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UNITED STATES CF AMERICA

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSICN
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PROQCEERINGS

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: The business the Commissicn
meets on this morning is tc consider a report £from the
Director of NRR regarding the Salem No. 2 station. At an
earlier stage we had addressed previous issues with respect
to Salem. We nov come to address a full power licanse
proposal.

Len, are ve under any kind of restriction?

¥R, 3ICKWICX: ©No. This is an uncontested
matter. It is contemplated that you would alvays have free
access to the staff on those matters.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: We have received a small
billet-doux from the staff regarding Salem and T am sure
that there are many interestinc items in it that some of us
may have missed, or all of us have missed. I have hcopes
that this morning will at least some of the concerns.

let me briefly menticn the ones I have, so that I
would like in your presantiton at least you address thcse
and perhaps some of my colleagues would care to peint out
the areas that they are interested in, the emergency rlan,
the operators, the competence of the company, the block wvall
and the role of IELE.

Does anyone else have anything that they wvould
care to say?

(Yo response.)

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
400 VIRGINIA AVE. 5.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345
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Harold.

(First slide.)

¥R. PENTCN: I have with me this msorning at the
table on sy left Janice Xerrigan, the Ffroject Manager for
Salem II, Darrell and on my right lLeif Norheclm, the Resident
Inspector at Salem. We did plan to cover I thirk all of the
areas you aenticned.

The Commission 4id issue a lovw-power license for
this plant in April of last year. They completed the
lov-power testing in August. Since that time these tyges of
issues and others have been partially the cause for our not
completing the safety review before this date. We now have
resclved to the satisfaction of staff all of the issues
except those relating to emergency planning.

SO0, iw nur view, the only impediment tc the
issuance of a full pover license would be the completicn of
the emergency planning plan and the execution of a drill.
That drill is not expected to be performed until atcut
®arch.

We have in the audience today a representative of
FEYA and ve will ask him tc discuss the status cf emergency
planning in the two affected states at an appropriate time
in the agenda.

Let me turn it cver then tc Jamice tc go thrcugh

our revievw and ve will be sure to hit the areas you have

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY INC,
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identified.

CHAIRMAN AuEARNE: All right.

¥S. XERRIGAN: TIf wve could have the second slide.

(Slide.)

This outl.:2s vhat ve planned on discussing for
this seeting.

As Dr. Denton said, ve have finished our review
for the Salem 2 full pover license and ve vill be
recommending issuance once the emergency preparedness iteas
have been completed.

Basically we are going to cover scme non-TNT
issues #«nd T¥I issues. I think all of the issues that you
requested will be covered.

First, ve would like to go through the actions
that have been completed by the licensee since the issuance
of the lov-power license on April 18th.

(Slide.)

"his slide summarizes the major acticns that have
been taken by the licensee. I will draw your attention to
the lcv-pover testing program that wvas initiated and will te
completed prior to operation above five percent pcwer.

T would if lLeif could give a brief status of the
plant as it is today.

¥R. NORHCLM: B8igcht nowv the plant is in cold

shutdcvn and has been since August 30th at the completicn cf

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
X TON, D.C. 20024 554-2345
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the low pover test program. The only portions of that
program remaining at to ¢ some training for a few
additional operators, tu’ they are essentially ready fcr
pover ascensions abcve five percent.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Leif, are you the Salem
resident or the Salem 2 resident?

MR. NORHOL¥: I am the Salem generating station
resident of both plants.

CHAIRMAN AHEABNE: Do you have an assistant there?

¥R. NORHOLM: VYes, I do. He has been there for a
year.

CHAIBRMAR AHEARNE: The two of you cover the two
plants?

YB. NORHOLN: That is correct.

(Slide.)

¥S. KERRIGAN: This is a suamary of the lowv pover
testing program that wvas completed by Salem. CEssentially
the program is identical to the program that vas completed
by North Anna. The tests that were completed are listed on
the slide. We were basically happy with the progranm.

As leif mentioned, they will be completing some cf
the training portion of the program prior to exceeding five
percent power.

CHAIRMAN AHEABNE: In going through these vere

there any anomolous results or any unusual prcblems that

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
00 VIRGIN . S.W., WAS GTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345
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occurred in the sense of either equipment or procedures?
¥S,. XERRIGAN: VNot that I am avare of.

Leif, are you avare of any?

¥R, NORHOLM: No, there vere not.

MS. XERRIGAN: ©No. It essentially vent very
sacothly.

(Slide.)

On the next slide are lListed the main topics that
ve will de discussing. We have broken it into the non-TNI
issues, which vere issues that vere either left over from
fuel load or new issues that have come up. ¥We left a
category "Other™ to address any other issues that you would
like to discuss. Then we will cover the TMI items.

(Slide.)

The first major topic that wve weould like to talk
alsut is equipment gualificaticn. The PSEELG program is
essentially complete except for aging.

The staff has conducted three audits cn Salem.
They are much further along than any of the other near-tera
Ols that you have heard about.

The first audit, essentially major program
def .ciencies vere identified in that audit. We feel that
that is attributed mostly to a lack of communicaticn betwveen
the staff and the licensee. The lLicensee did not have a

full understanding »f what wvas expected under this item. Co

GIC 0 02 )



they have resubmsitted thelr entire progran, redid their
2 entire program and came in with that programs. Tie stafs
3 vent bdack out for another audit and vas happy vw.ita the
4 results of that.
. S "hey audited five percent of the iteas and
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3 Since that time, since the SER wvas issued, ve have
10 sone out and done our full audit, the 20 percent audit. e
1" don't have the full results bdack from that yet, butr the

12 preliminary results do indicate that the conclusion that

13 wyas dravn from the five percent audit wvas not changed.
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RRIGAN: The conclusicn vas that
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18 should be allovwed to go to full power. There vere some
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18 CHAIZSYAN AHEABRNE:; The deficiencies, can ycocu put
19 some number on it?
20 S, XERRIGAN: I think I will let Vince Yconan

21 give you a brief rundown of the numbers.

22 (Slide.)

23 MR. NOONAN: Vince Noonan, Division of Ingineering.
24 Befcre I go into this slide I would like to gpoint
25 cut that in the SE? we talk about a tctal of 6 tvpes O

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY INC
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items that the licensee has identified that are required fc
a safe shutdown of the plant. Of those 60 we basically have
five types that the licensee says are qualified. £o those
have been placed aside and wvwe are looking at that to see
vhether cr not we agrce with that or not.

There are 24 types that do nct appear in this
chart that strictly are aging probleas and that, as Janice
pointed out, will be coampleted by the 1st of February. Our
staff has iooked at that program, gone through as much
detail as they could and ve are satisfied that that will be
done by the 1st of February.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Vince, when you say they are
aging problems, do you mean with respect to the rest of the
gualification you are satisfied and it is Just the aging is
the open item?

MR. NOONAN: It is the only outstanding issues to
be resolved. So I did not put that on this chart since that
is the only item left to go.

COMPMISSIONER GILINESKY: Those have been audited?

MR. NOONAN: They have been audited as much as
could be at this point in time. It will be done in a few
more veeks so it is basically a pretty ccmplete audit cf the
aging requirements.

#e have then what we call 31 ocutstanding items.

In the February 1st SER we will be carrying these as items

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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that are unresolved ani ve need further wvork with the

licensee.

The first type ic titled "Fxisting Analyses
Indicate Qualification Not Required."™ There are eight types
of equipment totaling 93 actual itess.

CONMISSIONER GILINSKY: Why vere those on the list
at all?

¥R. NOONAN: #What the licensee has done is has
done some type of an.lysis saying that because c€ either the
location of the equipment or it is not exposed to the actual
envircnment right acw or other zeans of getting the plant
shut dovn. Since they appeared on this first list he then
provided us with an analysis that says they are nct really
required. We haven't fully resolved that.

CONMISSIONER GILINSKY: It shouldn't have appeared
on the original list.

MR, EISENHUT: It is sort of semantics. You know,
the way ve did this is ve started with everything. What
this really is, and you vwill see this in a couple of other
categories, they are really disagppearing because it shcws
that they should: 't have been on the list in the first
place, or the ut’lity is making some design changes sc they
no longer have to be on the list, some of these kinds of
thingse.

This is sort of a completeness accounting scheme.
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I reiterate the point, and Vince can correct me, we did the
tvo reviews here. We did the review which is sort of what
ve did on Segqucyah, North Anna and down the line, that is,
the review we wvere doing up urtil February 1. Eut at some
point recognizing tnat February 1 is very, very close, ve
have the February 1 SERs tc do per the .Commission's order.

This is the first plant where ve have completed
the February 1 type of review. This is sort of an
accounting scheme to account for all of the ocutstanding
issues, all of the issues, all of the technical subiects
which I believe is about 50 percent. There were about
§0-some items.

¥R. NOONAN: Sixty items, right.

MB. EISENHUT: This is just trying to be from a
coapleteness standpoint. Ctherwise, in the numlter games
they alwvays fall in the crackse.

