

(O_/ .

.
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1That is what I --{}
2 MR. SWANSON: I had initially asked him if he

3could tell f rom the document itself whether or not parts

(~)
'

~' 4were available, and he indica ted that he thought the parts

Swere available, but it subsequently was established that he
.

6really isn't the right person to answer detailed questions

7about this. I think the record would also reflect the fact
,

8 th a t this was one of the surprise documents. So, my

9 questioning really elicited no substantive information.

10 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Well, no ma tter how we treat

11 this, it raises a problem, however. It is one thing to ask

12a witness to explain a document, but it is another thing to

13ask a witness to read a document. The Board and the parties

() 141n their review can read it as well as a witness, so let us
,

15 keep that distinction in mind.

16 But don't you think your record is satisfied now?

17Well, go ahead and ask your questions. I don't want to

18 strike anything. I would rather clarify it.

19 YR. BLAKE: I would like an opportunity to ask a

~

20 couple of questions of Mr. Leakvar.

21 , CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right.
,

22 CROSS (AS ON DIRECT) EXAMINATION

23 BY MR. BLAKE
, . - .

''
24 0 Mr. Leakway, Mr. Swanson asked you,the question(a~T

'

'

25wh ethe r or not you could determine from the document that

O
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[}
tyou have in front of you and its attachments whether the,

2 components or the materials which were necessary to perform

3this maintenance activity were available at the time the_

4 work request was initiated.

5 A No, I --
.

6 Q Your answer, as I understood it, was, yes, it

7 appears from these documents that materials were available.
,

8I ask you how it was you made that determination, or if in

9 fact I understood tha t that was your answer.

10 A I misunderstood the question. I thought when he

11 asked the question if the material was available to do the

12 d o b , I assumed that. That is why I said yes at the time,

13because of the OC tags, and the information that the job was

() 14 co mp le ted .

'

15 0 And when you now look at this work request, what

16was the initiation date of this work request?

17 A G/15/78.

18 0 And when you look at the CC tags which are

19a tta ch ed to it, do you see dates on those tags?

*

20 A 1/16/79.

21 G And is it your testimony that they would indicate

22or in any other way this whole package would indicate that

23the materials were available at the time this work request

() 24 wa s initiated?

25 A I could not say tha t a t the time.
,

!
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("T 1 0 You do not know or cannot determine from this?
(/

2 A No.

3 0 Thank you.

4 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay. Now, this exchange brings

5to my mind a problem that is coming up in this case, and it
.

6comes up in many cases. We are going to have many exhibits,

7I assume, tha t will te multiple pages and a lot of,

8information. Our routine procedure in such a case of

9 complex litigation as I think this is is to have the parties

10 underline in different colored markings the portion of the

11 e x hibit that they think is particularly relevant.

12 We cannot do that. However, I think what is

13 perf ectly a ppropriate to do is, when you have a docket

14bef o re us, instead of going through the rather awkward,

15 ti m e -co n s umin g method of asking the witness to point it out,

16 j u st simply say, we bring to your attention this, this, and

17 this .

18 Then, the record will, at the point it is being

19 discussed in the transcript, will point out the irnportant

20 things , will highlight them.

21 Is there anything wrong with that?
.

22 MR. BLAKEs There is nothing wrong with that, and

I 23I wocid be ha ppy f or us to go as quickly as we could. My

() 24 problem here is, I had a witness here that made a statement,

25and it was -- you know, that just doesn't correct my problem.

O
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(- 1 CHAIPMAN SMITH: That is exactly right. This is
V)

2somewhat dif f e ren t . I am talking about an e ven better

i 3 method. There is no use having a witness read a document.

4 MR. BLAKE I have no problem with that, Mr. Smith.

5 CHAIRMAN SMITH M r. Swanson, do you think that

~

6migh t he ' helpf ul?

7 MR. SWANSON: Yes. Yes, it would.
.

8 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I think we could have gotten to

9 th e point about ordering the switches, you know, within just

toa few seconds by that method, if we had used it. Okay?

11 Mr. Selkowitz ?

12 MR. SELK0WITZ: If we can proceed --

13 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Yes. We have received Exhibit 23.
,

O)(_ 14 MR. SELK0WITZ: We would like to go on, Mr.

15Leakway, to a review of three items that were originally for

16Mr . Don ahey which have been transferred to you, sir. It is

17 ork Request 25170, 24972, C0516.W

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Wait a minute. If I have more

19th a n two documents, I am certain to lose one at any given

*

20mo me n t . Would you repeat -- They are going to be identified

21as exhibits.
.

22 MR. SELK0WITZ: 24A, B, and C.

23 CHAIRMAN SMITHa These are going to be identified

/~) 24as Exhibits 24A through C?
V

25 MR. SELK0WITZ: A will be a new work request f o rm ,

O
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() 1 Nu mber C0 516. It is the computerized. B is 24972.

2 CHAIRMAN SMITH: 24972. ,

3 MR. SELK0WITZ: And C is 25170.

4 (The documents referred to

5 were marked for identification
.

6 as TMIA Exhibits Number 29A,

7 29B, and 29C.)
.

8 CHAIRMAN SMITH Those are 24A through C.
.,

9 (Pause.)
.

10 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay.

11 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (Resuming)
1

12 0 Have you had a chance to look at these three, sir?

13 A Yes.

'

14 0 Am I correct that the; all relate to the same

15 component,, main steam valve 1048 7

16 A Yes, sir.

17 Q We have had testimony on this before, and I would

18ask you to correct me if I am wrong, but what is going on

19 ere is that the two earlier items, 25170 and 24972, wereh

.

20ca ncelled in favor of C0516. Is that correct?

21 A Yes, sir.
.

22 0 And by reviewing C0516, we can determine that the

23 wo rk was done pursuant to that particular work request?

() 24 A Yes, sir.'

25 MR. SELK0WITZ: If the Board please, we have not

()
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{} 1had an example, I don't believe, to t.kis point of one of the

2 computerized job tickets which were de scribed at some length

3by Mr. Good. Does the Board have a blank sheet of this, or

O 4would you like for us to review it at this point to get a
.

Sbetter understanding of what is in each block?
.

6 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Well, in answer to your first

7 question, we don't have a blank sheet of it. Should we have?,

8 MR. SELK0WITZa No, sir. I am just trying to

9 determine if perhaps it had been provided during Mr. Good's

10e xa mina tion . That's all.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I don't believe -- no.

12 MR. BLAKEs I had a request from the Board to come

13up with some blanks of the various kinds of work requests.
\

14I do have enouch of this one , which is a multi-page form,

15and I could get those right now if you want it. I will ask
i

16so me bod y to go. I don't have all the other forms way back

171n history. I do have enough of this one to be able to pass

181t out to people for at least ready reference.

is CHAIRMAN SMITH: 'J h y c a n ' t we use the exhibit

~

20itsolf?

21 MR. BlAKE: You can, except what you have is a
,

22 portion of the whole form and a portion of the information

23which is included. Other pages fill cut more of the form.

() 24 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (Resuming)

25 0 If we could turn, sir, to the toppoage of C0516,

O
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(}
twe might be able to end this very quickly. Was this in4

2effect before you left the Island, this system?
,

3 A Yes, it just started.

O
4 0 And so you were somewhat familiar with its use?

5 A Somewhat. Yes, sir.
.

6 0 Am I correct, sir, that in the box directly

7opponite the words " Describe malfunction or modification,

8 desired" you find the same information that you found on the

gold work tickets in Block 3?

10 A Yes, sir.

11 0 And we have had identified for us by Mr. Shovlin

12the f act that under the new system, the originator put a

13 re comm ended priority in the upper righthand corner. Is that
I

*

14your understanding of this form, sir?i

15 A Yes, sir.

i 16 0 And then a priority on this form was actually

17 assigned and the very last box in the bottom righthand

18 corner of the many boxes on that page. Do you_see that?
i

19 A Yes, sir.

20 0 That is where the priority that was finally

21 a ssigned would be found. Is that correct, sir?
, ,

$ 22 A Yes, sir. Ana the responsible location

23 co n tra cto r, who is responsible to do the job.

() 24 0 And the M in that case indicates mechanical?

25 A Yes, sir. |
i
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() 1 0 Now, if we turn the page, is it correct, sir, that

2we find the same information generally that was formerly

3 contained in the first page of the past work request forms

O
41n Items 6 through 97

5 A What was the question again, sir?
.

6 Q We find the same information generally on the

7second page of this new form tha t used to be on the first.

8page of the old form in Items 6 through 9.

9 A Yes, generally.

10 0 And this particularly, once again, is checked Yes

111n the box on nuclear safety. I would just point that out
i

12to the Board. That is not a quastion.
|

13 (Pause.)

14 0 And then if we turn to the third page, we would

15 find the questions that tell us when the work was

16perf ormed . In this case, it was performed in March of

171979. Is that correct?

18 A Yes, sir.

19 (Pause.)
.

20 MB. SElK0WITZ: I would ask the Board to accept

21 TMI A Exhibit 24A, B, and C into evidence on the following
,

22 asis. This is a Priority 1 safety-related item on the jobb

23 ticket by which the work was completed, which is C0516,

() 24which is TMI A Exhibit 24A. Although not a year from start

25 o finish in all of these, we go f rom August of 1978 throught

O
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() 1 March of 1979. We feel that that is beyond the bounds of

2 the licensee's definition of a Priority 1, therefore

3 improper maintenance. It is not a year, but our contention,

4as the Chairman pointed out, does not say a year, and we

i 6 don't have those exhibits in evidence anyway, and so I don't
.

6believe we are bound to them being a year.

7 Finally, sir, we off er it as f urther evidence of a.

j 8new amended statement in the contention that it is

91ncomplete information in that Questions 15, 16, and 17 have

10never been answered.
.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Blake?
,

12 MR. BLAKE: Mr. Chairman, I have a fair amount to

'

13 sa y about tha t. First of all, licensee's definition of

149teater than a year, or whatever he has indicated now that
,

15this one exceeds, we have provided no definition of the time

16 frame associated with this work request which would be

17 applicable to this one, which was fixed in time. We just

18 plain ha ven ' t . That is just incorrect.

19 Second, with respect to the filling out of 15, 16,

a

20and 17, I am going to take advantage of the Board's

21 invitation to me to try to make some sense out of an item.
.

22 Fifteen, 16, and 17 go with regard to the testing of the

231 tem. We are now looking here a t a document which involved

() 24 leaking packing on a little root valve, about which Mr.

25 olitz said leaking ei the root valve would have no nuclearC

A
U
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() 1 significance.

2 With regard to the testing, 15, 16, and 17, it

3 requires the plant to operate to test it. And we are

4looking at a job that was done in March and April of 1979,

Sand the plan t, for want of the completion of this
.

6 proceeding, is not operated.

7 I cannot imagine how that would prove anything..

8 MR. SELK0WITZ: I would concede the point to Mr.

981ake on that last requirement. I never put the two dates

10together in my own mind , the fact the plant wasn 't running

11 an d there may have been some difficulty completing the

12 testing phase, so I would concede tha t l'. does not really go

13to that point.

O 14 I do not concede, however, tha t th,e work was done
151n a timely fashion.

16 CHAIRMAN SMITH: In a what fashion?

17 MR. SELK0WITZ: A timely fashion.

18 CH AIRMAN SMITH: All right. Another thing about

19this exhibit , then, I think, should fairly appear in the
,

20 record a t this point, and tnat is, when you are talking

21 a bou t the times -- and what times are you asserting, from,

22 identification --

23 MR. SELK0WITZ: From the date of origination until

() 24the date indicated tha t the work was completed, which is on

25the form itself, on Page 3, I believe. And what one must do
1

i C)

|
|
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([]) 11s go f rom the first date on the earliest date of the three,

! 2because they each indicate -- yo u go to C0516, and it is our

| 3 contention this is merely a way of arriving at the samerg
(-)

4 delay. You either do it on one work request, and in this

5 case it was three, but you've got to look at the entire time
.

6 span.

7 CHAIRMAN SMITH Wasn't this plant closed down.

8even when the work request was made? -

9 MR. SELK0WITZ: Closed down by virtue of a normal

10 f u elin g outage?

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Well, this plant was closed down

12 -- When was the plant closed down?

13 MR. BLAKE It was closed down -- I am not
O

' 14 ce rt ain , but I think it was closed down at the time that 24A

15 was initiated , Februa ry of 1979. Mr. S elk o wi t z 's

16 observation here is that when the earlier work request which

17he views as connected to this last one were initia ted , that

18the plant may well have been operating. However, if the

igBoard looks at the Priority 1D and 2D, T, and I will take
-

20adva ntage of the Board's invitation , was tha t you cannot do

21 this work until the plant shut down..

22 CHAIRMAN GMITHs Mr. Swanson?

23 MR. SWANSON: I think the staff would have to

() 24o b ject also on the basis that I just don't see how it is

25ma te rial to their contention. On the face of the dccuments,

O
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(}
Iit suggests that they perform the work when suqqested.

2 MR. SELKOWITZ: With the Board's approval, having

3had some of this information presented to me today by Mr.

O 4Blake, I concur and I will withdraw it.

5 CHAIRMAN SMITH: You just avoided a rejection.
.

6 MR. SELK0WITZ: I didn't want to make four copies.

7 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I think th at is very responsible,.

8Mr. Selkowitz. It is very helpf ul when you do that. So, do

9you want your exhibit back?

10 So, the exhibit marked for identification 24A

11through C has been withdrawn by TMIA.

12 (The documents referred to,

13 previously marked for
, ,

14 identification as TMIA

15 Exhibits Number 24A, B, and C,
,

) 16 were wi thd ra wn .

17 MR. SELK0WITZ: Just to get some direction, Mr.

18 hairman, shall I mark the next one 24 again, or shall IC

19ma rk it 25?
.

*

20 CHAIRMAN SMITH: No. Once marked, that number

21 stays with that exhibit indefinitely. So now we are at 25..

22 (Pause.)

23 MR. SELK0WITZ I am going to ask while Mr.

() 24Murdoch is distributing Work Request 23224 --

25 CHAIRYAN SMITH: Work Request what?

O
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I) 1 MB. SELK0WITZ: 23224, which is on the list

2 provided only to th e Board. And ask that it be marked as

3TMIA Exhibit 25.

4 "R. BLAKE: During this interval, I will make

5available to the parties and the Board copies of the most
.

6recent type of work request.

. 7 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay.

8 MR. SWANSON: Excuse me. I happen to have a copy

gof 23224 provided to me by licensee.

10 MR. SELK0WITZ: That is right. It was originally

11provided in Mr. Donahey 's package. That is correct.

12 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Since this form has been

13 withdrawn, perhaps a better procedure would be to return it

{} 14 to you.'

15 MR. BLAKE: We are going to come up against this

16 f o rm , I think, again. This is just for everybody's

17 re f e ren ce . That is all.

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: L understand about the blank

19 form. All right. I was hoping to end up with a set of
.

20 o rms as an exhibit itself. If

!

21 MR. BLAKE: I still have enough of these so that I ;.

22can put them together with the others when I get them.

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Thank you. Now, has anybody

() 24 p ro vided 23224?

25 MR. BLAKE: That was in the package initially

O
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(]) 1 distributed. It was one of Mr. Donahey's.

2 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right. But it has not been

3previously mentioned today. Ch, yes, it has. We have

4already been forewarned that we would have -- it is not

5 correct that this work order appears only in the list
.

6provided to us. It also a ppears on the list -- oh, okay.

7I've got it..

8 You may proceed.

9 (The document referred to

10 was marked for identification

11 as TMIA Exhibit Number 25.)