COMMISSIONER BRADCFORD: There is a semantic
problea I think with that slide, though, because wvhere you
say 31 ontstanding items ycu are not using the word "itea”
the same way ycu are in each of the subcategories.

¥S. KERRIGAN: That is right.

MR. EISENHUT: Well, ve are nct using the word
"outstanding”™ right either.

(Laughter.)

MR. FISZNHUT: It is about 31 out of about <C or

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,



< "OMMISSICNER BRADFORD: That is the point, items

3 on top is synonysous vith types of egquipment as it aggear

4 down through here.

S ¥RB. EISENKUT: In fact, as you can see from the

8 very first item, they are nc longer outstanding iteas. |
7 These were the outstanding items before and this is a msoving
- target also. Tast veek's reviev has superseded this slide

9 sosewhat, but you are certainly right.

10 WR. NOONAN: This is really an accounting type of
1" sheet. The licensee has identified 6§ types of equipment

12 necessary for a shutdown., W®hat ve 40 is wve go through and
13 make sure ve can account for every one of these.

14 The £first group or the first e.ght types, he has
18 proviled us with these analyses. The staff has looked at

18 them and they are satisfied with theama. They gqucte 93 actual

17 pieces of egquipment.

18 There are nine t'pes of equipment to be replaced.
19 These total a total of 82 1ctual pieces of equigment.

20 There are some design changes that are reing made
i to preclude gualification of egquipment "~d these are two

22 types which include eight actual i{tenms.

23 CHAIRMAN AHEAERNE: Is there a date by which that
24 is to Ye done?
25 MR. NOON2AN: These have basically already Dbeen

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY NC
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coapleted. These are mainly changes in wiring cf the
particular circuits to eliminate these pieces >f equipment.

We have one design change that has teen completed
that is no longer a basically required qualification. It
satisfies the gualification. There are = total of four of
those itess.

There are procedural changes that have been nade
to preclude need for qualification. These are six types of
those types of equipmer’ and there are 23 actual items.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Are you saying, Vince, that the
first item with eight types and the last item with six
types, the section was twc and one, so the total of 17, are
ones that either no longer have a need or else have been
satisfied?

®R. NOONAN: They hava been satisfied. The ctaff
has fulfilled about SJU percent looking through the data
sheets novw to make sure they agree with all this., They have
done their site review. What they iocoked at at the site
they agreed with. We will make sure we go thrcueh a hundred
percent of all these iteas. This abcut half way through
that part of it.

MS. XERRIGAN: The last one on there, we have a
licensed condition on the licensee toc complete those
procedural changes before gxceeding five percent pcwver.

WYR. NOONAN: That is right. Av this point in tinme

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY . INC,
400 YIRGINIA AVE., S.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345
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ve are not saying they ace completely finished because the
staff has not completed its total reviev.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: On the second item which are
the nine to be replaced dy June 30th, you have reached some
sorf of conclu..on that having them in there through June
30th is not necessary?

¥R. NOONAN: Yes, sir. There has Dbeen
justification provided by the licensee in each case. The
staff has revieved a hundred percent of those
justifications. They have concluded that the tctal
replacement of those items will actually occur and that the
justification is sufficient. These are basically the items
that hav. been identified to the Commission earlier, Farton
transmitters, limit switches, those types of equipment.

(Slide.)

This is the remainder of the 31 types. "Provide
Qualified Equipment Or Relocate to a Non-Marsh Environment
By June 30, 1982." There are three types of this eguipment
totaling 30 items.

There is confirmatory testing to be peri~rmed on
one type of item. There are actually three pieces of
equipment. This is necessary because thic< piece has been
qualified but they are going back and checking to make sure
that the actual materials and the design of this riece of

equipment is indeed the same as the one that has teen

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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gaalified. At that point in time they could not prove it
yet.

They have cne gualification schedule for cne type
of equipment which will be three actual iteas. That will lre
done by January 1st, 1582.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: I gather for these five alrnmo
the =taff has reached a conclusicn that they sisilarly are
satisfied and are coafcrtable with their plant cperatiag
with those iteas?

WR. NOONAN: Yes, sir, in all these cases they
have.

CONMISSIONER BRADFORD: Vince, vhat is actually
happening with regard to that second itea from the bottes?
You say the piece of equipment itself is gualified?

WR,. NOONAN: It had been gualified. The mcdel
number actually changed. 4hen the staff lccked at the
qualification report and the piece ¢f equipment that was In
the plant there were scme different model numbers. The
licensee has gone back %o verify that this is exactly the
sase piece of equipment that wac gualified.

COMMISSIONER BRADFCRD: I see. They are not surs
it is the same piece of eguipment?

¥R, YOONAN: VNo, they are not. They are checking
it right nowv and they have said they will do cecnfirmatory

tests tc be completed by ‘31.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY INC,
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RRIGAN: > 1 have any
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vipment gqualification?

CHAIRMAN ABEARN?

COMMISSIONEDR BE! 3 - is essentially the

that will e 1i: h T egquipment

be specified in auch nmore

CONNISSIONEER RRADFORD: But you don't expect
significant changes betveen ---

NS. KERRIGAN: -== the five percent audit and the

¥YR. NOONAN:
COUMISSIONER ADF
betveen hard data and that which you
R is the difference hetween the five percent audit and
0 percent au
MR. NOONAN: That is right. Basically wvhat we are
just going through <t! ni of the
to see vwhet "ar or not ve i anything in

that would negate any ndj ve have mnad

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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(Slide.’

¥S. YERIIGAY: The next subject that wve would llive
to talk about is GSPC-51 which esseatially requires a
non-brictle containment pressure bdcundary. The reason why
this issue even cazse up is wve have alvays assured that
coapliance with the ASNE code assured cospliance with the
GDC-51., As we locked intc it in sore detail it turned cut
that Salem wvas designed to the 1368 version of the code
which did not reguire fracture toughness testing which the
staff felt vas necessary.

So we reviewed Sales against the later versions of
the ccde vhich did require fracture toughness testliang. We
revieved all the coaponents and ve found one that had no
test data, no fracture toughness data. That wvas the
feedvater lines. So we vent back and ve were able tc deduce
from the thermal history of the pipe that the material vas
ductile and therefore met GIDC-5.. So ve concluded that it
complies with GDC-51.

While ve vere doir3 the reviev ve alsc came acress
in the feedvater lines scme stop-check valves. Sisple check
valves are explicitly prohibited by GDC-57. Salem provided
justificaticn for those valves and ve gave them a temporary
exemption from GDC-57 until they can either shov that the

stoco-checr valves wvould meet GDC-57 or put a actcor operator

cn those valves.
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COMMISSIONER GILINSXY: Can you explain that?

¥S. XEERIGAN: All right. Which part, the GDC-51
part cf the ---

COMMISSIONER HENDRIE: Are they stop-checks cor ---

S, XKERRIGAN: They are stop-checks. We are
verifying that they are accessidble. fimple checks are
forbidden. If the stop-checks are accessible during any
event then they would not be forbidden. We are still trying
to confirm that those stop-checks are accessible.

MB. DENTON: VWny don't we have Dennie Ross
describe GDC-57 and our interpretation of it and how it
applies in this case.

¥R. ROSS: I would like to use a simplified
picture.

(Slide.)

This shovs one steam generator typical of four.
There is a vertical line that demarcates the containament
boundary. Just to the right of the containment bcundarcy in
the area labeled "penetration area™ is a check valve with a
little syabol coming out of the top which is supposed to
denote a hand wheel. The valve is labeled seismic class one
dust to the right of the dotted line and that i the ceismic
class one intecrface.

0f course, the main feedwater flow is normally

from right to left going throsugh the check valve which of
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course during full pover operation would be fully opened.
Shoull the main feedwater stop or should a sijnificant
rupture occur to the right cthen there .-"ld be a reverse
pressure gradient and the check valve should close. The
operator can ¢o and turn the hand wheel and effect a
positive closure. So as far as the construction of the
valve itself, wvithout descridbing the means of cperation,
there is a means of assuring a positive closure by turning
the wvheel.

The GDC-57 says a simple check isoclation feature
at this point in the plant design is not acceptable. What
GDC-57 says is acceptable is one of three hings. It could
e a motor operated valve from the control room, or
manually, or it could be an automatic isolation valve that
would actuate, say, on a containment isolation actuation
signal.

The intent is for that remote hand wheel to le
replaced in due course with a motor which vould have a
controller signal in the control room.

CONNTSSTIONER GILINSKY: ®hat is the intent of

¥R, ROSS: I said the intent of ocur licensing
action is to te put that in.
COENISSIONER HENDRIE: It is a containment

isolation provision. For instance, on lines that go through

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
400 VIRGINIA AVE. 5.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554-2345
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the containment and are open to the primary pressure
doundary and, hence, in case of a TOCA or connected %~o the
accident and so on you require isolation valves both inside
and outside the containment wall. Again, simple checks
von't do.

This is a system vhich is in principl» at least
closed _nside the containment. Sc in order for anything to
come cut this system from the radiocactive side of things ycu
have to have a break into that secondary system. So in this
case ycu get away with one isolation valve outside of
containment, but again not simple checks. The aim of not
having simple checks acceptable as the isolation valves is
to have a more positive clecsure function available.

I am surprised they set these up with hand wheels,
frankly. Did they explain why? You know, I used tc lecture
on this point at ¥IT long enough ago so that Salem engineers
should have been attending before they designed the damsn
systenm.

(Laughter.)

MS. XERRIGAN: They do have two automatic
redundant isolation valves way upstream of these.

CONMISSIONER HENLDRIE: I see.

¥S. XERRIGAN: But they are very far avay from the
containment. We didn't like them that far away and ve

wanted them to bring it in cleoser to this check valve.
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¥R. DENTONs The issue is confined to Just these
four valves in the feedvater line. €o it is Jjust the fcur.
The kind of scenario that wvould he of concern to the staff
is one in which there is a steamline break perhaps
dovnstieam here so that you open up this normally closed
secondary system to begin with and that somehow this results
in core damage and the release of fissiocn products inside
the vessel. This leaks through the steas generator at some
leakage and gets through these valves and you have got a
direct path. That is the kind of thing that GDC-57 is
intended toc prevent.

The solution I think they have proposed, Janice,
is to replace these manual operated valves and to put motors
on these four ---

¥S. XERRIGAN: Curing the first refueling.

¥R. DEXTON: ~--- during the first refueling. Our
lock 2t the details of it and the type of layout leads us to
conclude that there is no undue risk asscociated with
pe-aitt? .g that operation in the interim.

CHAIBRMAN AHEARNE: Are those the main valves cor
the aux feed valves that you are talked about putting the
motors in?

MB., ROSS: The auxiliary feed line is at the top
and the main is at the bottom.

CHAIRMANY AHEARNE: I know, but you said Just

ALDERSON REPORTING COMP ANY, INC,
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¢our. That would be eight.

MR. ROSS: The four main feed lines, Cnhne per stean
generator, right.

CHAIRNMAN AHEABRNE: And also the aux feed?

MR. ROSS: I would have to look at my other
diagram which is more complev which 1f Figure 1.

(Slide.)

¥R. DENTON; I don't Xnowvw the ansver.

WR,. BOSS: Figure 1 is a little more elaborate of
Ficure 2. There are a number of auxiliary feedwater
valves. The source is coming of course from the three puars,

COMMISSIONERE HENDRIE: I think the ansver is eight.

(Laughter.)

MR. 30SS: There are guite a few more auxiliary
feedvater control valves.

CCHNISSIONER HENDRIE: Well, yes, but this showvs
both the motor driven and turbin driven aux feeds coming
down through +hat stop-check into the main feedwater lines.
So if that stop-check is converted to motor driven on signal
from the control room, it is the 11AF23 valve, Jjus*t the sanme
as 11BF22.

MR. ROSS: t the isolation criteria for this
system is not the same because safety systeams' isolation
criteria take cn a different intergretation. Cbvicusly you

don't vant to isolate these.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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COMMISSICNER HENDRIE: I see.

WR. ROSSs It is the sase as ECCS isclation
criteria.

COMMISSIONER HENDRIE: We are back to four.

BS. KERRIGAN: Yes, it is four.

(Slide.)

We also examined fire protection and Salsm meets
all of our fire protection in the staff criteria. All of
the ocutstanding items will be completed priocr to operaticn
above five percent pover.

Salem 2, although not covered by the rule, has
coamitted to implement the newv Appendix R items on the sane
schedule as Tnit 7 to keep the units identical. Fo they are
in very good shape as far as fire protection geoes.

Any guestions?

(¥o response.)

We also looked a2t som2 other items that could be
classified as non-TNI-1 which are the masonary valls. Salenm
does have some masonary walls and they plan on completing
their macdifications prior to operaticn above five gercent
pover.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Could you expand a little Dbit
on why you raised the mascnary wvalls?

¥S. XERRIGAN: In response to the bulletin falenm

did identify some wvalls that are block walls that had some

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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reinforcement bars and vere not constructed according to
design. They have propsced some modifications and those
modifications vi.. be completed prior to cperation above
five percent pcver.

Would you like more details?

CHAIRNAN AHREARNE: Yes.

MR. DENTON: I think so far in our survey ve have
found some 5,000 masonary valls inside either auxiliary
puildings or containments about half of wvhich may have
something hung on them of significance or may be in a
posicion such as they could fall on something significant.

CHAIBSMAN AHEABRNE: This is clearly in all plants
and not just Salea?

MB. DENTON: That is right. It is requiring a lct
of effort to look at the design criteria for masonary valls
and vhat they may or may not have supporting them.

I will turn it over to our engineering group to
talk about Salem specifically.

(Slide.)

MR. VOLLMER: 1In perforaing their response to ICLE
Bulletin 80-11 they found about ten wvalls which wvculd nct
meet their criteria. There vere various reasons for this.
In some cases the reinforcing rod was missing. “n some
cases there were voids in the blocks, meaning that they were

not filled with grouting. In some cases they wvere

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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apparently not designed to meet natural phenomena. So it
vas a design deficiency. °fo it was a combination of beth
design and actual constructicn deficiencies.

Now, in a meeting with Public Service we crogose?
a condition in the license in their response to Bulletin
80-11 that they would prior to going above five percent
pover complste the strengthening of the valls to thelir
original design criteria.

CHAIRMAN AHEARWE: Did they have a design criteria
for the wvalls?

¥R. VOLLMER: ¥ell, the design criteria for the
valls would be basically meetinjy ACI codes.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: There are code requirements for
masonary wvalls?

ME. VOLLMER: The codes are not specific for
sasonary valls but they are design requirements which 1if
applied to masonary wvalls in a proper vay ve feel could
provide the level of protection needed in a wmascnary vall.

CHAIEMAN AHEARNE: Dick, what I am trying to get
at is are there clear criteria that one would say, yes, here
are the criteria and ve agree that those a~e appropriate?

MB. VOLLMER: These criteria are not clear and ve
are in the process of developing criteria that ve vould hcrgpe
to be used across the industry in this problenm.

WR. DENTON: I think again it is a level of detail
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that normally our reviev didn't extend into. We loocked at
the main floors and load tearing wvalls. You know, it is a
question of the scope c¢f our interest. We have Jjust gctten
into masonary wvalls recen*ly.

CHAIEMAN AHEABNE: B3ut if there is safety related
equipment on it don't you lock at it?

¥R, PENTON: VWell, we will now, but you knov ve
can't look at everything with the staff ve have. There are
3,000 walls.

(Laughter.)

¥R. VOLLMER: These things came about from a
combination of things. Again, one was construction
deficiencies. In some cases we find that these valls vere
not intended to support safety related egquipment or to be
close to safety related equipment but in €field construction
and sc on they ended up that vay. Sco it is quite a mixed
bag of tricks and ve are trying to develop a unifora
approach on an expedited basis to £find out what the probleas
are and to imsplement a uniform action on response 80-11
across all the cperating plants.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Let me pick up though cn
something, 1f I can get back to yocu for a moment, Harcld.
Are you saying that you don't have any requirement that
wvould cover howv you acunt safety related equipment?

¥R, PENTON: Well, let me ask Jim to describe what

ALDERSOM REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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our criteria are in this area.

COEPISSIONES HENDEIE: You mean if ycu vere
building a newv cne or if you are going back intc a finished
plaot and saying, now, will this wvall fall down and pull the
instrusent doun?

SR. DENTON: The latter case.

COMMISSIONES HENDERIE: The latter case I expect 1is
sore difficult.

¥R. KNIGHT: I think, if I may get to the thrust
of your guestion, ve certainly have, particularly in the
reviev of Salea, ciiteria in mind by which ve can judge the
adeguacy of what they have done. As Dick nct:d, there are
codes, the ACT codes and the uniforam bduilding codes that do
addres~ sasonary construction. Typically they don't address
it to perhzps the level of confidence, if I may use that
term, that ve would reguire in nuclear application.

¥R, DENTON: It is an issue vhich vas no% cocvered
in our standard review plan. It vas not custcmarily a part
0f our reviev to lock at masonary valls. It vas a
realization that they vere guite often walls put up.

CHAIS¥AN AHEARNE:; Harold, I am not Lrying tc say
that you should have lcoked or you should lcok at all
masonary walls. In that connection I wvas trying to see
vhether we had any requirement on if you use a masonary vall

in such a vay that if it fails it takes with it scme systems

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY . INC.
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wvhich are very important.

MR. CENTON: Well, we have developed such criteria
in specific cases. PRemember it vas a contested case over
masonary valls wvhich was vhat got us into this issue and led
to the issue of the bdulletin., Jim dces have criteria now
for judging the responses that ve are getting in, bdut ve
didn't have before this began any definitive criteria.

CHAIRNAN AHEABNE: But vhen you lock at vhat Salem
is doing you 4o have criteria?