12 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (Resuming)

13 0 I see, Mr. Leakway, if we turn to the second page,
1

v 14 th at the work completed date, which is 5/15/79, has the name

15 Bud Leakway beside it. Is that your name, sir?

16 A Yes, sir, that is my name.

17 0 Is that your signature?

18 A Yes, sir.

19 0 Just so we put this in perspective, the plan was
.

20 own f rom Jan uary, 1979, th roug h the present time. Is thatd

21 co rr ect , if you know?.

22 A I can't recall.

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Do you know, Mr. Blake?

() 24 MR. BLAKE4 I am not certain when it went down. I

25 thought it was February, but I do not know for sure. I will

O

.
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(} Ifind out.

2 CHAIRMAP SMITH: Would you check? Mr. McGarry is

3 shaking his head. Do you recall the exact date?
O,

4 MR. MC GARRY: No, sir, it was February.

5 MR. SELK0WITZ4 We are wo rking on a stipulation
.

6fo r all these dates. Between Mr. Blake and myself we will
,

7have all the up and down dates on the record..

8 BY MR. SELK0WITZs (Resuming)

9 Q This is a fuel wheel for fire service pump. Is

10 th at correct?

11 A Yes, sir.

12 Q And can you tell us what that indication, V/V, is?

13 It is right in Number 3.

14 A I don't know what the indication means on the

15 de sc rip tion , but I recall the valve, and it is a

h16 and-operated valve with a lock valve to keep it locked

17 op en . It is a manual valve.

18 0 And if we go to the change modification form that

191s attached to this, to Page 1 of 2 -- Do you have that, sir?
.

20 A Yes, sir, major, minor?

21 0 Th a t 's righ t , major, minor change modification.

22 req uest form. On Page 1 of 2, Paragraph 4 -- I would point

230 u t to the Board that indicates that the valve is presantly
;

() 24 leaking and cannot be repaired or replaced.

25 Now, when we see this valve is leaking, I take it

DG
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lit is leaking diesel oil for this fire service pump. Is

O .

2that correct?

3 A Yes, sir.

4 Q And as I recall, it is only one of the fire

5 service pumps that is diesel operated. Is that correct?

6 A No. No, there is more than one.

7 0 How many of them are diesel operated? Do you
.

8recallt

9 A Two of them in Unit I.

10 CHAIEMAN SMITH: Are you inferring diesel from

11 f uel oil, or does it sa y diesel some place? Oh, I see, it

12does say diesel on the work request procedure.

13 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (Resuming)

() 14 0 Now, you said this valve was to be locked in the

15op en position. Is that correct?

16 A Yes, sir.

17 0 And that is to allow this fuel to get from what

18 place to the other?

19 A Yes, sir. From the tank to the machinery, the

~ 20en gine .

21 MR. SELK0WITZ: I am going to withhold moving this
.

22one into evidence , because its safety significance is tied

23 o a later work request in the fire ser" ice system, and It

i

24think it would be easier to argue that when we have all of
[}

25them in front of us. And unfortunately, through my lack of

O
I
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1 organization, I do not have them for the same witness and

2did not denote them for the same witness originally, if that

31s acceptable.

O
4 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All righ t.

5 MR. BLAKEs Was this one ever identified with a
.

Onumber?

7 CHAIRMAN SMITHz Yes, this was identified as
,

8 Exhibit 25.

9 BY MR. SELK0WITZs (Resuming)

10 0 I ask you, sir, to take a look at Work Request

1123814.

12 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Repeat, please.

13 MR. SELK0WITZ: 23814, which was one of the ones

14 th a t we.s originally identified for Mr. Leakway.
,

'

15 CHAIRMAN SMITHS That will be TMIA Exhibit 26 for

161 den tifica tion .

17 MR. SELK0WITZ: Yes, sir.

18 (The document referred to was

19 marked for identification as
~

TMIA Exhibit Number 26.)20

21 MR. SELK0WITZs And I am asking Mr. Murdoch to
,

22 pass out another exhibit which we would ask to be marked

23TMIA 27. It is Work Request 16212.

24 (The document referred to was

25 marked for identification as
.

O.
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() 1 TMIA Exhibit Number 27.)

2 (Pause.)

3 MR. SELK0WITZs I am hesitating, Mr. Chairman,

4because I think I have met one of these situations where I

Sneed merely point out what is evid'ence and don't ask this
.

6particular witness questions about it and then move it and

7see what happens..

8 CHAIRMAN SMITH Okay.

9 MR. SELK0WITZs I would indicate to the Board that

10both of these are on the Hay 's gas analyzer. TMIA 26

11 indicates that they were unable to draw samples on the

12 sy st em , and it needed to be modified. That was indicated on

13 Ma y 1 of 1978. Work was completed in September of 1979. I

14 poin t that out to the Board as being beyond a year, and

15therefore deferred.

16 TEIA 27, I have brought to the Board 's attention

17as also the Hay's gas analyzer. The work was identified to

18 e done in 1976, in July, and was not completed until 1979,b

19th us encompassing a g rea t deal of the same time as TMI A 26.
, .

20 I have put them together and move them into

21 evidence at this time. We have had a great deal of.

22 er * mony from Mr. Colitz as to what the Hay's gas analyzert

23did. He told us that it analyzed the potential-

() 24 combustibility of these waste disposal gas tanks which have,

25amon g other gases in them, the radioactive waste gases in

O
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i

(} 1this plant, and we believe that the failure to be able to i

2 sample over such a long period of time indicates a disregard

3for a safety item which could have produced an explosive,

O
4 situa tion .

5 CH AIRM AN SMITH On TMIA 27, I see the date
.

6 originated as July, 1976.

7 MR. SELK0WITZs That is correct..

8 CHAIRMAN SMITH: But the da te completed on Item

9 Block 19 --
.

10 MR. SELK0WITZ: Yes.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: -- and Item 20 and 21 are all

12 illegible on my copy.

13 MR. SELK0WI TZ : The only thi,nq we could ask is
(}\- 14 th a t the licensees provide the original, sir.

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH: That might not be necessary, if

16you could aaree upon wha t dates go in there.
.

17 MR. BLAKE: I do have a date I can make out on the

181ef thand side on 19. It appears to me to be 7/28/76 date.

19 CHAIRMAN SMITH: 'J ell , that is one of the reasons

.

20wh y I am concerned about it. Where did you come up with

21 your dates?.

22 MR. SELK0WITZs I am reading them from my copy,

23 si r , and also from information we got as we went through the

() 24 process of looking at these many forms, including the most

25 illegible copies available in the documents room.

O
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/~T 1 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Well, let us see your copy then.
V

2 DR. JORDAN: But the date you are quoting, is that

312/22?
O 4 MR. SELKGWITZ: My copies only say 2, 9, and then

Swhat I know to be a 79, but I don't think you are going to
.

6see a 79 directly on my copy of it.

7 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay..

8 MR. SELK0WITZ: And I am not willing to agree that

9the 7/28/76 date is the work completed date. I think that

10re f e rs to the partial work that was done as highlighted in

11 Paragraph 19.

12 CHAIRMAN SMITH: So your suggestion is, they did

13the first phase of the work on 7/28/76, and they had to
'

(~hs/ 14 order new gauges --

15 MR. SELK0WITZ: And that the work was not

16 subsequently completed until 2/9 /79. Checked by quality

17 control on 4/17/79. Signed off on 5/14/79. If it is 1976,

18 si r , then we have a three year delay before the Quality

19 ontrol Department reviewed it, which also raisesC

.

20in te re s ti ng questions, I suppose.

21 MR. BLAKE: Mr. Smith, I just connect them from
.

22the dates on the copy I have. I will endeavor to try to

23 etermine these if the Board wants to defer ruling on these,d

() 24as I understand that they were offered for deferral of

25 main te nance , not for the CC problem.

O
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() 1 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Well, certainly 27 cannot be

2used. But how about 26, the dates there? O riginated May

31st, 1978, an'd work performed 9/4/79. Is that your view?-

4 MR. SELK0WITZ: Yes, sir.

5 MR. BLAKEs My understanding of this document,
.

6that is, TMIA's 26, is that it is one of a pattern. It is

7not one of those which they held back which in and of.

8themselves they mean to show something. It is of a pattern

9of deferred maintenance which they have identified as one

10 year in leng th.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: That fits into that category, yes.

12 MR. BLAKE: My objection to 26, and it will be my

13 objection to 27, it relies o,nly on Mr. Colitz's view of the

14im po rtance and the state of the record of the impeitance of

15 the Hay 's. ga s analyzer , Mr. Colitz's views having been

16 expressed in some detail on this particular point.

17 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Swanson?

18 MR. SWANSON: The staff would also object. There

19is no indication on the face of these documents that they
.

20a re rela ted to nuclear safety, and again, referring to the

21 re co rd , Mr. Colitz, at Transcript Page 3155, indicated he-

22would not put a nuclear safety related significance on this

23sy s t e m .

() 24 It seems to me on the basis laid thus far that

25these documents are not related to TMIA Contention 5.

O
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1 (Pause.)
s

2 MR. BLAKE: Does the Board need the transcript

3 references for Mr. Colitz's --

O
4 (Pause.)

,

,

5 CHAIRMAN SMITH: The Board is sustaining the |
,

l

6 objection. We decline to accept TMIA's Exhibit 26. The I

7 foundation referred to by Mr. Swanson at 3155 is,

|8 controlling. Dr. Jordan does not have any views

9tnconsistent with that testimony. Therefore you have failed

10to establish a foundation of a safety significance.

11 MR. SELK0WITZ: For purposes of preserving our

12righ ts on appeal, could I have a statement, sir, as to

13wh ether the ruling takes into account the fact that if this

14 tank should become explosive, that worst case -- if it

15should explode , that does not matter to the nuclear safety

16as the Board sees it?

17 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Now, wait a minute. It so

18happens that in this particular case, Dr. Jordan discussed

19 t h a t . As a courtesy, we will tell you that. However, we
.

20will not be probed on a bases of applying independent

.
21 expertise in determining whether we on our own will go

22 eyond the record.b

23 You see, we could have just stopped and said, you

() 24 don't make it on the re cord . But sometimes we will say,

25well, on our o wn , we are going to go beyond it and require
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1 further inquiry, but we will not be probed on our reasons

2for not doing that. Do you understand tha t?

3 MR. CELK0WITZ: Yes, sir, I understand that.

O 4 CHAIRMAN SMITH: If th a t were the case, we would

5 seldom ever go beyond the record.
.

6 MR. SELK0WITZ: I am sorry. I understand. I was

7trying to ask the question with reference to the record only.
,

8 CHAIRMAN SMITH: The record speaks for itself.

9 MR. SELK0WITZ: Perhaps I am not asking the

10 question right . Part of our problem, sir, is, I think, to

11 some degree we differ with what standard is applied to

12 determine what is safety and not safety related as per these
,

13 wo rk requests. I am just trying to get some feeling at this

14 p oin t for purposes of the reco rd whether such things as .the

15 radiation that would potentially come from such a tank

16because the tank is just sitting there --

17 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Where is the record on that?

18 MR. SELK0WITZ: Th e record is that Mr. Colitz has

19 told us that they are monitoring this to protect against a

*

20po t entially explosive si tuation in th a t tank, the buildup of

.
21 hydrogen and oxygen , and our connection was, and my arcument

22 or its relevance was that failing the inability to test forf

23 th a t , despite Mr. Colitz's assurances that it would happen

() 24 slo wly and therefore they could keep track, but the

25 nability to test for that is a serious safety --i
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i

1 CHAIRMAN SMITH: That is not th e testimony.{)
2 MR. SELK0WITZ: What isn't?

3 CHAIRMAN SMITH: The testimony is, I could take a

O 4 manual sample.

5 MR. SELK0WITZ: Hight. He went on to -- or I
'

.

6should strike that. I can't recall for sure which manual

7 sample he was talking about.,

8 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Well, you win some, you lose

9some. You have lost this one. You could appeal. The

10 record is where it is. It is not improper to ask for

11 reconsideration, but it is going to have to be rather
.

12 concise and direct when you do.

13 DR. LITTLE: If you look at Transcript Page 3155,

() 14the Hay's gas analyzer system can be operated or you can get
,

15the same inf ormation by taking a manual sample accordino to

16 th e testimony there.

17 MR. BLAKEs Mr. Smith, did you rule on 27, or are

18you deferring?

19 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Twenty-sev en was deferred because

.

20we can ' t read it.

. 21 MR. BLAKE: You can't read the dates?

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Yes. We will def er it until you

23can come up with a report.

() 24 Does anybody recall what was done with 25?

25 MR. SLAKE: I withheld moving it until I can
.

O

ALDERSON REPORTING CoM7ANY,INC,

400 VIRGINIA AVE., S.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554 2345

__ _ _ , _
I



|

3651

{} 1 associate it with a related one.

2 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right.

3 MR. SWANSON: Excuse me, Mr. Chairman.

4 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Swanson?

5 MR. SWANSON: I am just wondering if Exhibit 27 is
i

.

6qoing to have the same con sideration as 26, whether that is

; 7 going to have to be deferred regardless or completely
,

8 independent of the dates.

9 CHAIRMAN SMITH: That is a good point.

10 MR. SELKOWITZ: In this case, as I would interpret

111t , Pa rag ra ph 3 in my arguments specifically, we have a

12 situation in which these decay tanks are susceptible of

13 gaseous releases and therefore radioactive gr.ses, and it is
l'h
(_) 14on this basis and at this point on that basis alone that we

15would suggest that that is a safety hazard as we mesn it in

160ur contention .

17 (Pause.)

18 MR. 3 LAKE: Mr. Chairman, I have not seen this one

19before today. I would like an opportunity to take more time

'

20 o look at TMI A's Exhibit 27, and also check on the datest

.
21 for you.

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH: However, we don't see any

23diff erence between the two exhibits as f ar as our ruline was

() 24conder ned .

25 MR. SELK0WITZ: Well, that helps answer what I was

O
\-)
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(} 1trying to ask before quite nicely for purposes of the

2 record , so I understand your ruling, and I a m satisfied to

3 proceed.

O
4 Cil AIR M AN SMITH: Oka y.

5 MR. SELK0WITZ: Twenty-seven therefore is
.

6 rejected, sir?

7 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Yes, 27 is rejected..

8 (The documents referred to,

9 previously marked for

10 identification as TMIA

11 Exhibits Number 26 and 27, were

1 12 rejected.

13 MR.,SELK0WITZ: Trying once again to do this as

14 ef ficien tly as possible, I would refer to Work Request

1515349. I have no particular questions of the witness

16re ga rding this.

17 CHAIRMAN SMITH What is the work order number?

1a MR. SELK0WITZs This would be 15349, identified

igfor Mr. Donahey originally. I would ask tha t it be marked
.

20as Exhibit 28.

- 21 (The document referred to was

22 ma rked for identification as

i 23 TMIA Exhibit Number 28.

() 24 MR. SELK0WITZ: I will state the basis on which I

25ask that this be taken into evidence, if tha t is acce ptable.

'

|
[
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1 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Does everyone agree that that is
)

'
2a Priority 1 A ?

3 MR. SELK0WITZ: I will give you what I am sure is
f_sV 4a better copy of this, sir.

5 (Pause.)
.

6 CHAIRMAN SMITH: This is a makeup system, makeup

7 filter needs to be changed due to high delta pressure..

8 MR. SELK0WITZ: That is corrett. It is a lA, and

9the origination and completion dates --

to CHAIRMAN SMITH: 5/11/76 is origination.