¥R. DENTON: Yes.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: How extensive is the situaticn
at Salem? How many walls are in question with safety
problems?

(Slide.)

ER. KNIGHT: There is a summary of the situation
at Salem. We are talking ten wvalls total.

CCMFISSICNER BRADFORD: With regard to the phrase
»s+he licensee reported ten valls" didn't ve in fact have to
£ind some ¢f these valls?

¥S. KERRIGAN: Maybe Leif could talk about that a
little bit.

¥B. NORHOLN: The response to the bulletin came in
tvo parts, ons after 60 days and the other after 180, after
the complete evaluation was done. In the initial response

the licensee hed not identified that item 1-A on the slide,

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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safety related piping attached to the wvall. That wvas
identified by us on site. A subsequent respgonse identiflied
that as a potential problem also. The final 18C-day
response has all the wvalls in the plant wvhich are near
safety related equipment and does provide the analysis and
the corrective actions taken for both units.

The purpose of the 60-day response vas tc get an
initial look at what the potential problems aight rte.

COMMISSIONER BRADFCRD: The first response
identified nine walls then?

MR. NORHOLM: They did identify the walls. The
only vall sissing in the first response was the truck bay
wall. That came in later. So the valls were identified and
an initial evaluation considered them not to be a problem
but they did not observe that the safety-related piping vas
attached to the wall. That is the only point at wvhich
safety related piping is ttached to a wvall i{n the plant.
The issue on all the remaining wvalls is proximity tc safety
related equipment.

CHAIRMAN AHEABRNE: The license conditicn that you
vere going to impose is wvhat?

¥S. KERRIGAN: It is that prior to five percent
they will complete the strengthing program and then by first
refueling the staff wvill have completed its reviev and if

there are any additional modifications that we feel sheculd

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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be backfit on the plant we will backfit them at that time.

MR. FISENHUT: I should point out that ip the
package ve sent down, this is a slight change to the license
condition. The license condition ve sent down said that
prior to five percent they had to do both of these things.
Nov ve are saying prior to {ive percent they do the one
thing and prior to the operation following the first
refueling cutage they resolve any differences betveen their
criteria and our criteria as published in final form and
then fix any deltas.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: And you modified it because?

¥S. KERRIGAN: I had just made a misunderstanding
with the reviever. I thought that he reant everything Dby
five percent and really he meant the first three and the
last one by first refueling which is something that fell in
the cracke.

MR. XNIGHET: It might be wvorth commenting that ve
had the structural engineering staff at the site. We have
revieved the designs and reviewed the dravings. We have
made 2 visit to the areas so ve could -ee what the walls
actually vere.

The difference in the criteria we are talking
about here is an incremental one. It a measure really of
perhaps once again that extra step, that extra measure that

ve may reguire in, say, nuclear applicaticns as opposed to

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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vhat wvould be acceptable fcr normal construction practices.

Said another vay, when they cosplete the
strengthing program that they have proposed there will be a
very substantial increase in the seissic capacity of the
valls such that there certainly is a high level of
confidence that they would sustain the required earthguake
loads.

Now, vhether or not in the final application of
criteria as a general measure to withstand scrutiny, if you
will, wvithout guestion, ve require some slight additional
increment. When we issue the final criteria ve wvould expect
thém tc meet vhatever that final criteria turmns out to De,
but we are not proposing in iny way that there be some
significant deficiency alloved to go on for a pericd of time.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Thank's, Jim.

COMNISSIONER BRADFORD: Let me ask again what I
tcok was isplicit in one of your earlier guesticns con this
general subject. When you sav that there are no criteria
for masonary valls, the general design criterion says that
safety related pipirg has to be seismically adequate and T
presume that means the walls that support it as vell as the
piping itself. 1Is that criterion violated here?

¥S. XERRIGAN: No.

COMNISSIONER BRADFORD: Why not?

¥S. XERRIGAN: I think at one time ve wveren't sure

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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about the construction of the wall, but the acdifications
that the licensee will coamplete prior-to five percent pover
vill assure that that criteria isn’'t violated.,

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: But at the moment you are
not sure that it is not?

¥R. NORHOLE: That particular wvall has been
strengthened nowv.

¥S. XKERRIGAN: Yes.

MR. NORHOLM: It was the vital vall betveen the
two units that had to be resolved ian Unit 1 before they vent
back in service.

MR. DENTON: I guess to put it in context that
vhile there might be a vall somevhere the chance of that
vall being, you know, the nail that led toc the lack of
seismic capability of the plant is pretty remcte. There
aren't m2ny walls and they are being strengthened.

We didn't have specific criteria like ve have for
the design of +he containment and the main load bearing
4alls and it goes on and on and on about the design
details. I was surprised to find the people had put any
safety related equipment on or near these wvalls, but as ve
continually loock deeper we turn these things up.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: T gather that the question
certainly isn't unique to Salem in any case.

¥R. DENTON: No. That is why the bulletin wvent to

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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all applicants. It is a big reviev by the staff for all of
the plants.

COMMISSICNER BRADFORD: Tell me again on what kind
of a schedule it requires that the valls be strengthened.

M8. DENTON: For Salem or for all plants?

COMNMISSIONER BRADFORD: No., for all plants.

NR. DENTCN: I don't recall the status for all
plants.

Jim, do you?

#R. KNIGHT: Tho.:esponses vere due to the
bulletin, the 180-day responses that gave the applicant's
appraisal of the extent of the problem, in Noveamber. We are
in the process now of reviewing thcse repsonses and they are
fairly extensive. Out of scme 69 ve have made our ¥:,
through some 47 of thenm.

The bulletin required that if seismic category one
equipment or systems vere deteramined to be in jeopardy as a
result of the reviev performed by the applicant that their
technical specification language, if you will, would be in
focce.

As far as our setting a schedule for repair of the
valls, it is something that ve wveuld anticipate developinag
very shortly once wve have had the benefit of our cemplete
reviev.

YR. DENTON: We cculd brief you later on that. we

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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. dalls with about half of them having proximity cr something
3 on thenm or what. We are cyming cut wvwith the results of the

4 bulletin and ve are not really yet decided on the complete
S course of action.

3 COMMTSSION

™

R BRADFORD: I would *»e interested 1in
7 +hat at a future date. For purposes of Salem you are

8 satisfied that doth units -- well, let's see, vh?_. about

10 ¥S. KERRIGAN: Unit 1 has completed all of their
1* modifications and they are at 100 percent power nowv.

- 12 CHAIRMAN AHEARYNE: Well, I gather what Leif
13 pointed out is the reason that the A-wall is now
14 strengthened is because in order for Unit 1 tc go back up on
1§ power it had tc be strengthened.
16 ¥R. NORHOLM: That is right.

17 BR. EISENHUT: WNe did a lot of interim fixes.

o

18 Actually the >ulletin that went out last year, the 180-day

19 bdulletin, there wvas actually iteration before that where ve

- el

20 did a quick look at different plants. In fact, vhere there

=i were some problems plants vere being fixed. The 180-day
22 letter then, the reason it was 180 days vas because wve Had

23 taken a preliminary look alread

<

and now ve are sort of in
24 the fipal fix-up stage. We sort of made a safety assessment

25 quite early in the process.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY . INC,
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MR. XNIGHT: A number of plants have already
completed the modification of their wvalls as a result of the
effort they performed under the bulletin.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Co ahead, Janice.

(Slide.)

¥S. XKERRIGAN: On slide No. 9 the topic is shift
staffing. What I sho. on this slide is the combined with
both units operating numbers and the per-shift that is
required. There are tvo SROs reguired per shift and four
SBOs required per shift.

They currently ha#e licensed a total 11,

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Janice, vhen you say “"required”
which requirement is that?

¥S. YERRIGAN: These are the reguirements from
NUKEG 0737 and from an earlier letter dated -- I don't
recall the date.

CHAIENAN AHEARNEs NURES 0737 requirements?

¥S. XERRIGAN: Yes. Currently right now they are
on three 12-hour shifts. They have enough pecgle, both ROs
and SRCs to go to the four 12-shifts and they plan on going
to four 12-hours shifts within the next two weeks. They are
workine on putting the people in the right box and making
sure that Joe Smith has his time off, his vacation and
things.

There was an exam taken last week. We 40 not have

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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! middl e3nagement people that also have licenses. This is
2 4dust the pargaining unit people.
3 CHAIRMAN AHEABNE: Now, Salem 1 is now operating

4 on what kind of shift?

5 MS, KERRIGAN: They are also on the three 12-hour
8 shifts.
4 CHAIRMAN AHEABNE: Three 12-hour shifts, and that

8 4is what they would propose for Salem 27

9 ¥S. KERRIGAN: Yes.
10 ¥R. NORHCLN: For the near term.
1" MS, KERRIGAN: Salem 2 also has requirements even

12 though they are in cold shutdown tc have the sase shift.
13 CHAIRMAN AHEAENE: So you would end up having

14 three 12-hour shifts.