11 MR . SELK0WITZ: And the work completed date is

12V e ry difficult to understand. It appears to be, on the copy

13 th at I have, earlier than the da,y it was originated, which

() 14doesn 't seem to be very logical. We therefore have looked

15to the testing completed,and component released for normal

16use da te , which is 2/2/78, which has an arrow which seems to

17 be indicating that that is to be placed on the line above.

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: What page is that on? My second

19page is dif f erent --
.

20 MR. SELKGWITZ: Your second page -- If you look on

. 21 the other copy, that particular copy contained no second

22 pa g e , and we did not have a second page until we got the

23other copy that you originally were working with, so you

() 24 kind of have to put the two together.

25 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Plake? I think that is a

'O;
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Ifair description of the document.{}
2 MR. PLAKE: I cannot tell f rom mine. Is it MUF 1A

3and 1B?-

O
4 CHAIRZAN SMITH: Yes.

5 MR. SELK0WITZ: That is correct.
.

6 MR. BLAKE: That is the components that are

. 7 involved here?

8 MR. SELK0WITZ: Yes, and th e testimony on it was

9on Transcript Pages 2899 and 2900. Our position would be

10very similar to that tha t we argued earlier today on another

11 se t of filters, which is that the system -- and this one has

12to do with the letdown from primary coolan t is there so--

13th at one can operate while the other one needs to be

( 14 re placed .

15 In this case, just as the one we indicated this

16mo rn in g , both of them need to be replaced simultaneously,

17and the work sits and is not done, and therefore creates a

18th re a t to the safe operation of the system of which this is

19a pa rt.

.

20 MR. BLAKE: I am sorry. My recordkeeping has

21 broken down. I need a moment.. -

I
22 (Pause.)

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Off the record. ,

|
'

(]) 24 (Whereupon, a discussion was held off the record.)

25 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Blake?

!
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(} 1 MR. BLAKE: Mr. Smith, I cannot determine that Mr.

2Colitz specifically dealt with 1A and 1B; 2A and 2B I can

3 determine in the transcript.

4 MR. SELK0WITZ: On the to; of Page 2900, they are

5specifically mentioned.
.

6 MR.- BLAKE: I see the components mentioned, but no

7 discussion of their importance. Mr. Selkowitz is correct in.

8that. So, my position in this is, absent having shown

9 nuclear safety significance of these components, but not

10 beca use Mr . Colitz specifically came to that conclusion, I

11 would oppose the admission of TMIA 's Exhibit 28 into

12 evid ence.

13 CHAIRMAN SMITH: This is part of the primary

14 coolant system , the filters themselves.

15 MB. BLAKE: These are in the makeup system.

16 CHAIRMAN SMITHS For the primary.

17 MR. BLAKE: That's right.

18 (Pause.)

19 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Is the question here one of water

.

20 quality or water quantity?

. 21 MR. SELK0WITZ: I am not sure I understand your

22 question , sir . The filters have to do -- th ey filter for

23 q u elit y . Are you asking me whether their failure leads to a

() 24 problem of quantity?'

25 It would be my position that, as with the case of

i

)
4
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(} 1other filters which become in need of change because of high

2 Delt a P, tha t they are both failing to do their job, i.e.,-

'3 quality, because they can no longer perform a filterings

4 function in the mcnner that they are intended to, and 3,
,

Sciogged filters deflect the flow through them, and

6therefore, in the case of air, you get lower pressure on the

. 7 downstream side than is required, and in the case of water,

8you get a decreased flow.

9 CHAIRMAN SMITHt Mr. Swanson? -

10 MR. SWANSON: Just one minute.

11 (Pause.)

12 MR. SW ANSON : I think this is another one of those

13 situations where there is a question of whether there is a

14 threshold of materiality. Looking through the testimony of

15Mr. Colitz in the area of 3175, there is 3178, particularly

16on the bottom of 3177, the top of 3178, Mr. Colitz indicated

17 th at when these filters reached a high differential

18 pr es su re , we should cut in the spare over a period of months.

19 Later on, at Fage 3178, he mentioned that as lona

.

20as he answered affirmative to the question, as long as the

. 21 o th a t filter is operational, there is no indication there is

22a problem with the other filter. Having one filter down,

23there is no impact on plant operation.

() 24 My problem is , I don't think the basis has been

25 aid thus far that shows that this work request establishes1

Os_/
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{} 1a problem which falls outside those parameters and thus

2 would show a follow-up of maintenance procedures. Again, I |

3can't say th a t that couldn't be established. I just don't

O 4think that basis has been laid yet, so I think we have'a

Scase where we don't have enough information to say it is
.

6 material. And on that basis, I think we would object, that,

. 7plus, of course, the tick-off on the first page. It does

8not have an effect on nuclear safety.

9 MR. SELK0WITZa Mr. Smith, maybe I could point out

toto staff counsel that it is both filters. If you ao through

11 this form , it is both that must be replaced, and there is no

12cn e to which the system can be replaced that is also not in

13need of replacement .

(~)
'

s_/ 14 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Is that correct? How do you --
'

15 MR. SELKOWITZs I am looking at the third page.

16 It says, " Purpose of this maintenance procedure format and

17 a p p r o v a l . " It is handw ritten. It says, " replaced filter

18 element M UF 1 A/B.

19 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I see. It is singula r.

.

20 MR. SWANSON: The problem is, under Described

21 Malfuncticn, I really can't read if the problem describes.

22the malfunction of both filters or what.

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Well, the decision has to be made.

() 24 (Pauce.)

25 CHAIRMAN SMITH: The Board simply, based upon the
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/}
1 record before us, cannot decide, and so it has not been

2 established that it is reliable evidence. However, we think

3that it meets the test, and we think tha t th e record should

O 4 explain it a little bit better. So, for that reason we are

Sgoing to receive it. But we cannot make any decision as to
.

6the quality of this as far as a direct exhibit.

7 MR. ROBERT ADLER: Mr. Smith?.

8 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Yes, sir, Mr. Adler.

9 MR. THEODORE ADLER: If this is of any help, if

10you go in to the succeeding pages in the document, the

11 writing is clearer, and it becomes more a ppa rent that it is

12 bo th the A and B filters.

13 CHAIRMAN SMITH 4 A and B, but you see, there are

( 14 two systems.

15 MR. DORNSIFE: No.

16 CHAIRMAN SMITH: You say no? That is what we

d17 on ' t know.

18 DR. JORDAN: Are you saying that 1A and 1B are

19quite dif ferent from 2A and 23?
.

20 MR. DORNSIFE No, I am not saying that.

21 DR. JORDAN: They are two different sets..

22 MR. DORNSIFE: They are different sets of filters,

23yes.

() 24 DR . JORDAN: 2A and 2E is a different set than lA<

25 and 1B?

O
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() 1 MR. DORNSIFE: Richt.

2 DR . JORDAN: But they are both in the makeup

3 system?

4 MR. DORNSIFE: Yes.

5 DR. JORDAN: Therefore, they are both in the
.

6 system that feeds water to the primary.

. 7 MR. DORNSIFE: Two is in the letdown system. The

8two filters are in the letdown system. They are letdown

9 filters.

10 DR. JORDAN: I see, one is in the letdown system.

11The other is in the injection system, the makeup system.

12 CHAIRMAN SMITH: So these are in line?

13 MR. DORNSIFE: No, the A filter or the B filter
,

14can either one be on service. They are parallel filters.

15But one is in the injection part of the system, the other is

161n the letdown part of the system.

17 DR. JORDAN: So we are in the injection part, and

18A and B are redundant systems in the injection system?

19 MR. DORNSIFE: That is correct.
.

20 DR. JORDAN: Then they are in the system important

21 to safety. I don't think there is any question about that..

22 MR. DORNSIFE. Not under normal operations, no.

23They are not in service during the injection for high

() 24 pressure injection, only for normal makeup.

25 DR. JORDAN: But they don't form part of the

|
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(} 1 primary boundary.'

2 MR. DORNSIFEs- No.

3 DR. JORDAN: That part is right. But they form an,

O
4important operational function in supplying water.

5 MR. DORNSIFE: During normal operations.
.

6 DR. JORDANS These injection systems, in addition

7to supplying high pressure water to the system in normal-

8 operation, also come in during emergency operation in the

9 event of the loss of coolant. I think they have been -- as

10high pressure injection pumps.
+

11 MR. DORNSIFE: But they go through a different

12 path, not through the filters.

13 DR. JORDAN: Not through the filters in that case.
,

14 MR. DORNSIFE: Right.

15 DR. JORDAN: Yes, I see your point. It is close

16 th e n . I must say, you see, we have gone beyond the evidence

171n many cases, as you well re ali ze , and substituted our

18ju dg men t for the witness's in a few cases. This time we are

19aoin g to have to rely chiefly on th e record, and if the
.

20 record establishes it is safety, fine. If it doesn't, I i
1

21 don 't know how to go beyond it.-

22 MR. SELX0WITZ: Mr. Chairman and the Board,

23perhaps this is a request just for record purposes, but I

() 24mean it sincerely for pr'actical purposes. You can see the |

25 difficulty that we have, we, this particular intervenor. We

O
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(-) 1 recognize the difficulty the Board has with the deficiencies
(.)

2in the way we are trying to present this material. I

3 therefore request that the staff provide us with assistance

O 41n trying to determine what complete information the Board

Scould use in relation to these work requests, as I think

.

6that is the staff's statutory obligation in such a

,

7 proceeding is.

8 Therefore, I ma6 L th e request -- I address the

9 Chair, but I realize I am addressing the gentleman to my

10 righ t -- tha t the y provide that kind of assistance a t a

11 poin t in time where we can either make some of this stuff

12 meaningful to you or not, and not have it thrown out because

13 you don't have enough -- and I can recognize when you don't

() 14ha ve enough -- but that as was stated by Mr. Swanson, you

15migh t be able to make out the showing you just didn 't think

16was there now.

17 So, I am going to put that on the re cord .
I

18 MR. BlAKE: Mr. Smith, this is a particularly

191n te re sting comment from an intervenor who tried very hard

~

20to block our ability to talk specifically so that the Eoard

21 would h a ve this record. Tha t is precisely what we tried to
,

d22 o .

23 CHAIPPAN SMITH Well, there is a tendency to

() 24oversimplif y the whole problem, and I certainly cannot

25 reduce it to a few eloquent statements, but as you observed,
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rm tyou were makir.7 that request of the staf f . We simply don't
'

(
2have the authority to do it.

3 But we do have this observation. We have been

4 talking about this now for ten or fifteen minutes. I assume

5that Het Ed figures that they are going to win this case,
.

6and they plan to operate that plant eventually. Maybe if

7Mr . Colitz had been here , we could have bounced a couple of
,

8 questions against him and moved right along. I don 't know

9what his problems are.

10 From the point of view of time alone, perhaps

11maybe you should have him here during this phase, because I

12think it would be too much for Mr. Selkowitz to ask him all

13the questions that might occur to the Poard in advance for

() 14 f o un d a tio n . I realize it is not the most structured

15 approach , bu t it seems to have some practical appeal.

16 However, I don't think that we should direct his

17 attendance at all. I am just pointing out the practical

18 aspects of it , You know, we are talking now -- let's bear

191n mind when you are talking here about how many work

~

20 requests are going to end up, and then we are going to sit

21 back and we are going to say, does this show a pattern or
,

22 oesn ' t it, and then it is going to have to fit into thed

23overall picture .

/~T 24 If you vin some, you lose some, I don't see how it
V

2S s going to make a big difference, but th e time involved andi

r
\_)
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() 1the fairness of the record at the time itself becomes

2 im po rta n t .

3 MR. BLAKE4 We regard as quite important thegS
U

4 number of these the Board sees, because I think that is in

5the end going to play a role in determining whether or not
-

6there is -- we therefore try very hard to put this on the

- 7 record so the Board can make a determination. I must have

8said a half a dozen times that when we come to these

9 exhibits, Mr. Chairman, we need something in the record to

10do it , and apparently in this one, II, they overlooked the

11 specific components and did not ask him a question, or in

12any event I did not see it in the exhibit. I saw one on the

13 2' s, but not on the l's. And so I was not able to give the

14 Board the inf ormation here today.

15 I agree with you, and I will try to find out if

16Mr. Colitz can be here, in order to avoid the time

17 co ns train ts . If he could clear one of these things up with

18a couple of sentences, that might be a very efficient way,

19and I will try to get ahold of him so tha t he will be here
.

20while we talk about it.

21 CHAIRMAN SMITH 4 We could even come with a more-

22 expedited method. I will call the man up on the Board

23 ele phone if I have to, but it is pointless for us to sitt

() 24around and speculate when there is somebody who knows the

25 answer and he may be available.
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{} 1 MR. DORNSIFEs Mr. Chairman, I would like to

2 correct the record if I could. On further review of the

3 flow diagram, my conclusion is basically the same, but the

O
4 Series 1 filters and the Series 2 filters are both in the

51etdown line. The 2 is not in the makeup, the injection
.

6 portion. They are both in the letdusn prior to the section

- 7of the pump on th e recircula tion mode. So, the cenclusion

81s still the same. They are not used during the injection

9 phase for high pressure reactor.

10 DR. JORDAN: But 1A and 1B are both -- and 2A and

112B --

12 MR. DORNSIFE: Both the 1 series and the 2 series

13are bo th in the le tdo wn line .

O)(- 14 DR. JORDAN: They are both in the letdown.

15 MR. DORNSIFE: Yes.
I

16 CHAIRMAN SMITHS I think we should make it clear

17wh a t I had in mind when I said I assumed tha t Met Ed ple's

180n winning the case and hopes to restart. That has yet to
>

19 e d etermined , but if you think you are going to win, Ib
.

20would expect you to want to win as efficiently as possible.

21 MR. BLAKE: Yes, sir. Time is very important to.

22u s . Consistent with a complete record for you to make your

23 etermination , getting that plant back on line is veryd

() 24important. And I mean by that to do whatever the Poard

25 requests of us or directs us to do in order to achieve that.

O
V
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() 1 CHAIRMAN SMITH: This is not a request. It is

2just that mayne it is time to review where we a re when there

31s doubt. And doubt works against the licensee.

O
4 ER. BLAKEs Yes, sir. Just as we have at each

Spoint in time several other employees of Met Ed sitting back
.

6here ready to go on again, .e will make Mr. Colitz

7available, too, to the extent tha t we possibly can.-

8 CHAIRMAN SMIT H : Okay. Thank you.

9 Now, Mr. Selkowitz, do you object to that approach?

10 MR. SELK0WITZ: I do not object.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I don't see how we could ask

12 ev er y conceivable question either. It would have taken a

131ot more preparation than the ordinary genuine lawyer would

14 be able to do, I am sure.
,

9

15 MR. SELK0WITZ: I was just going to ask wha t the

16 status of th a t particular exhibit is at this point, TMIA

1728. I had heard it being received. Has that change any? I

18had heard tha t it was received in evidence from the Chairman.

19 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I did state that we received it.
.

20 e couldn 't decide. We thought it was established enough toW
|

21 require f urther explanation, but after that further-

22eX plana tion -- I d o n ' t know what the technical people feel

23abou t it.

() 24 (The document referred to,

25 previously marked ft';

$~%
V
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1 identification as TMI A{}
2 Exhibit Number 28, was

.

3 received in evidence.)

O
4 CHAIRMAN SMITH: It remains in evidence.

5 MR. SELK0WITZa There is a teries of work requests
.

6next. They begin with 25107, 20717, 21187, and 24319, and

7those were all in a group for Mr. Leakway a'd were.

8 originally distributed. They were the last ones under his

9name.