18 MS. KERRIGAN: Right.

18 CHAIRNAN AHEABNE: We had some at least words I
17 thought floating around that that vas a aaximum, that

18 12-hour shifts vere the maximsum that vere allowed and that

19 we vere trying to encourage pecple to go to less +than that.

20 ¥B. DENTON: Yes.

21 CHATEMAN AHEARNE: What are their plans, to stay
22 at three 12-hour shifts?

23 ®S. XERRIGAN: No, sir. They plan on, as I said,

24 going to four 12-hour shifts in twvo veeks and with their ‘
25 plan to de on five B8-hour shifts by no later than July 1st.
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MR. EISENKHUT: I think it is January 27th.

¥S. XERRIGAN: Yas, 26th,

MR EISENHUT: No. Maybe we are lacking
communication here. Nct counting the January €th to 9th
exans they have, usirjy the current licensed group, enocugh
already from the past exaas that on January 26th they are
going to go to four 12-hour shifts. Given the exaa success
rate is high then in fact they are hoping to be very close
to going to the five 8-hour shifts.

MR. DENTON: So they would be at four shifts pricr
to any contemplated operation.

CHATRMAN AHEARNE: Leif?

¥R. NORHOLM: One point I might mare is the fourth
shift this sonth is for the requalification training
programs. So operators will still be on three shifts.

There will be a fourth shift for training to meet the
-=qualificition requirements.

CHAIRNMAN AHEZRNE: As far as operators are
concerned the will still be on the three shifts?

¥R. NORHOLE: That is right.

CHAIRMAN ABREARNE: Do they propose, and I gather
NRR concurs, to treat the plants at least for SRCs as single
control rooa plants?

MS. XERRIGAN: That is right.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Your argument for allowing that?

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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¥S. XERRIGAN: The two contrecl rooms are ricsht
across the hall from each other. I think this vas discussad
back at the fuel locad stage vhere we agreed with the
licensee that for SRO purposes they should Pe treated as one
control room since they are directly adjacent te each cther
but for RO purposes ve vant to go ahead and treat them as
separate control rooms.

CHAIRMAN AHEABNE: Is it your proposal then that
you will, independent of what happens on further training
numbers, et cetera, alwvays treat them as a single contrel
room?

MS. XFRRIGAN: Yes, that is our proposal.

¥R. DENTON: Let me ask Domenic Vasallo if he
vould like to discuss it a little bit more.

MR, VASALLO: Domenick Vasallo. T Jjust want *o
make a clarification. We are treating them for purposes of
SRO0s as a single contzol rcom and four purposes of ROs as a
separate one.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: I understand that.

¥R. VASALLO: That is what vas granted to them in
their fuel load license and that is what ve propose to
continue to allcow them to do. They would be staffing to
meet those requirements.

' ¥R. EISENHUT: Now, to ansver one otier guestion,

one of the license conditions that we put in the license is

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,

B = e —_— e




10

11

12

13

14

18

18

17

18

& % B B

39

that PSEELGC shall commence to use regularly scheduled '~hour
shifts vithout reliance on routine use of overtime by June
the 1st, 1987, What that says is that although ve think
this apprcach is an approach that is good in the interinm ve
don't want it to be an approach ‘that continues indefinitely.

You resember at the last meeting we had T think
Steve's expression vas he is trying to develop some science
to go into this approach of whether 12-hour shifts
scheduled are better than going with 8 hours vher: you have
a high likelihood of bringing people in early and carryine
thes over late. I think our thought process wvas at this
point that three 12-hour shifts wvere adequate.

Becognizing they had a get-well program which qets'
thems to a thuallfication program using the fourth ‘«-hour
shift ve have added in a license condition which states that
the licensee shall commence regular requalification training
of operators by March the Tst.

In essence that says that he must have four
12-hcur shifts capability by no later than March 1. He is
planning to do it soconmer. Also, the other condition T Jjust
mentioned points out that he has to have enough cperatcrs go
bark to an 8-hour shift by June the 1st.

We sort of looked at this as a package that
initially ve veren't as confident that the licensee had

developed a2 program, a get-well program, overall to get to

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,




10

"

12

13

4

18

18

17

18

19

8

24

40

vhere ve vanted him to get to be. Now that he has a prograna
and the new progran looks li.e it is working and it is in
the right time scale ve are vw'lling to buy the three 12-hour
shifts for some short period of time.

We do that also recognizing one more thing and
that is, as you vwill see in a minute, ve can't really see
getting to the point vhere this plant vould be able to start
up past five percent certainly before March or perhaps even
later. So it is a short period of time we are considering.

(Slide.)

¥S. KBRRIGA;& Vhen ve came up fcr the fuel locad
license wve talked about the coantrol room design review.
T™his is just to reiterate some of that. We liked their
~antrol rocv. There vere a few deficiencies identified and
there are still two outstanding which will be completed
prior tc operation above five percent powver.

(Slide.)

On the next slide, Slide No. 11, wve did compare
Salem with the NUREG-0737 requirements. They aseet them all ‘
with the exception of the two listec on the slide and those
two are tied in with the Westinghouse Owners Group. They
will be a couple of msonths delayed and we found that }
acceptable.

(Slide.)

On Slide No. 12 with the topic of "Emergency
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Preparedness” they do have an in:erim ECOF and an interim TEC.

COMMISSIOCNER GILINSKY: Would you go back to that
point adout the reactor coolant system water level monitor.
You are talking there about a report?

¥S. XERRIGAN: That is a report, yes, sir. That
is the final design package.

COMMISSIONER GILINSXY: When do we think that that
sort of equipment will actually be installed?

NS. KERRIGAN: T believe wve have the date of -~
isn’t it 7/1/827

¥R, FISENHUT: I think it is 1/1/82.

MS. XERRIGAN: 1/1/82

COMNISSIONER GILINSKXY:z It is ab;ut a year later?

¥B. FISENHUT: It is about a year later. This is
the item you remember where there were some guestions as to
whether in fact the technology is even there vet. This is
the item that ve deferred generically in 0737 for a year.
We initialiy had required this to be a 1/1/81 requirenment
and ve backed it off a year across the board.

What this is at this point is a report ve are
requiring from all people explaining wvhat system they are
going to be using and what it looks like on their plant.

The report on the RCS wvater level monitor really
doesn’t bother me being a month late because I know it is

being developed generically in most cases and the staff is
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folloving the industry'’'s development on this. It may vell
turn out that the 1182 schedule is actual.y best.

COMYTSSIONER GILINSXY: Let me ask you are we back
on track ncw?

MR. EISENHUT: Well, things haven't changed since
our briefing on 0737 really. 2An avful lot of repcrts are
due by 1/1/81 as you will see in ocur briefing on this
tomorrov. I “on‘'t see us really slipping that many
schedules yet aud there is no change in ihe end date as of
this time, that is the date it has to be implensnrted.

CONNISSIONER GILINSXY: Does it lock as if
equipment will bde developed and produced?

NR. EISENRUT: It is still the schedule wve s=said
before. We are still shooting for 1/1/82.

HS. XERRIGAN: ©Westinghouse has supplied Salenm
with a2 generic design and Salem is taking a month to adapt
it tc their particular plant.

MR. R0SS: We did send the Coamission an
information report a couple of months ago on it which vas a
status of research.

CEAIRMAN AHEARNE: I woulda't say it vas cne that
vas filled vwith optiaisam.

MR. ROSS: It vas not an optimistic report. I
vould expect to update that in aktewt two or three more

months because there are active tests at Oak Ridge on the

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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combustion principle. We have a test which has not yet been
evaluated althcugh the data is available on the Westinghoure
sethod, and the semi-scale testing on the Westinghouse
systems also. I t. .ak probably by spring, March or April, wve
vould have a auch better idea of feasibility. In the
meanvhile the utilities are going full speed.

CONMISSIONER GILINSKY: Going at full speed doing
vhat?

¥R. BOSS: Buying ecuipment.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: 2s T understood it at least out
of those reports the sense that I wvould get is that it isn't
question of pecple being unwilling to put in equipment. The
question is trying to q;t agreement that here is a plece of
equipment that is worth putting in.

»R. RCSS: That is correct except for Efd. For
BE4 plants ve don't have the agreesment in srinciple even.

CONMISSIONER GILINSKY: Does it look as if there
is a2 design that will work satisfactorily?

¥R, ROSS: Yes. Tvo designs. I think that either
the heated thermocouple or the vessel Jelta ? system will te
found to wvork. They would like the .integral tast to prove
it because you could take the wrong step vwith an erron2cus
piece of egliipment. Yes, T am cptimistic that either of
these systems vill function. +hen you turn off the pumps

the PWR is just another 3WR, sc to speak, under the
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scenarios ve are talking about and they measure liguid level
all the tise. They run on it. So I don't have any reasen
to believe it won't wvork.

(Slide.)

HS. XERRiea:'s Let's go on with the emergency
preparedness. They do have an interim TSC which meets all
of ocur requirements and an interia EQF whic . meets all of
our requiresents.

CHAIRNMAN AHEABNE: Where is the ECOF?