10 The licensee has been able to provide a legible

11 co py of 24319, and we have distributed it to everyone but

12th e Board and possibly the witness, so Mr. Murdoch is

13 bringing some of those.up now.

ON/ 14 I am going to have no more questions for this

15wi tn ess . I am coing to move this one in in the same manner

16as the last, and if the Board wants to excuse me as there

17are no other questions, we could do that.

18 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Are there any other questions of

19 r. Leakway?M

.

20 MR . SW ANSON : If we could have just a moment to

211ook over these documents., ,

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Did you say you have no more?

23They do not intend to use Mr. Leakway for any more documents.

() 24 MR. S'JANSON: You are not going to ask him about

25the documents just mentioned?
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/~)h
1 MR. SELK0WITZs No, sir, because the information

L
2important to us is on the face of the document. There is no

3 sense in his reading it to the Board. I can point it out.

4 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All righ t. Any questions of Mr.

SLeakway before he is excused? The Commonwealth has none.
.

6The licensee has none.

- 7 Mr. Swanson, did you indicate whether you had

8 questions of Mr. Leakway?

9 MR. SWANSON: If we can have just a moment to look

10over the documents, because I can't right this second

11 preclude the possibility that Mr. Leakway might be able to

12 help explain them.

13 (Pause.)
, ,

14 MR. SWANSON: Staff has no questions.

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH: No questions? All righ t, Mr.

16 Le a k wa y , thank you very much for appearing. You are excused.

17 (Witness excused.)

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Would this be a good time to take

19a mid-af ternoon break?
.

20 MR. SELK0WITZ: That is fine with me.

21 (Whereupon, a brief recess was taken.)*

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH: During the recess, the Board was

23 talking about what can be done to make the process a little

() 24 bit smoother and more reliable. We thought that we might

25 requ est the staff to present somebody that could do
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(} 1something similar to what Mr . Colitz was doing, and decided

2 that we should not make it as strong as a request.

3 However, if the staff wishes to have somebody in

O
4 attendance who could not only advise staff counsel but

5actually on an as needed basis sit there and testify on a
.

6 spot basis, he would be welcome to do it, and the

- 7 Commonwealth has offered to make Dr. Do rn sif e 's e xpe rt

8 testimony available, too, as we progress, as needed.

9 Also, the Board wants to ha ve the schematics. We

10ha ve some disconten t with the way the process is proceeding,

11and we are trying to explore ways to make it a little more

12sch ool y . What is your feeling, Mr. Swanson?

13 You don't have to -- 'J ell , if you can discuss it

14and consider it now, it would be very helpful. Would there

15be any objections to tha t procedure?
,

16 MR. BLAKEs I don't have any objection. This is

17wh at we really wanted to try to do. Even in the first

18 couple of days, I saw this coming. I don't have any

tgobjection to getting as much information before the Board so
.

20they can mak e these determinations as possible.

21 CHAIRMAN SMITH. I envision a rather unstructured-

22roundtable a pproach . We get stuck, we ask the expert, and

23then we go on from there.

() 24 MR. BLAKE: Fair enough. We will try and get in

25 ouch with Mr. Colitz, too, to see if he can be available.t
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1 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay.
{}

2 MR . SW ANSON : I think this is a matter that is

3probably going to require some thought on our part.

O 4 Howaver, if Mr. Colitz is going to be available, that might

S alle via te the problem. There are a number of
.

6 considerations. For example, having any one person here may

7not do the job on behalf of the staff. There are certainly-

8various fields of specialization involved when you have

9 investigations, et cetera.

10 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I realize that. Of course,

11whoever you have just might have that problem. I don 't

12 kn o w . But the thought was, it would be a roundtable

13 ap p roach . If one of the experts of the various parties

14h a ppen ed to know the answer, they come up with it, rather

15th an the Board speculating and treading water, as we have

16been doing.

17 MR. SWANSON: Well, I guess it is pretty obvious.

18 I guess I do have assistants with me during this phase of

19the proceeding . If we get to a point where some further
.

20 explanation is necessary , perhaps we could provide that.

21For example if we get bogged down on a specific point, and.
,

22 We could render assistance by providing some expert

23 testimony, perhaps we could do that.

( 24 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Well, let's keep that possibility

251n mind, and if we continue to get bogged down again, we
}

(
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(~3 1will just see if that approach might work a little bit
'V

2better than what we are doing now. All right.

3 MR. SELKOWITZ: We led off, M r. Chairman, with a
f ,s

V
4 request for the parties to gather in front of them four work

5 requests, which I would now like mark for4

.

6 identification. It would be TMIA Exhibit 29A, B, C, and D,

71n this order: 20717 ---

8 CHAIRMAN SMITHS All right, A through D, 20717.

9 MR. SELK0WITZ: That would be A, 29A; 21187 would

10be 29B; 25107 is C; and --

11 DR. JORDAN The first number again? 251077

12 MR. SELK0WITZ: The first exhibit, 20717. And the

131a st would be 2n319, which would be 290.

14 (The documents referred to were

15 marked for identification as

16 TMIA Exhibits Number 29A, 29B,

17 29C, and 29D.)j

; 18 MR. 1 ELK 0WITZ: I would point out to the Board

19 th at this is a series of ones, that A, B, and C were
i

.

20 cancelled in favor of D, that the total time that elapsed

21 from origination ---

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Wait a minute. We don't have
,

23these.

O 24 <> ==e-)

25 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Pa rt of our pro blem is , Mr.

O
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/~
(s) 1Selkowitz, I have some work orders that seem to be dangling

2here from the last witness. Don't you intend to offer

; 3them? We got them prepared for him.

4 MR. SELKOWITZ These are still from the last

Switness. You know, the last witness, I mean, Mr. Leakvay.
.

6Is that what you mean ?

7 CHAIRMAN SMITH. That's right.-

8 MR. SELK0WITZ These were originally identified

9for Mr. Leakway. These are his, and there may be still some

10 th a t will be remaining, because I have attempted to taper

11 this consistent with my view of what I need on this record

12 an d the Board can use to make a decision so we don't have

13 redund an t problems brought to the Board's attention.

O\- 14 CHAIRMAN SMITH: What is the status, if you

15 recall, of Work Request 20825 and M1046, and 21532. What is

16the status of those? Those seem to be dangling. Cr are you

17t a king those up next?

18 MR. SELK0WITZ: 20825 and 21532, I still have them

19here in this folder, but have decided that they would be
,

20 re d u nda n t , and I am not going to pursue them.

21 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right. Can I either return-

22them or throw them uway, and get them off of my desk?

23 MR. SELK0WITZ: Sure.

() 24 Now, our reason for offering these Exhibit 29,

25 Parts A through D, into evidence is as follows. First of
,

i
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{} 1all, we consider this to be an unduly long period of time

2 based on the origination dates where the problem was first

3 determined, which is 7/17/77 as shown on 29A. The ark was
().

4 completed pursuant to 29D on September luth, 1978, which is'

Sa year and two months, roughly.
.

6 CHAIRMAN SMITH: And how do we know that?

7 MR. SELK0WITZ: Each of these work requests, A, B,-

Sa n d. C, were car. celled as per Exhibit D, and the work

stherefore done on Exhibit D in a process that has been

10 described by several of the witnesses -- If you will note,

11 a t the top of each one it says " Cancelled. See Work Request

1224319."

13 CHAIRMAN SMITH: My copy of 29D, TMIA 29D, is

14111e gi ble . That is all ri gh t . I will share. Oh, I see Dr.

15Little 's is q uite clear . It just h a p pe ne'd to be mine. So,

161f you have an extra one --

17 MR. SELK0WITZ: We do.

18 (Pause.)

19 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Yes.
*

20 MR. SELK0WITZs That establishes the time period

21 th a t it took to have this work done, which we feel was.

22und 21y long, even for a P rio rit y 2, although I note that on

I2329C it was denoted as a Priority 1.

() 24 As to its safety relatedness, we have the

25 testimony of Mr. Colitz desc-ibing its function, found on
,

v
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1Page 2891, at least, of the transcript, and there may be a
{

21ater reference to it during Mr. Blake's examination.

3 It is our opi'. lion, si r , that this va l v e , CAV-2,,

V 4which is the valve through which several sampling lines run

5from within the containment building to various types of
.

6 equipment and forms part of the containment boundary, was

7during this period incapable of manual operation..

8 Also , they could not tell whether it was open

9because the valve did not indicate whether it was open.

10 Th a t portion was apparently broken , as indicated on Exhibit

1129C, Paragraph 3. In the failure of the electronics

12 signallin g to close it when necessary, they would have had

13 great dif ficulty telling what position it was in, would not

} 14necessarily have been able to isolate the containment

15through this valve, which is necessary, and therefore we
.

16 think it bears some relationship to safe operation.

17 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Blake?

18 MR. BLAKE: Er. Smith, licensee opposes the

19 introduction of these into evidence, citing the same
B

20 testimony as Mr. Selkowitz by "r. Colitz. This valve was

21 discussed in some detail by Mr. Colitz. It is a valve on a,

,

|

22three-eighths inch sampling line, which he described as

;7normally being closed. It is opened periodically through

() 24the week. Its important function is to ensure its closure

25 au to ma tically upon containment isolation.
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1 And there is, on the face of all of these

2 documents, there is no indication that the automatic

3 functioning was any problem, and as Mr. Selkowitz correctly

O 4 observed, its manual operation , because of a broken hand

Swheel, that presumably was the reason why it was given a
.

6 Priority 1, and there is no safety significance based on Mr.
i

7Collu. record evidence in this case..

~

8 I oppose its admission.

9 3R. SWANSON: The staff would also object to these

10d oc u me n ts . This appears to be one of those areas, again,

11 where Mr. Selkowitz in his questioning did not get to that

12 ultima te question as to its saf ety significance, nuclear

13 safety significance . Granted, we have a description of the

( 14im po rt an ce , but as I understand it, we have a pneumatic

1Sv a lv e . These work requests, however, go to the rep ar fa

16 manual hand wheel. I guess to go into any more description

17of that would require a discussion of matters that are no t

18 n evidence, but on the basis of the record, there is no1

19 indication that this is safety related, and I seriously
.

20 oub t that if we were to go into a detailed probe of thisd

21 m a tt e r , that we would elicit testimony that it is..

22 On the face of it, these documents have checked

23of f No. The work does not have an effect on nuclear

() 24sa f e ty . So, the staff is of the po si tion that they are not

2Srplevant to the contention.

(lA-
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1 MR. BLAKE: I neglected to cite the pages of Mr.
U''s

2Colitz's testimony where the detailed discussion took

3 place. That was 3167 through 3171.

4 CHAIRMAN SMITH: The exhibit is rejected.

5 (The documents referred to,
.

6 previously marked for

7 identification as TMIA.

8 Exhibits Number 29A, B, C,

9 and D, were rejected.)

10 MR. ROBERT ADLER: Mr. C h ai rma n , I am sorry, we

11.h a d one point to make on that. As Mr. Blake pointed out, it

121s the pneumatic control that would indicate being

13 indicative of the saf ety significance of this. However, in

( 14 Work Order 25107, as Mr. Selkowitz pointed out, the valve

15did not indicate open.'
,

16 Now, it appears as if that situa tion was re .edied

17a few days later, and that would be fine. In the first two

18 vork o rders, however, there is no indication of whether the4

19 Valve indica ted open or not open, so to that extent, there

\
.

20 s an ambiguity.1

21 CHAIRMAN SMITH: There is a void of information on,

22the other work orders.

23 MR. ROBEPT ADLER: "e would also note that the

() 24 position of the valve is important for the sampling of the

25 primary system from a safety s ta ndpoin t.

O .V
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() 1 CHAIRMAN SMITH: As I understand your point, there

2was a time when the valve indicator, position indicator was

3not functioning. That was corrected.
(

4 MR. ROBERT ADLER: Tha t was 9/4/78.

5 CHAIRMAN SMITH: What exhibit do you see that in?
.

6 MR. ROBERT ADLER: In 29C.

7 CHAIRMAN SMITHS But you see no indication -- or.

8you think that could have been a continuing problem from

90ther dates?

10 MR. ROBERT ADLER: We don 't know.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: That's a void. Okay.

12 The ruling remains the same. We reject the

13 ex hibit .

14 MR. BLAKE: Mr. Sm i th , Mr. Trowbridge has some

15 business he wanted to discuss, if this is a convenient

16braa king point. I think we are about to go to the next

17vi . ness . It niight take just a moment.

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay.

19 MR. TROWBRIDGE: I am sorry to interrupt with a
.

20sched ule problem, but I have been talking to Mr.

21 Tourtellotte and Ellyn Wiess both, and we find we have a-

|
22 problem with the schedule on filing cross examination plans

23with respect only to testimony in response to Board

24q ues tion s .
,

1

25 'h e Board will recall that we ag reed to file -- or

k_"/
/g

|
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Iit was agreed that cross-examination plans on the first

2 three issues to be heard in the proceeding will be filed on

30ctober 28. That arrangement was made at a time when we

O 4 knew but overlocked the fact tha t we were not proposing to

5 file answers to Board questions, though we have filed
.

6 testimony, but answers to Board questions relating to the

7 emergency feedwater and to LOCA analyses until October 28.

8ourselves.

9 Under these circumstances, wha t I am suggesting

10 1s , and I think this is agreeable to Mr. Tourtellotte, and I

11 represent that it is agreeable to Ellyn Weiss, that they

12will file cross examination plans on the material they now

13 ha ve , but will file any cross examination time they may have

() 14cn our answers to th e Board questions wi th the beginning of

15 th e hearing, and we think this is likely to he November 4,

16 th e beginning of the hearing session dealing with the Group

17A items.

18 Now, there is a second problem not quite so easily

i

19 re so lved . The staff has committed to file its answer to the
~

20 oard question on UCS 8 LOCA analyses by October 31. Ms.B

21 Weiss does not feel that tha t gives her enough time to
.

22 prepare a cr'ss examination plan or even to be sure that if

23we get over Contentions 1 and 2, UCE Contentions 1 and 2,

24that she would necessarily be ready to do her cross()
25ex a cin a tion .

|
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{~}
1 On that basis, I would recommend to the Board that

2with respect only to the cross examination on testimony in

3 response to the Board questions on UCS 8, tha t the Board

O 4 waive the requirement for that cross examination plan on

5that piece of testimony, and that Ms. Weiss, who by November
.

64 will have seen wha t the staff response to th e Board

7 question is, will be in a position to advise the Board.

8vhether she will be able to take up that in regular order or

9not.

It CHAIRMAN SMITH: One of the purposes of the cross

11 examination plan was to control cross examination plans by

12in te r veno rs who were not pursuing a contention. That was

13only one of the purposes. That doesn 't seem to develop into
w

sd 14 an y type of problem in this case. I feel tha: it is not

1511k ely to be a problem.

16 MR. TROWBRIDGE: It is obviously no problem to

17us. We are agreeable to this suggestion.

18 CHAIRMAY SMITH: Could you give us seriatim now --

19 MR. TROWBRIDGE: Let me give it to you seriatim.
.

20 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Stop when we are supposed to rule.

. 21 MR. TROWBRIDGE: I will start with our responses

22to Poard questions. The Board had a series of questions on

23em e rgency feedwater. They were labeled Board Cuestions 6A

() 24through K. We have already filed a portion of our response

25 o t ha t , namely, 6A through C and 6G through 6K. We stillt

(
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/~% towe the Board responses to 6D, E, and F, and we will be
()

2 re ad y to fi.'. e that response by October 28th.