¥S. XERRIGAN: The EOF is in Quinton, Nev Jersey,
which is 12 miles from the site. They are still avaiting
the f£inal issuance of NUREG 0696 so they can plan their
£inal taciliti;s.

The status of the emergency plan at Salem ics
summarized on the slide. There are a few deficiencies left
in the on-site plan and they are expecting those to be.
corrected vithin the next wveek or two.

de still need to get FEMA findings from the state
plans and run the esergency drill on that.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: You have someone from FE¥AR here.

¥S. XERRIGAN: Yes, John Dickie from FE¥A is here.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Perhaps vwe could get a sunmmary
from him.

COMMISSTIONER GILINSKY: Let me ask, when I visited

+he center they said that it take four hours L2 activate the
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offsite facility.

MS. XERRIGAN: I had someone look into that.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Is that what ve expect?

MS. XERRIGAN: No, no.

CONMISSIONER G1'.INSXY: I may have misunderstood
the number, but I thought that is vhat I wvas told.

¥MR. DICXIE: May I have the gquestion again,
please? What wvas the guestion?

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: He was saying how long dces it
take to get the offsite facility activated?

¥R. PRIEBE: Right, I think I can answver that.

Ray Priebe. I am the staff reviewver for the Salem emergency
9lan;

Literally it will take probably three to four
hours to fully staff the offsite emergency operations
facility. However, that is not to say that the functions
that would normally e perfurmed Dby that facility cannot be
done until that tinme.

At the onset of an emergency, of course, the
initial response is from the senior shift supervisor which
the- call the emergency duty officer who is subsequently
relieved by the senior plant staff member vho would functicn
out of the Tech Support Center until he could be relieved by
that transfer of functicns to the cffsite EOF.

Now, we do requ.re that the director of the

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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enercency offsite facility e availalle wvwithin an hour.
Hovever, the full staffing of that center requires a large
number of corporate people to ccme dovwn from Newark and that
may take three to four hours. Hovever, the functicns would
begin iamediately.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: The tise lag is the time to get
froms Newark down to the location?

¥R. PRIEBE: Primarily, ves.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: I think TVA wvould probably have
an ansver to that.

CONNISSIONER GILINSKY: When you say the functions
vould de perforszsed, what functicns are ycu talking abcut,
recosmending public protection?

MR. PRIEBE: Right, interface wvith the offsite
support agencies which could include recommending ocffsite
protective mseasures and radiological assessment.

John.

MR. DICKIE: Thank you for the opportunity to
address the Cosmirsion. I am the Director of Radiclogical
Eaergency Preparedness for FEMA.

| What ve have been trying to do is to make sure
that both New Jersey and Delavare offsite work in tandenm.

Let me give yo1 the key dates. We did find out
+%~is morning through Janice that the state has indeed sent

the plans to FEMA. ©We had planned to get them cn Friday but

ALDERSON REPCRTING COMPANY, INC,
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they have sent them today to the Kegicnal Assistant
Committees.

CHAIRMAN AHFARNE: BRBoth regions.

MR. CICKIE: Actually Celavare got theirs on the
29th of December. So the next then is for the RAC, Regiocnal
Assistant Committees to meet and comment on those and that
ve are expecting around 17 to 18 February for coamments back
to the states, to the state and local by 18 Felruary.

After those comments are given back to the state
the sch2dule gets a little vague because of the time the .
state may need to correct any deficiencies that are noted.
But we are shooting for a joint exercise with the close
cooperation of the ¥RC and FEMA with the licensee and the
state, both Delavare and New Jersey, somevhere near the end
of Marche. If that could be accelerated pending comments
back from the states on the comments that ve gave them ve
will try to do that.

CHAIBMAN AHEARNE: Now, in New Jersey's
transmission, has New Jersey approved the plan as far as Yew
Jersey is concerned?

MR. DICXIEs: I don't know that ve would use the
terms "approve the plan.” These things are running in
tandem. They just got the plan from the contractor
theomselves. Fart of the FEXA role through the RAC system is

ts assist the states in developin~ *he plans. So we are In
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not have a formal Governor submitted approved state plan but
ve are still doing our thing.

You know, 2nce you have the exercise then there is
a public meeting that is required. So wve are talking a
schedule that would be compiled and a determination by FE¥A
and then transmittal to the ¥RC for your finding. £So the
benchmark ve are shooting for now, at least the main
benchmark is the joint exercise in the latter part cf March.

CHAIRNAN AHEARNE: T wvould gather then, assuming
that things were acceptable, then sometimes tovards the end
of April you might »e in a position to say everything is
acceptable?

MR. DICKIE: I would imagine so. In cur joint
rules ve have a Z1-day period for the determinaticn frca the
state to the Associate Director of FENA before ve transmit
it to you. Based on everything wvorking right then April
does sound good.

CONNISSICNER GILINSKY: So how did ve 3zanage to
work things more rapidly in one of the earlier cases?

MR. DICXIE: I am not sure wvhat you are referring
to, sire.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: The North Anna case.

CHAIRMAN AHEABRNE: I think the State had

previously reached agreement on what the plan wvas.
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COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I see. The only thing
that remained vas the exercise.

CHAIRNAN AHEARNE: The only thing wvas actually tc
do the exercise.

CONMISSIONER GILINSKY: I see,

MR. DICKIE: Well, my understanding, and I vas not
»ere at the tise, but ve vould not like to have the same
process occur through the FENA at least as occurred in North
Annae.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: That is the business of
having the signoff within a day of the exercise.

MBR. DICXIE: Well, ve never did approve the plan.

COMMISSIONER BRADFORD: T see.

¥R. DICKIE: The license vas granted and ve are
still wvaiting for Virginia to provide us their corrected
plan. We would not like that to happen in this case.

CONNMISSIONER GILINSKXY: What in fact had vou done?

MR. DICKIEs Excuse me, sir?

COMMISSIONER CILINSKY: What in fact nad you
done? Was there any sort of preliminary approval cr
tentative approval in the case of Virginia?

MR, DICKIE: I am sorry, I vas not here then. I
am nev and I don't know the specifics of that, but my
understanding is that there was indeed some dialogue

working. In fact, I think Shelley would probably address it




better than I because he vas acting prior to ne.

MR. DENTON: I think it vas recognized at the tinme

by FEM2 that there were some things that stillitequired

correcticn but nonetheless they gave us a letter that in
effect indlicated their concurrence.

MR. SCHWARTZ: Shelley Schwartz nov with the NRC
Division of Esergency Preparedness jin ICE.

At the time ve worked with the State of Virseinia
and based on ---

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: LlLet's see, vere you then
over at FEMA?

MR. SCHWARTZ: Yes. I wvas then on loan from NRC
at FEMMA at the time.

At that time ve worked with the State of Virginia
and VEPCO at NRC. As a result of the exercise there wvere
still some procedures that needed development by the state.
As part of the license that was issued by NRC there vere
conditions that the state wculd provide the necessary papers
and procedures to NRC to be revieved. That period of time I
believe was about three months. So the state and the local
government should have by this time provided FEMM these
updated documents for their reviewv.

COMYISSIONER GILINSXY: But didn’'t FEMA send us a
latter discussing the state of emergency preparedness and

approving ===
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MR, SCHWARTZ: Not approving, sir, but a letter
that ===

CONYISSIONER GILINSKYs === our going fcrward wvith
the license or recommending cor at least indicating no
objection to going forward?

MR. SCHWABRTZ: That is correct.

COMNISSICNER GILINSKYs Which of those?

(Lavghter.)

MR. SCHWARTZ: A letter was sent from FEMA tc NRC
that said ve have these outstanding items based cn the
exercise the state can perform and the locals can ge ~ra in
the event of an emergency and we are vaiting for these other
procedures to perfect the plan. It is not the
administrative process that FEMA has in their proposed rule
that lays out a rigorous appreval process that ends wicth an
approval by the Associate Director for plans preparedness at
FENA which is an ongoing process right nov.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I see. And Virginia does
not yet have an approved emergency plan, a rlan agproved by
FEMA?

MR. SCHWARTZ: To my knovledge, not yet.

CONMISSIONER GILINSKY: Could someone let us know
the status of that? I don't mean necessarily right now.

¥R. SCHWARTZ: I think wve should report back to

the Commission on that.
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CHAIZMAN AHMEARNE: Any other questions on Salem?

(No response.)

(Slide.)

MS. XERRIGAN: Slide 3 lists the status of
Attachment 1 to the license in the package that we sent down
here. We had an Attachament 1 to the front of the license
that said these items wvwill be completed pricr tc issuance of
the license. All items on that list have been completed
with the exception of the eme.gency planning items and the
report that we discussed before that has to come in that ve
are delaying a aonth.

(Slide.)

On the next slide, cn Slide No. 14 as ve mentioned
a little bdit earlier we did find a couple of mistakes in the
draft license. We had given them a little too nﬁch time to
install their containment wvater level and ve bumped that
back, and the masonary vall, there was a misunderstanding
and that is delayed until first refueling. We have been
getting the editorial comments back from OPE but they are
editorial in nature and they do not change the content of
the license. -

Finally, our recommendation is that a full pover
license should be authorized following successful coampletion
of the emergency preparedness items.