3 The suggestion is that the sta f f a nd M s. W eiss

(,

4both be given until November 4 or the start of the session

Son Group A items, whichever is later, to file with the Board
*

,

6the cross examination plans, if any.

7 Now, I am stopping for one ruling there.-

8 CHAIRMAN SMITHS I beg your pardon?

9 MR. TROWBRIDGE: I am stopping for a ruling.

10 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay. Tha t is granted .

11 MR. TROWBRIDGEs The second had to do with the

12staf f response to the Board question on UCS 8, which staff

13has promised on October 31. My proposal is that both we and

O
)_/ 14UCS not be required to file cross examination plans with

15 resp ect to the staf f 's answer, and that as for ourse1Ses, we

16will be prepared to address that staff answer in the normal

17 course of the proceedings. UCS will advise the Board on

18 November 4 whether or not they will have to take that in

19some diff erent order.
.

20 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I don't understand what it is

21 tha t UCS wants..

22 MR. TROWBRIDGE: UCS wants, because they will not

23see this staff response until October 31, or they have no

() 24gu ar antee they will see it before October 31, they wish, A,

25 to be relieved of th a oblication to firo a cross examination
o

O
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1 plan. '

p~J
2 CH AIRM AN SMIT!!: All right.

i

3 MR. TROWBRIDGE: And B, they are not sure, not

O 4having seen the October 31 response, that they will be

5 prepared to conduct their cross examination when we get to
.

6that item on the agenda. But they will be prepared to

7 advise the Board on November 4 whether or not they can be,

8 prepared.

9 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Assuming we waive the filing of
i

10the written cross examination plan. they certainly will be

11 pre pa red to sta te orally wha t they intend to achieve by

12 cross examination if called upon by the Board.

13 MR. TROWBRIDGE: I did not cover that with Ms.

() 14 Weis s .

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Well, as far as -- we can waive

16 th a t , but all parties should always be aware that they would

17be called upon to explain what cross examination is leading

18to in each instance, but they don't have to follow a written

19 cross examination plan.

.

20 On the other, I don't know of any ruling that we

. 21 can make.

22 MR. TROWBRIDGE: I don't think there is an

23 occasion for a Boa rd ruling at the moment. It is just to

() 24 ale rt the Board that UCS may or may not come up ready when

25the time comes.

(GJ

'
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g 1 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay.

r-) j
2 MR. TROWBRIDGE Mr. Chairman, there is one other

.

3 scheduling matter which I thought the Board was going to
O
\- 4take up, and tha t is the question of when we get to

5 discussing the hydrogen control issue. Mr. Sholly is not
.

6here toda y . He was yesterda y. I would like to inform the
,

7 Board that as f ar as Ms. Weiss is concerned, she would like.

sit to be on November 4. Otherwise, she is going to have to

9make a special trip 6.o Harrisburg for the discussion.

10 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I was Ms. Weiss's wrong number

11 yest erday . I regret I didn't take the opportu' tty to get

12her opinion .

13 MR. TROWBRIDGE: She does want to be here for that
,

141 t em .

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Well, November 4 is going to be a

16 h alf -d a y .

17 (Pause.)

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Dr. Jordan has observed tha t we

19have not had Mr. Sholly's input, but I think that we should
.

20 schedule it as the first item of business for November the

21 4th. If Mr. Sholly for some reason objects to that, I.

22 suppose he can make his objection.

23 MR. TROWBRIDGE: I have reason to believe from a

(} 24 ve ry brief discussion with tr. Sholly and from my discussion

25with Ms. Weiss that almost any day will be agreeable to Mr.
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ISholly.

7 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Yes, he has usually been very .

3much available.

0'l 4 All right. We will sched ule for November 4th

5 consideration of hydrogen control litigation. Are you going
.

6to communicate this to Ms. Weiss?

7 DR. JORDAN 4 And Mr. Sholly?'

,

8 MR. TROWBRIDGE: I shall right now, and Mr. Sholly

9 (Pause.).

10 MR. SELK0WITZ: We are prepared to call Mr. Ea rl

11 Meck .

12 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Do you swear to tell the truth,

13th e whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

O's_j 14 MR. MECKs I do.

15 MR . ,S3LK0WITZ : So the Board can prepare for this,

16I can give you a list right now of all the ones we are going

17to ask "r. Meck, and then you will have them.

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right. We have before us the

iglist associated with his name.

'

20 MR. SELK0WITZ: Okay. We are going to ask him

21 conc ernin g the first one on that list, 23687, and the third
,

22gro u ping , which is a group of five.

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH: The third grouping, which is wha'.?

24 MR. SELK0WITZ4 Five work orders, 22571, and then(}
25across the line.

G
k-- )
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1 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I've got it.
{}

2 MR. SELK0WITZ: And C0178.

3 CHAIRMAN SMITH: And not the others?

O 4 MR. SELK0WITZs That is correct.

| 5 CHAIRMAN SMITHS I can cross a line through those?
.

6 MR. SELK0WITZ: Yes, sir.

7 (Pause.).

a CHAIRMAN SMITH: Proceed.

9Whereupon,
,

10 EARL MECK

11 wa s ca lled a s a witness, and having been first duly sworn,

12took the stand, was examined, and testified as follows:

13 DIRECT (AS ON CROSS) EXAMINATION

() 14 BY MR. SELK0WITZ:

15 0 Mr. Meck, would you tell us your position with

16 Me tro poli tan Edison ?

17 A I am a mechanical maintenance foreman in the PM

18 Department.

19 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I neglected to ask, would you

.

20 sta te your full name, your occupation, and your business

21 add r ess ?.

22 THE WITNESS: I am Earl A. Meck. I am mechanical

23 maintenance f oreman in the PM Department at the Metropolitan

24 Edison Company, at Three Mile Island.()
25 CHAIRMAN SMITH: What is PM Department?

O
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1 THE WITNESSs Preventive maintenance.

2 BY MR. SELK0WITZr (Resuming)

3 0 Mr. Meck, the PM Department is a new job for you.

O 4Is that correct?

5 A Yes, sir.
.

6 Q When did you assume that position?

7 A At the end of last January..

8 0 January of?

9 A Eighty.

10 0 Eighty. And prior to that, sir, what was your

11 responsibility at Three Mile Island?

12 A Corrective maintenance foreman.

13 0 And how long did you have that job, sir?

O 14 A Since Ju11 of 197e.

15 0 And I take it, sir, you are familiar with the work

16 request approval system that was in effect during that-time

17pe riod .

18 A Yes, sir.

19 0 And you had occasion to originate work requests?

'

20 A Yes.

21 0 And did v eu have occasion to sign as an originator
.

22su perviso r ?

23 A I may have, but I don't reca11 any right at the

A 24mo m en t .V
25 0 Are you familiar, sir, with the fact that there

O
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1was a priority system in place during your stay at the

2 Island?

3 A Yes.

4 0 Could you tell us, sir, what your understanding of

Sa Priority 1 is? Or, excuse me. Let me rephrase that.-

.

6 What was your understanding of a Priority 1 prior

7to assuming your job as a preventive maintenance foreman?.

8 A Do the job as soon as possills.

9 Q And when you saw that, sir, was it in the context

10 o f , here is a work request that has been approved and now

11 please get the work done?

12 A yes.

13 Q And was your understanding at that time, having

() 14 been given a 1 priority, that it meant do the job as soon as

15po ssible?

16 A Yes.

l 17 0 Wh en you o rigina ted work tickets and put a

18t eco mm9nded priority on them, did you ever put a 1 priority

19on any of those? Let me back up, because I may have asked

.

20the question out of turn.

21 Did you ever put a recommended priority on a work.

22 tick e t th at you originated?

23 A I don't remember.

/~h 24 No, I can't remember.
G'

25 Q I want to draw your attention, sir, to a group of

O
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Ivork orders which I would ask to be marked as follows:

222571 as TMIA Exhibit 30A; 22572 as 30B; 22574 as 30C; 22575

3as 30D; and 22576 as 30E.

4 (The documents referred to were; '

5 marked for identification as
.

6 TMIA Exhibits Number 30A, 30B,

7 30C, 30D, and 30E.)
.

8 BY MR. SELK0WITZ: (Renuming)

9 0 Take a moment if you would, sir, and review the

10 originator's signature on each of those.

11 A Those are my own signature.

12 Q Do you happen to recall originating this

13 collection of work tickets, sir?

() 14 A Yes.

,

15 0 I note at the top of all of them it says

16" Cancelled by Originator,"

'

17 A Yes.

18 Q Did you affix that to it?

19 A Yes.

'

20 Q And do you recall when you did that?

21 A Yes.
.

22 Q When was that, sir?

23 A Before the refueling.

24 Q Can you give me a month for that?

25 A Not really.

1
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-s 1 0 When you say before the refueling, you mean before
., ,

2 the 1978 refueling?
|

3 A Yes.,

O' 4 0 I see.. So all we have te do is get that date

51ndependently, and that would be correct for purposes of the
.

6 record. We just have to find out when that refueling was

7and we will know when you did this?.

8 A I have dated them 11/16/77.

9 0 Okay. Now, 11/16/77 is the date you originated

10 th es e . Is that correct?

11 A fes.

12 0 Is that also the date you cancelled them?

13 A Now, this, I am not sure.

() 14 Q I guess that is my question, if we want to
,

15 understand each other. Do you recall when you cancelled

16 th em and you said before the refueling?

17 A Yes.

18 0 Is that what you meant to say, sir?*

19 A Yes.

'

20 0 Okay. I notice that in every case on the second

21 pa g e , on January 24th of 1978, there was approval to.

22 commence work given by Mr. Trotman, I believe it is.

23 A Yes, Fichard Trotman.

24 0 Who is he, sir?(}
25 A He is -- in fact, I don't even know what his

,

t

%d
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1 position was.

2 0 Was he someone to whom you reported?

3 A I think he was a coordinator for the maintenance

4 department.

5 0 Because I am not f amilia r with that, sir but does
.

6that mean he would be someone to whom you reported?

7 A Not me directly, no.
,

8 0 Would a supervisor of yours report to him?

9 A Probably.

10 0 I am trying to put him in the chain of inf orma tion

11 h e re . Now, I notice, sir, that these were all 1D

12 prio rities , to be done during the shutdown, and the

13information on them is identical otherwise, and I just want

() 14to ask if you can recall why it was tnat you cancelled them.

15 A I wrote them originally because my su perviso r

16 asked me to .

17 0 Who was that, sir?

18 A Mr. McGarry. And later, it was found that we had

19no need for them, because we were not going to work these

*

20 jobs under work requests. We were going to work them under

21a procedure for refueling.
,

. 22 0 Now, were you here earlier today during a

23 discussion by Dr. Jordan and one of the witnesses about

/~ 24 procedures f or ref ueling ? I think it was Mr. Shovlin. Were
V)

25You present then, sir?

O
!
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1 A I am not sure.s

2 0 There was a discussion concerning whether there

3were some standing types of maintenance that might be done

4during a refuelings that were not done on work requests,

5 th at they were done through another system.
.

6 A Through a procedure, yes.

7 0 And just as I understand that these were cancelled
,

8because they represented work that was to be done through

9the other procedure.

10 A -Yes, sir.

11 0 Did someone instruct you to cancel them, sir?

12 A Yes, sir.

13 0 Who was that?

() 14 A I think it was another foreman, Neil Hanizer.

15 0 Do you know, sir, whether the work here was done
,

16via the other procedure?

17 A Yes, it was.

18 MR. SELK0WITZ: I am not coing to move those into

19 evidence , sir.

~

20 I would like to turn the Board 's a ttention and

21 yo u r s , M r. M eck, to Work Order C0178 and ask that to be
,

'

22 marked as TMI A Ex hibit 31.

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Did you just offer --

24 MR. SELK0WITZ: No, I said I am not offering them.p3
J

25 CHAIRMAN SMITH: You are withdrawing them?

O
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{ 1 MR. SELK0WITZ: I never had offered them, so I

2 guess technically I am not going to.

3 CHAIRMAN SMITH: You do not intend to offer them?

O 4 MR. SELK0WITZ: That is correct, sir. The

5 explanation given by this witness is sufficient, sir, that
.

Swe need not offer them into evidence as they would not be of

7any probative value as I see it..

8 (The documents referred to ,

9 previously marked for

to identification as TMIA

11 Exhibits Number 30A, 30B, 30C,

12 30D, and 30E, were withdrawn.)

13 MR. SELK0WITZ: I would like to have the next work

() 14 re qu es t , C0178, which is a computerized form on the first

15page marked as TMI A Exhibit 31.

16 (The document referred to was

17 marked for identification as

18 TMIA Exhibit Number 31.)

19 MR. SELK0WITZ : Mr. Chairman, earlier the Board

.

20 received some copies of blank work requests, a computerized

21 form, and it might be appropriate at this time to point out-

>

22that TMIA Exhibit 31 is a copy of the work request

23 nstituted on that new computerized format.i

24 (Pause.)()
25 BY MR. SELKOWITZ: (Resuming)

O
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1 0 Mr. Meck, did you ever initiate work requests on

2 this f orm ?

3 A Yes.
,

0'1 4 0 And when using this form, do you insert a

i

5 recommended priority?,
.

6 A No.

7 MR. SELK0WITZ: I have no further questions of
,

8this witness on this work order or the next one, both of

9which I can ask be marked and received based.on the document

10itself.

11 I would for purposes of TMIA Exhibit 31 direct the

12 Boa rd 's. a ttention to Page 2, in which it is indicated that

13 this is -- in Line 3 B , the work does have an effect on

() 14nuclea r safe ty. I note that it was origina ted on 1/7/79.

15The work itself was done, as is seen on the last page, on

161/9/ 79, only two da ys later, but that it took some seven

17 months for the testing to be done and the component released

1Sfor normal use. At least that is the indication I would

191nfer from lines 15 and 16.
*

20 We therefore feel that that is the nexus to our

21 contention of f aulty maintenance practices that affect
.

22sa f e t y , in that, as I argued earlier today, one must be sure

23 n a quality control component such as this that it has in l1

24 fact been done correctly, and at least on the face of this
}

25 ocument there is no showing tha t it was accomplished in ad

()'
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1 timely fashion.

2 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Is it your view tha t because of

3the unit sealed by the door, which is apparently the fuel
,

:

4 handling building, or the fuel storage pool building, that
,

5the status of operation is irrelevant? Plant operation, I
.

6mean?

. 7 MR. SELK0WITZ: For purposes of determining

8wh ether the door is sealed , the status of th e pla n t would be

9 irrelevant. I think that test should be done sooner than

10seven months.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: With the plant shut down th .a next

12 month, what difference would it make?

13 MR. SELK0WITZ: Because that, sir, is precisely

() 14 wh en they are handling the fuel elements, precisely when the

15 door must be sealed.

16 CHAIRMAN SMIT 9: 4here do we find the work

17 completed on this?

18 MR. SELKOWITZ: It is on the last page, Line 13.

19 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Don't you read the signatures

20th ere ? At the best, this is an ambiguous documen t. The

21 wo rk procedure itself calls for testing, 6.5, flight seal,
.

1

22which I guess was the purpose. They retest Met Ed substance j
'

23criterias in the box, which is signed off on .979. Well,

24that is just one of the observations I make.

25 So, I quass the only complaint you have is that --

O
|
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1Well, I don't know for sure what.

2 MR. SFLK0WITZa My complaint, sir, is, as I said

3 earlier today, th e people doing the work sign off on Line

(0 413, and they take care of Line 12. Let me ask Mr. Meck.

S BY MR. SEI.K0WITZs (Resuming)
.

6 Q Is it your understanding, sir, tha t the people

7doing the work are the ones that would check off Line 12 on-

8the document that has been identified as Exhibit 317

9 A True.

10 MR. SELK0WITZ: Then, Mr. Chairman, my position is

11 tha t it has been determined by others in this company that

12this is a quality control item, and perhaps by the NRC

13itself -- I don ' t know the answer to that -- which requires

() 14someone who did not do the work to do the checking.

15 CHAIEMAN SMITH: Mr. Blake?

16 MR. BLAKE: Mr. Chairman, Mr. Colitz spoke

17directly to the importance he attached to the seal around

18 the f uel handling door, and he said that it was an important

191 tem on tha t basis alone. I have no objection.

.

20 CHAIRMAN SMITH: '4here did he talk about it?
.

21 MR. BLAKE: I can give you the pages 3155.

22 th rough 315 8. I also would offer, I think, for the Board's

23 explanation tha t when I look at those dates at the bottom of

24that procedure, I think those are the approval dates to okay()
25that procedure. Those look to me like the PORC and unit

O
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1 superintendent.

2 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I can't hear you.

3 MR. BLAKEs The approval, those 1/9 dates at the

4 bottom, sre not necessarily signing off as to the tests

'

Shaving been done. I think those are okays as to the
.

6 procedures to follow, that it is a PORC approved procedure,

7which is required by virtue of the answers to 3A and B..

8 MR. BLAKEs Mr. Smith, to try to point out

9so me thing that may be helpful to the Board, it appears to me

10 th at in fact the same initials appear up in retest Met Ed

11 Acceptance Criteria , up here at the top, above the date

121/9/79, on the last page of this exhibit. The same initials

13as the man's name who appears on Line 15. It looks to me

() 1411 k e a D . J . , similar to,a D. James, it appears, but I can't
,

15 explain f urth er.

16 DR. LITTLE: The question is, when were the

17 initials entered in Line 12? I don 't know how to figure

18 th a t out for sure.

19 MR. BLAKE: Fair enough. All I can indicate is
.

20tha t they are above the date 1/9/79, but I do not know

21 with ou t talking to this individual..

22 MR. SELK0WITZ: I do want to point out to the

23 oard that there was another transcriot page where this wasB

() 24 discussed, and that is 2886, and further, that the quality

25 control line is Line 16, and tha t also indicates that there
o
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1are people whose job it is to do a review of work and

2 testing but not sign off until 8/879, which is really the

3seven months that I am talking about.
.

' 4 MR. BLAKE: Do I understand now, Mr. Selkowitz,

5 th a t you are offering it for a different purpose?
.

6 MR. SELK0WITZ: I thought I said that quality

7 control had not reviewed it before seven months. If I
,

8hadn't, that is what I intended to say.

4 MR. BLAKE: That is the purpose of this?

10 MR. SELK0WITZs We do not dispute that the

11 docu men t indicates the work was done in two days. The

12 question is whether that ends the discussion of whether that

131s the proper maintenance procedure, just because they did

() 14 th e work . We think that it is not the end of the question.

15 CHAIRMAN SMITHz This is the area the Board has

16 observed as one that is dangling. We have never learned

17 wha t quality control means, although I cannot envision it

18 mea ning anything related to production. It certainly must

igeither be personnel safety or nuclear safety in this case.

*

20 I hope that when you have completed, that you will

21 categorize your quality control allegations, and formulate a
.

22 single argument on just what you mean should be some

23 standards that you think were not met.

~

24 MR. SELK0WITZ I think we will endeavor to de

25that. We are waiting Mr. Blake's own receipt of a completed
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1 copy of Procedure 1008, which I think we are going to nead,

2and the Board has requested tha t . In fact, I was going to

3 raise at this time whether once we have received that, if we
q,

' ~/ 4might not have an opportunity to present by way of a company

5 witness some testimony or som'eone presenting the testimony.
.

6 CHAIRSAN SMITH: Well, we have asked for the

7 testimony..

8 MR. SELK0WITZ I understand. I wasn't quite sure

' gvho it was that was going to present it. As se view it, it

10seems to be an important part of a portion of that

11 contention, and we might want to be in a position to call

12that witness. I am just making that statement now. If it

13needs to be, then the Board is aware that we might request

() 141t .

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay. So the only thing the

16 Board could possibly find from this document -- we couldn ' t
,

17possibly find, if this document is accepted to portray the

18 events reported on it , that there was ever a question of

19 sa f e ty at all.

*

20 MR. SELKGWITZ: I am sorry, sir?

. 21 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Because not only did they do the

22 wo rk , replace the gasket, but they increased the pressure

23a nd tested the seal, and all that. Your complaint is that

(~S 24the quality control people didn 't get around until several
V

25 months later to confirming that the work had been done

O
O
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1 correctly?

2 MR. SELK0WATZ: I don't say to confirm, sir. I

3say to determine if the work had been done correctly,

4because those are the people that are supposed to do that,

Snot the workers. Otherwise --
.

6 CHAIRMAN SMITHS No, the workers are required to

7 determine that the work has been done, and one of the steps-

Bof the work was to test the seal with the pressure test, and

9that was signed off.

10 MR. EFLK0WITZ: I understand thate

11 CHAIRFAN SMITH: And if we accept the document as

12 bein g a reliable document, as we must, it is solely a

13 quality control problem.
,

() 14 MR. SELK0WITZ: Yes, that is correct.

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH: So we are going to have a group

16of them that go to the same point, and I want to see those

17 isolated some time in the proceeding.

18 MR. SELK0WlTZs I am trying to identify them as we

199o , a nd then we will make one argument about them, and then
.

20tell you about those numbers at that poin t in the argument,

- 21 the exhibit number a t that time. Is tha t all right?

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay. That will be fine.
i

23 Mr. Swanson ?

24 MR. SWANSONs We have no objection.(}
25 CHAIRMAN SMITH. Mr. Blake?

|

Cn.) 1

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY,INC,

400 VIRGINIA AVE., S.W., WASHINGTON. D.C. 20024 (202) 554 2345 !

|
_. _ __ _ _



3698

1 MR. BLAKE: Do I understand that we will get at

2the end of this process an indentification of which work

3 requests are related and which ones go to the QA, QC, and

4 the others go to th e def erral, presumably? Or if it is

5something different, we will all understand at the end of
.

6the process?
.

7 CHAIRMAN SMITH. Yes, and certainly, I think, in-

8this case, I think the only thing that could ever be drawn

9from this document raises the question of the QA approach.

10 MR. ELAKE: This one I understand, but just so we

11 ge t this enumeration at the end from TMIA. Thank you.

12 CHAIRMAN SMITH: So, for that purpose -- Does the

C13 ommonwealth have any comment? All right. So, for that

-( ) 14 purpose alone, we will receive the exhibit.

15 I don't recall. Did you object or not?
!

16 MR. BLAKE: I did not object to this.
!

|
! 17 (The document referred to,

18 previously marked for

19 identification as TMIA
.

20 Exhibit Number 31, was

21 received in evidence.)-

22 MR. SELK0WITZ: I have no further questions of

23this witness. I have one other exhibit to offer, but it is

() 24argu men t and there are no questions necessary of Mr. Meck.

25 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Does anybody have any questions

V)
f
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t of Mr. Meck before he is excused?

2 (Pause.)

3 MR. SWANSON: Staff does not have any questions.

'

4 CHAIRMAN SMITH Thank you, Mr. Meck. You are

S ex cu sed .
,

.

6 (Witness excused.)
i

7 MR. SELK0WITZ: I would like to ask that Work.

80rder 23687 be identified as TMIA Exhibit 32. 23687 was the

9first one identified for Mr. Meck.

10 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay. Fine.

11 (The document referred to was

12 marked for identification as

13 TMIA Exhibit Number 32.)

() 14 MR. SELK0WITZ: I am going to ask that it be

15 received in evidence based on the following: that it is a

j 161A priority; that it took over 13 months to complete the

17vork f or a lA priority; and its relevance to our safety

18 question is that at the same point in time, three of six of

i 19 these main steam bypass valves sere " blowing steam."

"

20 Mr. Colitz testified at Pages 2896 and 2898 that

21 they were required at all times to ha ve four of them in.

22 operation or they would have to shut down. Here is a case

23where three of them were apparently in need of maintenance

24 urgently by the priority number. We think that this is

25 evidence of their having ignored that need in order to keep

1
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Ithe plant going, which we think is an improper maintenance
~}
v

2 practice, and that the plant needed to be shut down, or some

3of these bypas- ''cives repaired, neither of which occurred.

O 4 CHAIRMAh SMITH: What are your transcript

5 reference-
.

6 MR. SELK0WITZ: 2896 and 2898. Specifically,

72898, Line 5, 6, 7..

8 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Mr. Blake?

9 fR. BLAKE: Mr. Smith, I think the portion of the

|
10 tran scri p t that Mr. Selkowitz has ref erred to is where he

11 did the questioning of Mr. Colitz, I, too, covered

12specifically these valves and Mr. Colitz's views of the

13importance of these valves. That appears at Transcript

() 14Pages 3172 th rough 3175.

15 My reading of Mr. Colitz's -- First of all, to

16 ref resh the Board's memory, the four out of six were the

17four out of six chains, and these particular valves, these

18 D , E, and F, llD, E, and F valves were the manual

igmaintenance isolation valves for each of the important
.

20valv es in those six chains.

21 Mr. Colitz specifically talked about the.

22 mportance which he would attach to the fact that thesei

23 manual maintenance isolation valves leaked, and it was not

() 24 n his view an important safety item.1

25 I oppose the admission of these.
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1 MR. SELK0WITZ: Mr. Chairman, if I misstated -- I

2think I did. I think I indicsted they were required to have

3X number of valves. What I meant to say was, they were

4 required to have X number of lines to which these particular

Svalves are associated, and their function is as Mr. Blake
.

6has represented.

- 7 It is our point that these lines would not have

8been available had they done this maintenance. They should

shave taken each of these lines and done this maintenance.

10Three of those lines needed this maintenance all at the same

11 time . The work was ignored for over a year.

12 Now, if we are going to say that this particula r

13 valve itself didn ' t mean anything to safety, that may very

) 14 well be the case. The point is, you have to look at the
,

15 picture here , and what is this ' associated with , and what is

16the consequence of not doing it?

17 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Not doing the maintenance?

18 MR. SELK0WITZ: Not doing the maintenance. Or

19 ef erring the maintenance. Here the consequence was runningd
.

20the risk cf three of these lines g o.'.n g out all together at

21 th e same time. You are only entitled to have two of them.

22 efore they shut down.b

23 You can see a graphic depiction of this on Diagram
)

24302-011.

25 CHAIRMAN SMITHS We are con :erned about what Mr.
s

(d\m
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fS 1Colitz meant on Page 3175, beginning with Line 5, where he
%)

21s talking about -- well, we don't know what he is talking
,

|

3about. If for some reason, and I am quoting Mr. Colitz, for
O
\/ 4some reason, I guess, to try to answer your question, for

5some reason three of these six valves were inoperable, the
.

6 tech specs would require you to shut down. If you need four

7to heat up.-

8 DR . JORDAN: Based on what he said previously, I

9think he was referring to the main valves, not the valves

10 th a t were manually operated and used for testing, and the

11 valves which are being referred to in this. Is that right?

12 MR. SELK0WITZ: Well, sir, I would suggest if you

131ook at Lines 11 and 12, he seems to be saying - but again,

() 14we a re talking manual valves that normally sit there open.

15I guess it is ambiguous. I would subscribe to asking Mr.

16 olitz to further explain it.C

17 CHAIRY.AN SMITH: He says he can't ever remember

18 avin more than one out at a ti m e , and of course you sayh

19there are three of them that required maintenance, and they
.

20need .wo of them. He could have maintained, if he felt that

- 21 maintenance was needed.

22 MR. SELK0WITZs Mr. Chairman, that is precisely

23the point of this exhibit. If + hey wanted to, they could.

24have done some maintenance on two of them. The point is(}
25th a t for 13 or 14 months, they didn ' t do anything. We think

A()
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r Ithat is improper deferral of maintenance. I

(-]/ l

2 MR. BLAKE: That begs the question. I

3 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I beg your pardon?

O 4 MR. BLAKE: That begs the question.

5 MR. SELK0WITZ: In other words, as long as nothing
.

6goes wrong, in the meantime, chere is no problem, and they

7would be a.llowed to continue to defer things chat they.

8 realize by a lA that they should be doing, so they got lucky

9and nothing happened in 15 months, and then they fixed them.

10 The point is, this stuff was associa ted with three

1111n e s , three separate lines. At no time were they allowed

12to have more than two of them out at the sam e time. So,

13th ey are gambling essentially that they can let three of

() 14 these remain with packings that are blowing steam and

15 continue to operate the plant. That is part of the essence

16of our contention precisely . They got lucky and nothing

17 happened , but what if it didn't?

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Swanson?

19 MR. SWANSON: The staff objects to the

20 introduction of this document. Thet"e is no basis that it is

- 21 rele va nt to the contention. It is not safety-related.

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH: The Commonwealth?

23 MR. ROBERT ADLER: No comment.

24 CHAIRMAN SMITH: No comment? )()
25 Rejected.

I

|

|
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(' 1 (The document referred to,
V)

2 previously marked for

3 identification as TMIA

4 Exhibit Number 32, was

5 re j ec te d . )

.

6 MR. SELK0WITZ: I have no other work orders for

7Mr. Meck. In fact, I had intended to conclude with Mr. Meck.

8today at th e end of our presentation for this day, and then

9take up again in the morning with the balance of them. I

10 don ' t know even if the next witness is present. He may well

11 be .

12 MR. PLAKE: Mr. Eisenhour is here and ready.

13 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I think ce ought to proceed.

(~)hs.m 14 MR. BLAKEs I wonder, Mr. Smith, if we could just

15take a couple of minute break,so I could get again the list

16of items which he is going to take up with Mr. Eisenhour.

17Th at korks pretty smoothly. Then I can get my ducks in a

18 ro w .

19 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right. We need tha t.
.

20 Do you have any additional other than the ones

- 21a ssocia ted '. ith Mr . Eisenhour's name? Do you want all of

22those?

23 MR. SELK0WITZ: Those are really just two sets.

/^N 24Each set relates to exactly the same problem.
%J

25 CHAIRMAN SMITH: So you do want all of them?

n

%.)

|

|
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' {} 1 MR. SELK0WITZ: Yes, sir, and even though there is

2a great number of them, I don't think the questioning will

3take very long.s

4 (Whereupon, a brief recess was taken.)

5 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Are we ready?
.

6 Mr. Eisenhour, would you take that seat, please?

7Would you raise your right hand, sir''

8 Do you swear to tell the truth, the whole truth,

9and nothing but the truth in this hearing, so help you God?

10 MR. EISENHOUR Yes, sir.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Eisenhour, would you state

12your f ull name , your occupation, and your business address,

13 plea se?

) 14 THE WITNESS: Elmer B. Eisenhour, Metropolitan

15 Edison Company , TMI, Post Office Box 480, Middletown.

16 CHAIRMAN SMITH: You have to keep your microphone

17 ve ry close to you mouth. If it gets more than a few inches

18 f rom your mouth , we can 't hear you. T

19 THE WITNESS: E. B. Eisenhour, Metropolitan Edison
.

20 Co m pan y , utility supervisor, post of fice add ress, P. O. Box

- ;1 480, Middletown.