I believe that is the end of my presentation.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,

— B I S T P VTN Yy v .




10

"

12

13

14

1§

18

17

18

a % B B

S3

CHAIPNAN AHEARNE: I have two cther gquestions.
First, I noticed that in a number o:r pli es in
here in the description the statement is made that ILY will
verify it or ILE will check it. 1Is there scomething that ILE
is avare of that they are to check? Is there some list of
things that ILF has that, yes, here is a transfer to ICE
res;onsibility?

BS. XERRIGAN: Yes, sir, it is all in the
license. Every i:em that is tc be completed by five percent
or 60 days, vhatever, is listed in the license so that ILE
has a handy guide to check off the itess.

COEMISSIONER BRADFCRED: What is served by the
foraulation to be completed before five percent or that they
are authorized to go to five percent at present?

MS. XERRIGAN: That is cight.

CONMISSIONER BRADFORD: So what you are really
saying then is before issuance of the next 'icemnse?

¥S. XERBIGAN: No, sir, ve are saying prior to
operaticn above five percent power. A lct of these vere
carried over from the fuel load license. In that ve
recommended that they be granted a license. There are sonme
actions, and saybe leif has the status of some of those
actions. Tt wvas ay understanding that a lot of those itenms
are very near completion but we don't have the ILFf signoff

and ve just vant to make sure that some of that staff

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,




walt ¢ : : L n ycu have to
an extra length of tinme - ! papervork and so
forth So it is an attempt everything in wvriting
hefore and then you rely on be sure that those things
identified do get resolved.

COEFSISSICNER BRADFO Its practical effect

that defore they can do any szocre than hey can de¢

they have to have done these things.

R ANz That is rcight.

SENHUT: That is right. Tn fact, another

vay around 1 is since we may bde talking a couple cf months

for emergency preparedness as an liten vould get completed ve

vould go ahead and as ve get verification from IEE it is

- -

rompleted ve would be deleting them from the license.

WR. DENTON: In fact based on the kind o
ve have heard today I wvould expect a lot of these
completed.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: g tk this to
can't get a little e specifi ‘ vondering

cllowing sentence gets

ralkin about engineered
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exceeding five percent powver.”

Now, what kind of a system is in place that alerts
IET to know that NRR has made a coamitment?

MS. XERRIGAN: It is in the license.

MR. DENTON: Let me describe the general vay. We
give copies of our SER to the resident inspectors and ve
have alvays given them to ILE over the years so they in
essence knov what assignments they *have got as we finish
the reviev. Then ve get a formal letter from IEE pricor to
the issuvance, for example, of an operating license that they
have satisfactorily resolved those issues that remain
outstanding. So that is the general case and T will let
Janice and Leif talk about how this cne has wcorked.

¥S. KERRIGAN: Lleif, do you have anything to add?

¥R, NORAOLM: What will happen prior to a license
actually being issued is that ve will transmit latters
confirming that actions have been taken and that they can be
deleted from the licemse. That particular itea is a
condition of the license presently.

After the license is issued, and this vas the case
in the five percent license, there vere conditicns to te met
prior to the core load. All those vere confirmed by IfE and

documented in appropriate inspection reports. The license
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conditions serve as a handy check list to ensure that those
items are completed.

CHAIEMAN AHEARNE: Sc that wvhenever in here there
is a statement that IELE will verify that relates in scome vay
to an explicit condition that is in the license?

MS. XERRIGAN: Yes, sir.

CHAIRMAN AHEARBNE: The other guestion was, and I
am not sure whether it is Harold or leif or somecne frowm
IEF, could you talk about this particular utility's ability
to run a plant?

CONMISSIONER GILINSXY: You are referring to this
systematic assessment ---

(Laughter.)

I am willing to lump it in with your question if
that is vhat you are referring to.

MR. NORHOLM: One vay of determining their ability
tc run a plant is reference tc the systematic assessment a
licensee perforas.

¥S. XERRIGAN: Do you need a slide, Leif?

Y¥R. NORHOLN: ®hy don't you put the first one up.

¥S. KERRIGAN: Cculd ycu put up back-up slide 15.

(Slide.)

¥R. KORHCLM: This is a new technigue bdeing used
by the regicnal offices to look at licensee performance

locking at their inspection history for a period of 1%
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months. Generally it is conducted by senicr regicnal
managenent vith input €rom resident inspectors.

In the case of Salem this is conducted in Cctcber,
and, by the way, the first round of these evaluations is not
complete i) Begion I yet. We did look at Salem 1 and 2
covering the period of September 1st, '79, until August 1950
and the evaluation was done in October.

W2 looked at 19 functional areas and again ve
locked at both units. Of those 15 the conclusions reached
by the SALP essentially are was licensee performance
satisfactory or unsatisfactory in an area, vas licensee
performance acceptable at the end of the evaluatiou period,
particularly if we found unsatisfactory performance during
the year, and finally what change in the application of
resources by IEE wvas dictated by the findings, either an
increase or a decrease in the inspection effort in that area
because of the types of iteas found.

If you would like, I can go into the details cof
the eight areas which vere identified as needing increased
iaspecticn effort for Salem.

CHAIRNMAN AHEARNE: Why don't yocu.

¥S. LERRIGAN: ©Would you put on back-up slide 16.

(Slide.)

¥R. NORHCLM: This slide lists the 19 areas that

de addressed and the eight that indicated that we should

ALDERSON RSPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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have increased inspection effcrt for plant cperations,
surveillance, reporting, design changes and mocdifications,
radiation protection, radicactive vaste management, security
and safeguards and management controls.

¥Yanagement controls tends to be a catch-all. If
ve have that many areas that need attention then asangesent
controls also need attention.

CHAIRNAN AHEABRNE: I recognize that it is not a
total I&LE normed program, it is a regional program, nor, as
you say, has it even been ncoraed within the region.

¥R. NORROLM: Right.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Nevertheless, at least looking
at this particular plant the the ILE regionmal cenclusion is
that the total inspection effort has to be increased decause
there are no decreases.

¥R. NORHOLM: Let me explain that a little acre.
We did make the conscious detersination that licensre
performance at the end of the period was satisfactorily
accoptable.A We msade that on the basis-that those areas
vhere ve had identified concerns over the 12 months
appropriate corrective acticn had been initiated and in many
cases cospleted.

So the purpose of increasing the inspecticn =ffort
is confirmatory in nature. We expect that we wen't find

probleas but we need to confirm that.
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CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: All I vas trying to do is to
look at if you have a finite amount of resoui.’es. You are
going to increase the effort in one place. Although perhars
1. has not been a normed approach, neverth :'ess something
has gut to decrease.

¥R. NORHOLM: Right, I agree.

CHAIRNAN AHEARNE: So that has to mean at least in
this case there is an increased concern.

¥R. NORHOLMs That is correct. What ve are really
trying to do is to determine éhc areas that need to be
focused on. The inspection effort .s bdoth regional based
and it is to resident inspectors and ve can certainly cause
our focus to be on these particular itesms.

MR. DENTON: There has been a company
reorganization, too. ~t about that same time to increase the
management attention to nuclear opervations within the
company.

¥R. NORAOLM: That is right.

¥R. DENTON: I assume that is part of the
corrective action.

MR. NORHCLE: Right.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Is the plant totally a PSEEG
plant?

¥R, NORHOLM: It is totally operated by FSELG.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Totally owvned?

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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MR. NCRROLNM: No. The ownership is split with
Philadelghia Flectric, Atlanta City and Delmarva.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Are Salea plants the only ones
the company owns, nuclear plants?

MR. NORHOLM: The only operating plants. Oak
Creek right next door is under coastruction.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: How long have you been there?

¥R. NORHOLMs I have been on site tvo and a half
vyears. I have been inspecting Salem for three an< a half
years.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: What is your perscnal judgment
on the operation of the plant?

¥R. NOBHOLM: Overall I think they have leen
learning for the last five years.

CHAIRMAR AHEARNE: §e all have.

¥R. NORHOLM: The :eorqanization indicates that
they have learned some lessc.s and I think from here on in
should make a presentob.e appearance as far as bodies like
thise.

MR. DENTCN: My own view from the time wve sort
began the OL review of that company going back abcut a year
is that they vere entirely too thrifty in the resources they
had assigned to the operation. I think over the past vear
through the licensing revievw we have tended to den more

from them and they have come to see this and the

ALDIERSON REPORTING “OMPANY. INC,
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reorganization sort of reflects it and improvements are
definitely noted.

T think if you go back about a year it was
operated with what I would consider limited resources
devoted to the plant throughout. I am not just talking
about a licensed operator but it just didn't seem that they
had given the amount of attention to operations and wve now
See as necessarye.

CHAILMAN AHEARNE: This recrganization you are
talking about basi~ally did what?