22 CHAIRMAN SMITH: You are utility supervisor?

23 THE WITNESS : Yes.

() 24Wh ereupon ,

25 ELMER B. EISENHOUR

O

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY,INC,

400 VIRGINIA AVE., S.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345

_ _ __



- _

3706

Iwas called as a witness, and having been first duly sworn,

2took the stand, was examined, and testified as follows4

3 DIRECT (AS ON CROSS) EXAMINATION

4 BY MR. SELK0WITZ:

5 0 Mr. Eisenhour, m y name is Larry S elk o wi tz . I
.

6 represent one of the intervenors, TMIA, in this proceeding.

7 Sir, am I correct that one of the functions of the-

8 Utility Division is to do the work of changing the filters

91n the air handling system?

10 A That is correct.

11 Q And how long, sir, have you been in your current

12 position ?

13 A I started my duties at TMI Tuesday following Labe;

() 14 Da y , 1977.

15 0 So that would be approximately September 3rd, 4th,

16or 5th , somewhere in there?

17 A Yes, that is correct.

18 Q And are you familiar,' sir, with the work request
i

j 19 approval forms that have been in use at the Island?
t .

20 A Yes.

- 21 Q And is the work that is given to your department

22 generally prescribed by those work request forms?

23 A Generally, yes.

() 24 I might add about -- approximately 25 percent of

25our work would be indicated by wo rk requests. The balance

Ov

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY,INC,

400 VIRGINIA AVE., S.W WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345

-- . _ . . . _, ,_ .__ _ ___



_ - _ _

l 3707

tis by verbal.-

2 0 And the work that is not by work request, I

| 3believe, was described by Mr. Shovlin as the type that could

4be done by someone calling up your division and saying this

5particular piece of housekeeping work needs to be .

*
,

6 accomplished, something of that nature?

| 7 A Yes. Either by phone or by note..

!
8 0 You are familiar, sir, and a wa re that various work

9 orders are given different priority numbers?

10 A Yes.

!
11 Q And when you are given a work order, sir, with a

12 Priority 1 on it, what is your understanding of when that is

13su pp osed to be done?

() 14 A Priority 1 work orders should be done as soon as

1G practical .

16 Q And do you ever originate work requests, sir?

17 A 1 have not.

18 0 Does anyone under your supervision initiate work

1901 de rs that you can recall?

~

20 A Not to the best of my knowledge.

. 21 0 Do you yourself participate in some of the actual

22 work of changing out filters?

23 A FO.

24 Q Do you supervise people in your departm ent who go
(}

25 ou t and change the filters and report back to you?

!
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- 1 A I have done some of that. Generally it is done by

2my foreman.

3 0 By your foreman? I didn't hea r you.
,

4 A By my foreman under me.

5 0 Who is it, sir, in your understanding, that
.

6 assigns the priority to a work request that comes down to

7you?.

0 A The suggested prio rity would be put on by the

9 originator and the supervisor of maintenance would fill in

10the real priority.

11 0 When you say that, sir, are you referring to the

12sy st em that is currently in place tha t has the computer form

13on it?

() 14 A Correct.

15 0' Do you recall, sir, the forms before it was turned

161n to the com puterized version?

17 A Yes.

18 0 Now, on there, we have had testimony there is no

19sp ace for a separate indication of a recommended priority.

'

20 here is one space in it simply marked Priority. Now, whenT

21 th at form was beina used, in your knowledge, sir, who was it.

-

22t h a t filled in that blank that was marked Priority?

23 A I think the originator would have filled that in

24and it again would have been reviewed by the maintenance

25 supervisor before the work request would have came to my
e

O
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1 departmen t..

2 Q Thank you, sir.

3 MR. SELK0WITZ I am going to ask that a series of

\- 4 work requests be marked as TMIA Exhibits 33A an<1 then

5 subsequent letters as follows.
.

6 CHAIRMAN SMITHS What will be the total reach of

7 the letters? This will be 33A through what? That is all.

Bright. Go ahead.

9 MR. SELK0WITZ: I would ask that Work Request

10 Number 20000 be marked as TMIA Exhibit 33A.

'
11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Wait a minute.

12 MR. SELK0WITZ: I am going to iden tif y the rest of

13this group in what I hope is chronological order. I would

() 1411ke Work Request Number 20183 to be TMIA --
,

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Just take them one a t a time.

1620000 is about two-thirds of the way down in your pack, so

171t took us a while to get it.

18 MR. SELK0WITZ: I am sorry, sir.

19 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Now, what is the next one ?
.

20 MR. SELK0WITZ: 20183.

21 CHAIRMAN SMITH: You skipped one, intentionally?-

22 MR. BLAKE: I didn't get that number.

23 MR. SELK0WITZ: 20183.

() 24 MR. BLAKE: Thank you.

25 MR. SELK0WITZ: I am going to try to put them,

()
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1cir, in a chronological order by date of origination, so

2 tha t is the same in the sequence in which they are marked.

3 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay.

p/
4 MR. SELK0WITZs That should be marked 33B. 20332s

5should be 33C.
. .
'

6 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Now, wait a minute. So you are

7not reading them in the order in which we listed them. What
,

8vas C?

9 MR. SELK0WITZ: 20332.

10 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay.

11 MR. SELK0WITZa That one is C.

12 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right.

13 MR. SELK0WITZ: 20974. Does the Board have that

() 14one ?

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Yes.
4

16 MR. SELK0WITZ: Should be D. 21165 is E.

17 CHAIRMAN SMITHS All right. Go ahead.

18 MR. SELK0WITZs 21587 is F.

19 CHAIRMAN SMITH: All right.

20 HR. SELK 0WI TZ: 21794 is G.

21 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Do you have any idea how many
.

22there are going to be in this series?
J

23 MR. SELK0WITZ: Through the letter M as in Mike.

24 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Go ahead and name them. Then we
)

25will have to take a break while I marshal my papers.
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'

f- 1 MR. SELK0WITZs 22043 is H. 21769 is I. 22905 is

(.)/1

2J.
*

!

3 CHAIRMAN SMITH: 22905?

4 MR. SELK0WITZa Correct, sir. 23042 is 33K.,

5 CHAIRMAN SMITH: What happened to H? What was H?.

. .

6 MR. SELK0WITZa 22043.

7 CHAIRMAN SMITH: 23042 is K.
,

8 MR. SELK0WITZ: And then 25149 is L. And C1055,
.

9the only with a computer form, is 33M.

'

10 (Pause.)

11 (The documents referred to

12 were marked for identification

13 as TMIA Exhibits Number 33A

(]) 14 through 33M inclusive.)

15 MR. SELK0WITZ: If the Board please, I am not
,

16goin g to have any more questions of Mr. Eisenhour. The two

17 work request series that I hvave to offer into evidence are

18 evid en t on the face of the documents, and I would not have

tgany more questions of him. He could be excused, as far as I

*

20am concerned.

21 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Would you summarize Mr.
.

22Eisenhour's testimony?

23 MR. SELK0WITZ: We were trying to ha ve for the

24 record Mr. Eisenhour's understanding of how the priority

25 systems worked and what was meant by a given number, in this

O
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1 case a 1. I also wanted to find out some of the process for

O 2the record of how these came down to the utility division,

'

3and that his division did the air handling filter changeouts

() 4as a general rule. All of thece work requests deal

5 precisely with the air handling filter changeouts.
.

O CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay. Does anybody have any

7 questions of Mr. Eisenhour before he is excused?.

8 Mr. Eisenhour, would you mind hanging around for

.
9another 20 minutes or so before you lea ve? Other than that,

10if we don't call upon you again, you are excused. Thank you

livery much for coming.

12 (Witness excused.)

13 MR. SELK0WITZ: We offer TMIA Exhibits 33A through

() 14M, based on the following: This is a series, as we have

15seen bef ore , of work orders that accumulated over time which

16 vere cancelled in f avor of a work order numbered C1055,

17which has been identified as Exhibit 33M. If the Board has

18th e oppor tunit y , it can review these, and I would ask them

19to take specific note of the following.

~

20 The priority numbers on each of these work

21 requests -- I shouldn ' t say on each, but the priority.

22 numbers are generally speaking 2A's until we get to Exhibit

23K, when it is a 1A, and it remains a lA on L and on M. I

24would ask the ?oard also to note that it is a series of
)

25 filter changeouts on both redundant AHF 6's, that is air

i

O
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1 handling filters 6A and 6B needing to be replaced

O
2 simultaneously thro ug ho ut this period, and that the to tal

3 period involved from May 16th, 1977, which is the

( 4 origination date of 33A, through the work completion date,

5which is on Page 3 of Exhibit 33M, which has a 7/3/79, is in
.

6 excess of 'wc years, and very importantly, if we look on.

,

7Page 2 of C1055, which is 33M, we note that when the work
,

8vas finally done, it was determined by the company at least

gas to Line 3B to have an effect on nuclear safety.

10 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Where do we find that? That

11 wa s --

12 MR. SELK0WITZs Pave 2 of Exhibit 33M.

13 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Blake?

() 14 MR. BLAKE: Mr. Chairman, Mr. Colitz discussed the

15 filters in this air handling system at some length. His

16 discussion appears during my questioning at Transcript Pages

173183 through 3189. Mr. Colitz by and large spent his time

18 on the uA and B filters, which I am sure will be the next

19 series and we ,ill discuss next as proposed e xhibits. He

'

20also discussed 6 A and B, and generally his testimony was

21 th a t these are 100 percent ca pa bili ty alternate path
.

22 filters. None of these filters ite used. Either of them

23can be used in the case of emergency handling. In the case

24 of any accident situation, the air handling would not even

25g o through these filters. In fact, the control tower has a

O
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1 separate circuit in which these filters are not present.gS
U

2 It was Mr. Colitz's judgment that these filters
,

t

3and their need for replacement was not a significant safet?

(\
-

4 consideration. It had no safety significance involved with

5these filters. And on the basis of that being the status of
.

6the record here , I object to the admission into evidence of

7this series..

8 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Swanson?

9 MR. SWANSON: The staff would also object. The

100nly testimony we have thus f ar as to their saf ety

11 significa nce is the testimony of Mr. Colitz on the pages

12 just decided and the checkoffs of Item Number 9 on these

13vo rk requests. The testimony thus far all seems to indicate

() 141t is not saf ety rela ted, and we would object on the basis

15of a lack of relevancy to the contention.

16 MR. SELK0WITZ: Perhaps Mr. Swanson doesn't

17 realize that his position, Mr. Chairman, is inconsistent

18vi th that that he has taken on every other items which has

19 ad the nuclear safety block checked, and by that I wouldh

'

20 ring to his attention that the work order by which all ofb

21this work was doae indicated tha t it did have an effect on.

22 nuclear safety on that line.

23 MR. SWANSON: Perhaps you could clarify for me

24vh a t you are referring to. I was referring to Item 9, does(}
25vork have an ef f ect on nuclear safety.

*
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'

1 MR. SELK0WITZ On Exhibit M, 33M, whic?. is the

>

2 document to whit.h all of these cancelled onen were

3 referred.

O
3

4 CHAIRMAN SMITHS The numbering changed on the>

! 5 computer. It is 3B. Look at 3B on the computer work
.

6 request, 33M.
,

7 MR. SWANSONa I stand corrected on that one. Now,.

) 8.iust a moment.
.

|

'

9

10

1
'

11
i

12
,

13

14 i

15q

16 :
,

17
,

18 :

}
19

1

.

I 20

21.
,

.

22

'
23

'

O 4

25

1
'

O
I
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fg 1 MR. SWANSON: I stand corrected on that one.'

V
2 Just a moment.

3 MR. ROBERT ADLER: Mr. Chairman , while we 're

4 waiting for Mr. Swanson, we agree that the equipment here is

Snot rafety related. Fiovever, we feel that the point raised
.

6by the fact that in most of the work orders it is checked

70ff as not safety-related and in the last, on the computer*

8 form, it is checked off as being safety-related points out a

9 deficiency in the manner in which licensee determines

sowhether an item of maintenance is saf ety-related. And we

11 feel that that in itself is an issue.

12 CHAIRMAN SMITHS And tha t also, th en , would go to

13 the adequacy of the records too.

()'

14 MR. ROBERT ADLER: That is correct.

i 15 MR. SWANSON: Mr. Chairman, we are ready to state
|

16our position .

17 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I beg your pardon?

18 MR. SWANSON: We are ready to state our position.

19 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I thought you had.
T

20 MB. SWANSON: I'm sorry. Mr. Selkowitz was
!

21 co rr ect . I had incorrectly characterized the last document.

22as checking off no. However, our position does remain the

23 sa m e , the reason being that we believe quite strongly that a

(} 24ca se has been made that this is not safety-related and the

25 staf f position is tha t it is not safety-related. And,
e

]

1

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
i

'

400 VIRGINIA AVE S.W., WASHINGTON. D.C. 200:4'?O2) 554 2345

- - , , -



3717

1 contrary to the Commonwealth's opinion, if indeed the matter

21s not safety-related, the NRC has no jurisdiction over

3wh ether its recordkeeping system is adequate or inadequate,

(~)'\~ 4 CHAIRFAN SMITH: Okay. I understand tha t. And

Shere the Board hos thought about that problem too. They
.

6 don' t have to keep records on non-safety-rela. :, so if we

7 find tha t, then it's not violation..

8 But if they have a pool of records, some including

9 safety and some including non-safety, *3d you can't tell

10 which is which, then the f act that some of those that you

11 cannot tell which is which happen to be no'n-safety would at

121 east have relevance upon their requirement to keep records

13which pertain to safety.

14 So it is on that basis and the fact that although

15the Board itself cannot see any substantive reason -- aty

16rea son -- on the reco rd transcript why nuclear safety was

17 involved and in f act it is our inclination that it probably

18 s n o t , we cannot disregard the fact that it was markedi

19 nuclear safety on the exhibit. We have to give that some

.

20 weig h t .

21 Also, we are going to accept it in to evidence as-

22it relates to the adequacy of the recordkeeping. We don't

23think that by putting non-safety things into safety records

() 24 meets the Appendix B requirements any more than putting:

25sa f e ty in non-safety, although that's a pretty strong

bb/
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1 statement. But that is part of our concern.['
2 So we are going to accept it as far as it relates

3 to th e recordkeeping and as far as it relates to the means

O 4of identifying maintenance related to nuclear safety and I

Squess we have to accept it simply because it says it relates
.

6 to n uclea r saf e ty.

. 7 (The documents referred to,

3 previously marked for identi-'

9 fication as TMIA Exhibit Nos.

10 33 A through M were received

11 in evidence.)

12 DR. JORDANS I think this is outside of what our

13 decision has been. I see some safety implications in th e
. .

) 14 filt e rs . They are there to protect the equipment that is in

15the control towers to keep them from getting messed up with

16du st and things like th a t . So it does have some safety

17 implica tions .

18 MR. SELK0WITZ: Mr. Chairman. Could I just have

19 one moment, sir, to confer?
.

20 CHAIRMAN SMITH. Sure.

21 (Pause.).

22 MR. SELK0WITZ I'm ready, sir.

23 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Selkowitz?

() 24 MR. SELK0WITZs This is the last exhibit that we

25would ask to be marked for identification today.

O.
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1 CHAIRMAN SMITH. Which one is that?
O'S

2 MR. SELK0WITZ: This is the other group that was

3 identified for Mr. Eisenhower, slightly shorter than the

41ast. I believe it will go 34 A through K.

5 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Now for my purposes, I would just
.

6as soon go ahead and rapidly identify which is which and

7then the parties will take time to go back and actually mark*

8the documents. But if anybody objects to them -- it just

9 works out easier for me that way, but if anybody has a

10stro ng desire to go the other wa y , we will.

11 MR. SELK0WITZ: That's fine with me. I was

12looking f or a way to speed it up for you.

13 I would ask that exhibit -- excuse me, Work

) 14 Request number 20070 be marked as 34 A.

15 (The document referred to was

16 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 34 A

17 f or id en tifica tion . )

18 MR. SELK0WITZ: That 20139 be 34 B.

19 (The document referred to was
.

20 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 34 3

21 for identification.)-

22 MR. SELK0WITZ: That 20254 be 34 C.

23 (The document referred to was

() 24 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 34 C

25 for identification.)

O
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1 MR. SELK0WITZ: That 20545 be 34 D.-
,

2 (The document referred to was

3 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 34 D

4 f o r iden tification . )

5 MR. SELK0WITZ: That 20673 be 34 E.
.

6 (The document referred to was
|

; . 7 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 34 E

8 for identification.)

9 MR. SELK0WITZ: 21000 be 34 F.

10 (The document referred to was

11 marked TMI A Exhibit No. 34 F

12 for identification.)

13 MR. SELK0WITZ: 21534 be 34 G.

() 14 (The document referred to was

15 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 34 G

16 for identification.)

17 MR. SELK0WITZ. A one-page indicator of a lack of

18 pa perwor k for job ticket 21674 be 34 H.

19 (The document referred to was

*

20 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 34.H

21 for identification.).

22 MR. SELK0WITZ: 22064 be marked 34 I.

.23 (The document referred to was

24 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 34 I{)'

25 for identification.)

O

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,

400 VIRGINIA AVE., S.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554 2345

-

-
- - , -



_

s

3721
!

1 MR. SELK0WITZ: 21982 be 34 J.
{s~g

~

to was2 (The document referred

3 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 34 J
\

4 for identification . )

5 MR. S ELK 0WITZ : And the final one, C-0689, be
.

6 marked 34 K.

* 7 (The document referred to was

8 marked TMIA Exhibit No. 34 K

9 for identification.)

10 MR. SELK0WITZs And I ask, sir, that they be moved

11and accepted into evidence on the following basis.

12 These, again, refer to a redundant set of filters

13 th a t were to have been used one at a time, and if one becuae

() 14 filled, so to speak , and you switched to the others so you

15could change the first.

16 As you go through this series you'll see that each

17of them, which was first being ide n tified on May 22 of 1977

18and proceeding up through 34 K, which was instituted on

19 arch 12 of 1979 and completed on June 22, '79 -- a space of' M

.

20more than two years since the first recognition of the

21 change on the first work request indicates, of course, that-

22they deferred maintenance. The safety-related aspect is

23that during the normal operation of the plant these filters

(~h 24a re those tha t filter the air to the -- I believe the main
\_/

25 control room and its related spaces.
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(J~)
1 Therefore, it has that amount of

2 safety-relatedness in that they should have had one ,f these
,

3 filters available api did not.

O 4 Secondly, as you go through them you will see a

5 faulty record maintenance and proced u re itself in that
.

6 occasionally it is identified as a CC component,
;

7 occasionally it is not identified -- it is identified as not-

8a QC component.

9 On those bases, we ask that they be accepted into

10 evid e nce .

11 I miaht add, on the ticket on which they were

12 finally completed they were indeed identified as a QC

13 co mpon en t .

() 14 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Mr. Blake?

15 MR. BLANE: Mr. Sm ith , Mr . Colitz 's argumen t is to

16the same pages hera. I think it is mischaracterization of

.

17both these documents and Mr. Colitz's testimony for Mr.
t

18Selkowitz to observe that these filters were out of

19 commission f or this period of tim e . There is no testimony

20 o support that. That is not what Mr . Colitz has said .tj

21 Nor do these indicate so on their face. The fact-

22that chese filters need to be repla' fed. Even if there is a

23 continuous chain, and I don't know that for sure. I do not

(
24sugg est that these filters were not still operating even at

25an increased differential pressure. So say that they were

O
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(~S tout or that these chains weren't available, that they were
V

2 going direct. That is just plain not an accurate

3 representation of the record that we have on them to date.

4 And the record is tha t these filters are not

5 regarded by Mr. Colitz as important, having nuclear
.

6 significance, and each of the documents reflects that on its

- 7 face.

8 MB. SELK0WITZ: If I could direct you to page 3184

gof the transcript I think we have an indication. I just

10 poin t this out to the Board. This indicates what systems

11 are ventilated through these filters, as I read it. If I

12said that they were out of commission, that is perhaps a

13 characterization of my own. I think the evidence supports

14 t h at they are 1n need of being changed and weta not.
,

'

15 Beyond that, of course, we have certain delta ps

16 re presen ted in the body of the various work orders, and

17 iff erent measured levels, all of which seemed to indicated

18to the people a t the time that they needed to be changed.

IgTherefore, they were not operating as intended.
~

,

20 DR. LITTLE: Mr. Blake, I have a question that's

21 arisen in my mind several times today, and this is good time-

22to r aise it .

23 It appears that people are asking for something to

() 24be done -- sometimes week after week and month af ter m ' nth.

25 n d it just goes on and on and on and nothing happens. SoA

s
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1 the f act tha t you have all these requests originated by

O 2different people month after month indicates that a whole

3 bunch of people consider this a~ problem of some sort ar.d I

) 4just wonder why it goes on for such a long time before any

5 action was taken apparently. That is what this series of
.

6 wo rk requests seems to indicate. I don't know who can

7 answer this question..

I 8 MR. BLAKE: I cannot, Dr. Little. For one thing I

9 don't know whether this is a correct association of these

10various work requests. It sure appears like that -- that

11 there is a connection. But I don 't know the answer to your

12 ques tion .

13 CHAIRMAN SMITHS Well, these are utility

() 14 re qu es ts. Maybe M r. Eisenhower can explain. Mr.

15 Eisenhower, could you answer Dr. Little 's question ? We 'll

161e t you look at these work requests and I wonder if you

17Could explain just how it happens that regardless of the

18 safety importance how it happens that for so long the same

jgrequest - made over and over again and it just seems to

'

20take a con. outer to get it done.

21 You have your's organized. '*hy don't you let Mr...

22 Eisenhower see those.

23 MR. BLAKE: He hac a set.

gg 24 MR. EISENHOWER: Looking at all those work request

U
25 numbers they deal primarily with two systems. As I told'

O
V
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tyou, I first reported to TMI in September of '77. If you

2 examine those dates you'll find that those filters, both

3 sets, by the dates on those work requests indicate th ey were

b 4 changed in either October or November of '77, because theres/

Swere no work requests written on that pa rticula r item -- on
.

6both of those sets -- until the following spring. And it is

7my belief that the foreman who performed that filter change-

8did not submit the completed work request.

9 And as you follow those dates again, they are

10again completed in '79. Both of those sets of filters are

11 goo d for approximately a year.

12 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Would it be your view, then, that

131f that was not the case -- if the foreman couldn't get them
,

() 14ch anged -- the foreman requesting the change is not likely

15to complain about the work not being certified as complete,

16 bu t do you think something would have happened if they

17 adn 't have been changed? It would have gone out of theh

18 norm al channel of paperwork?

19 MR. EISENHOWER 4 We pro bably would have continued
-

20to g et work requests on a monthly basis. The other thing

21 wo uld have been a possible mechanical failure of the fans-

.

22through motor overloads.

23 DR. LITTLE: Thank you very much. Now that you've

24 ndicated that I note that the work request number 2153u,i
(}

25which is indicated as being cancelled, nevertheless, on the

(O_/
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1second page of that there is a notation under 13 that the

2 filters were replaced and it was signed -- no , it 's no t

3 signed off.

O 4 MR. BLAKE: No, that would be --

5 DR. LITTLE: Is that not what that means?
-

6 MR. BLAKE: That is the test to be used ultimately.

7 CHAIBMAN SMITH: That is that unusual language-

8 th a t they used.

9 DR. LITTLE: I withdraw that, then.

10 So th ere is no way of knowing that it was in fact

11 accomplished ?

12 MR. EISENHOWER: I could not verify them in any

13other manner other than what I stated.
.

() 14 DR. LITTLE: Thank you.

15 CHAIRMAN SMITH: The language on 1,3 is they state

16the condition which should prevail af ter the requested work

117 s completed.

18 (Pause.)

19 DR. LITTLE: There is one other slight problem
.

20 th a t we have which, on the computer printout sheet, C-0689

21 -- that work request -- and that is on 3-B that was-

i22 nitially checked of f as having an effect on nuclear

23 sa f e t y . Then that was crossed out and initialed by what

{~)
24 appears to be KCD and checked in "no".

| 25 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Does 34 A thrcuch K differ in
,

,

,
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1 concept from 33 A through M? It is a different problem?
(')s%.

2 MR. DORNSIFE: It differs for your reason for

3 accepting it, because some of those were marked nuclear

O 4 sa f e ty . None of these are marked nuclear safety.

5 CHAIRFAN SMITH: Except the one that was --
.

6 MR. DORNSIFE: But that was crossed off. Some of

7 tham are QC, though others are now.-

8 CHAIRMAN SMITH: I see. All ri gh t . I

9 MR. DORNSIFEs But they are different in that

10 re spec t.

11 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Has everybody argued this? I'm

12having a little bit of trouble.

13 MR. SWANSON: The staff has not stated its

(/ 14 po s ition . We do object, for the same reasons argued before

15 -- t h e inconsistency on CC, again, is irrelevant -- and we

16are talking about matters outside the jurisdiction of the

17 R C .N

18 CHAIRMAN SMITH: The Board is not going to accept

19the exhibit and we're hard put, really, to explain why. But
.

20there has to be a couple of points somewhat subjective and

21 so me wh a t arbitrary. We think it just gets too remote from-

22 nuclear safety.

23 As the Commonwealth pointed out the last time, we

24 felt that we could not overlook the fact that the utility()
25 tself had identified the ma tter as n uclea r saf ety, but ini
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Ithis instance they haven't and the Board just feels that

O
2 this is a place where we can draw the line and not accept it.

3

O
(/ 4 (The documents referred to,

5 previcusly marked for identi-

6 fication as TMIA Exhibit No.

7 34 A through K were receivec.

8 in evidence.)

9 MR. ROBERT ADLER : Mr. Chairman, I probably should

10have said this bef ore, but my only comment in that regard is

11 that if the question on QC is somehow erroneously checked

120f f no, then according to this form you never get to the

13 question of nuclear safety. So we would see that as a

() 34 problem.

15 MR. SELK0WITZ: We have had testimony by which Mr.

16 dle r, I think, draws that conclusion as well as the formA

17from several witnesses yesterday, which, if you don't say

18yes to QC you don ' t answer the nuclear safety question.

19And, therefore, if you are wrong on the OC you stand the
'

20 possibility of being wrong on the next one.

. 21 CHAIRMAN SMITH: We had not discussed that point,

22and some are marked QC and some aren't.

23 MR. SELKOWITZs The one by which the work was done

-Q 241s marked QC. j

(/
25 CHAIRMAN SMITH: But how do we know that has
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1 embodied any more thought than not?-

2 MR. SELK0WITZ: I understand that. I agree with

3Mr. Adler. That is the problem that these things raise. If

hx 4they don ' t do them consisten tly we de not know what the
4

5 requirement is.
.

6 CHAIRMAN SMITH: My view is that, having had it

7 pointed out, we ought to at least receive it into evidence-

8for that purpose. Traditionally, I don't really like to

9 receive evidence in for very limited purposes. You see them

10 co me back to haunt you for -- cited for things you never

11in tended .

12 But I have high hopes that that won't happen in

13the case , because the entire purpose of this chain of events

(') 141s pretty discrete.

15 MR. SELK0WITZ: We will do everything humanly

16possible to make sure that we don't write any proposals or

17pu t anything in the brief that sticks strictly to the

18 rulings of the Board.

19 MR. SWANSON: Mr. Chairman?
.

20 CHAIRMAN SMITH: M r. Swanson.

21 MR. SWANSON: I am afraid that we a,re confusing.

22so me wh a t the rules of evidence. Before a document can be

23ad mitted there is not a presumption that it is relevant. A

24certain basis has to be shown. As to this last ba tch of
{}

25 ocuments I believe the only one that has a signature whichd

.)
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11s related to the checkmark for nuclear safety is the last

2one, and that one does, in fact, have the checkmark no.

3 The only other e vidence we have on whether it is
O
/ 4related to nuclear safety is Mr. Colitz's testimony, which

Sis consistent. I don't see where there's any basis for
-

6 showing that it is related.
1

7 CHAIRMAN SMITHS How do you address that point-

8about you never get to nuclear safety unless you have

9 Correctly checked the quality control block?

10 MR. SWANSON: Part of the problem is we don 't have

11 a signature for any of these documents where that wa s

12 checked no. I'm not sure what evidence a document is where,

13you know , that checkmark is not attested to.
.

() 14 CHAIRMAN SMITH: We would not, of course, accept
,

'

15 this exhibit as direct, reliable, probative evidence that

16the filters were or were not changed. And I quite agree

17With you . I would hate to have my fortunes judged on the

18 validity of this document as to whatever happened --

19h a ppe ned the way it's been argued.
.

20 The one impression we are getting from this whole

21 series is tha t on review you can't really tell, and one of*

22 th e requirements of Appendix B is that quality control --

23 quality assurance -- records be maintained so tha t they can

24 be reviewed. And this is what is coming to the Board to(}
25 stand out as being a problem.
.

O
1

|
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1 We see this. We see no safety significance in,

s

2this series of exhibits, but we do see a quality

3 assu rance-quality control record problem.

4 MR. SWANSON: Mr. Chairman, just one other

5 observation. I note tha t, regardless of wha t it says on th e
-

6for *;5en the prior question on quality control is checked

7no, they went on and checked no for nuclear safety anyway.-

8Just an observation. Regardless of the instructions on the

9 form. I think whatever presumption might be -- that the

10Co mm onwealth might be trying to draw from the checking of no

11on quality control just does not adhere in this set of

12e x hibit s .

13 They went ahead and checked no on nuclear safety.

(') 14 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Well, these particular people

15did, I guess.

16 We're going to get that GP-100 8 aren 't we?

17 MR. BLAKE: Yes, sir. I think there is a copy

18co min g from the Island, or one that is complete. It may be

19 e re by now. As soon as I get back I'll check.h

.

20 CHAIRMAN SMITH: It is possible that when we are

21a p proaching a series of things like this, when we had ao

22 prankster among us who put these very same work requests in

23three days from now, we may come up with another ruling.

24But sooner or later you 've got to rule and you've got to go(}
25on with the case. And so we ruled and we're going to go on.

(
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1 There are no . standards that have been presented to

O
2us that we can reliably look to to see what the standard is

3to receive this into evidence. So this is our ruling and it

'

4could very well be wrong. And we are not going to defend it

Sany more. And we're going to go home pretty soon.
.

6 MR. SELK0WITZ: I have no other questions for this

7 phase of today, or tais witness.-

8 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Okay. You are excused, Mr.

9 Eise nh o we r , unless there are any questions for Mr.
.

10 Eisenh o we r .

11 MR. SWANSON: Could I just clear up the last

12 ruling of the Board is that they were received?

13 CHAIRMAN SMITH: Yes. We are receivi.'g them.
,

() 14 Is there any other business, then, this evening

15before we adjourn?

16 No? All right. We will meet tomorrow at 9 a.m.

17 (Thereupon, at 5 :3 2 p.m. , the hearing in the

18above-entitled matter was recessed, to reconvene at 9:00

19 a . m . on Friday, October 24, 1980.)
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