¥R. NORHOLM: Twoc dasic changes occurred. Crior
to the reorganization the staticn manager reported to a
general sanager who had all stations, fossil or nuclear,
reporting te him. They have nowv made a split between the
nuclear and fossil electric generation organizaticns ;t the
general manager level.

The other significant change is to reorganize
quality assurance to make it a single crganization repecrting
at a higher level of management than it did before.

MR. DENTON: This is a large company with
considerably engineering resources. [ think Janice or
Darrell can add their comments, but T just didn't see that
they vere bringing to bear on plant operations the rescurces
that the company really possessed and that wvas part c€ our

effort over the review effort to be sure that turned around.
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CHAIRMAN AHICARNE: Dlarrell.

¥YR. FISENHUT: Well, I guess I probably cught to
mike several comments.

First, addressing the specific issue here, I guess
I second what has been said. The problem as I saw it over
the last year or so was here is a very large company with
lots cf capability and lots of potential, yet ve vere still
having difficulties as ve wvent through the process of
getting really an issue resolved until it was brought to the
right level of high enough management attenticn.

By and large I am cptimistic that the
reorganization of last fall will help to address that. The
other thing that will help address it is our continuing to
follow this. You know, if I see the problem come up again
we will have the appropriate management levei meeting to try
to get it addressed.

So I am encouraged that the recrganization I think
will address this. As Leif said, I think things are
iaproving.

MR. DENTON: I can't help but observe that the
chief nuclear person in the company, Yr. Snyder is not here
today. I had hoped that he would have been here to attend
this very important meeting. It has been an ongoing issue
vithin the staff to raise our sensitivity to operaticnal

concernse.
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COMNISSIONER GILINSKY: He is the man in charge of
nuclear operations?

MR. DENTON: Yes.

MR. NOBHOLM: He is the senior vice president in
charge of production.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: In charge of fossil cr
nuclear?

MS. XERRIGAN: Production. ¥r. Mettel who is at
the same level as “r. Snyder in the organization is on the
licensing side of the house. He is responsible for Salem
Unit 2. ¥r. Snyder is on the operations side of the house.

COMMISSIONER GILIKSKY: Can I ask you in the IEE
assessment under plant operations, the report speaks of
operator attitudes and inattention, is that control roonm
operator or operator as the utilityf

ER. NORHOLM: Actually both, but the control room
operator is the cone that comes to mind most of the time. .

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Has that turned around
sufficiently?

MR. ORHOLM: There wver= significant attitude

problems v'.en the licensee atteapted to work 12-hour shifts

" by scheduling eight and the extra four came cut of whoever

could de forced to work. Since he has scheduled 12-hcur
shifts things seem to be a lot better in terms of attitudes

of the operators in preparation to work 12 hcurs and knowing

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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1 full well that when they say two days off they mean twc days

2 off.
3 COMMISSLIONER GILINSKY: 1Is it as simple as that?
< MR. NORHOLM: The two go toyether. There is an

5 improvement in attitude and there is an improvement in

6 attention by the operators. They also are getting, as you

7 sawv by the numbers, more people available to work. I think ,
8 it has gotten better.

9 COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: How frequently are these
10 assessaents made?

n ) MR. YORHOLM: We intend to do another one abcut

12 April 6th which will be six mcnths after the previov~ Jne.
13 They will look at a year in overlapping intervals.

14 CONMISSIONER GILINSKY: In this case you mean

15 fairly soon? '

18 ¥R, NORHOL": For this particular plant ve will

17 have cne in April.

18 CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Why is that?

19 ¥S. KERRIGAN: That was at the specific request of
20 the Salem management. I think that ¥r. Eckert asked fcr a
2! review very gquickly, as scon as possible aftervards. Ve was
very concerned wnen ve did give him the results and he asked
us to specifically come back and prove that they could turn

themselves around.

& ¥ B B

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: I see.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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¥YR. NORHOLM: well, the original intent wvas to do
them every six months. I don't know if we are able to hold
to that schedule. We do intend to for Salem to do another
full review in April.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Darrell, did you have aanything
else?

MR. EISENHUT: First, our overall prograa is that
once a year on all operating plants and all plants under
construction there will be ‘some form of a SALP reviev.

Now, just a couple of notes of cauticn, and Jim
Taylor is not here -- ILE wvas going to be here I thought to
address this. We have in he;dquattots a review group.

CHAIB!A! AHEARNE: You veren't implying that if he
vere here you wvouldn't say it?

(Laughter.)

¥R. EISEYRUT: No. I would try to let him say it.

We have a review group in headguarters who has two
functions. One function is to look at all of these SALP
reviews and the detailed back-up on them. The objective is
that ve are going to come ocut and literally rate plants,
that is utilities, by average, above average and below
average. Those are the three groups wve are looking at.

The seconud main function of this headgquarters

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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group panel is to somehow normalize these different reviews
done around the country.

The group in headquarters ccnsists of four
people. It consists of Jim Sniezek and Norm Mosely from
ItF, Carl Michaelscn and ayself. YNow, that group vill be
done these reviews and actually they have a three-man staff
vho will be looking at the different plant® trying to put
them in these schenmes.

The other point to make is that the SALP as ve go
down the road vwill not be just an ILE review, it will really
be an ¥BC review taking input from NBR, perhaps AEOD, et
cetera. The Project Manager, in this case Janice, will sit
on the board, actually the board meeting out at the utility.

The purpose of having the NER input, for example,
is that the project manager will be drawing input from how
the other divisions perceive the utility's performance,
particularly Steve Hanauver's division. That is, a lot of
the utilities are doing a mangement review or a licensee
performance. S5O we are really integrating these into a set.

Now, the other thing to be cautious about when you
look at these increased or decreased inspections, first you
must remember the IELE inspection envelope allows some
fluctuation, increases or decreases, already.

The second thing to note is that if you have a

couple of very strong inspectors, which I happen tc think in

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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this case ve do have, you have better and stronger
inspection and you may in fact find more things.

A utility who is very, very vigilant about

67

reporting and looking very hard will submit more LERs and

more information. Therefore vheh you do the statistics,

vhatever they mean, you can in fact infer some raw
conclusions. 4

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: But ve haven't Deen
talking here about statistics.

¥MR. EISENHUT: No, but the statistics are in
part of the base that goes into the SALP prograns.

COMEISSIONER GILINSXY: That is true dut ---

fact

MR. FISENHUT: I+t is a large piece of determining

wvhether or not you increase or decrease inspections.
COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: The nore significant
comments frcm ay point of view and the mcre disturbing

are ones about company attitude.

cnes

MR. EISENHUT: Oh, certainly, I agree with that.

I am just saying that it varies tremendously though froa

plant to plant. Many of the SALP reviews from 2 region are

based very largely on statistics. We all have that same

cautione.

So there is considerably flexibility in the

interpretation of the actual make-up of the members as

to

vhat constitutes increase or decrease. For example, the

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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headguarters panel has rowv looked at, it is either eight or

nine plants, that is lookad at the reviews done, and I think
everyone concluded that there has to be increased inspecticn
in several arease.

It gets back to the same question the Chairman
raised. If every cne of these conclude that ycu have t°
increase inspection in three, four, five and up to nine and
ten areas maybe the norm is somewhere adjusted wrong. It is
just a note of caution that wve as a panel have locked at
these and feel the same ccaclusion you mentioned.

The actual item-by-item conclusion of increase
inspecticn here, increase it there and increase it there
really does not carry that much veight with us. It is
really the overall underlying management attitude and the
management apprcach which seems to be there in the Lottoa of
every one of these and not just these 2areas but even tne
areas that ve have discussed earlier, for example,
environmental gualification. It took us a long period of
time to work the issue out.

COMMISSIONER GILINSXY: It would not be good if
the next review concluded that the plant operations category
vas unsatisfactory.

¥R. EISENHUT: Absolutely. I agree with you.

That is our peint.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: However vou define the

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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elements that enter into that.

¥R. EISENHUT: That is right.

MR. NORHOL¥: I can say nov since there are only
six weeks left in the review period that there prctably
von 't *e an increase.

¥R. EISENRUT: Then you get back to the other
system. IEE, I-don’t believe, if they would have a problem
with the management cf the plant, and YRR, if ve had a
problem for our management reviews, wve would be recommending
a license without some additional steps independent of the
SALP? reviewv.

COMNMISSIONER GILINSKY: I understand that but it
is important that that level of performance and rate cf
improvement continue. ‘

CHALRMAN AHEARNE: Ve are alsc I think as an
agency still developing what kind of approaches ve take in
overall management. So we are still trying to fit all these
pieces tocgether.

MR. EISENKUT: It is very complicated.

MR. NORHOLNM: One comment I would like to male on
the corrective actions taken by the licensee, in mcst of the
areas listed the corrective action is addressed at the
corporate level or at the statiocn level in terms of
procedure or practice or something like that. The benefits

vould accrue to both units. So that the addition of Unit 2
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doesn't really impact on that.
CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: I wvonder if you could give 22 a
ittle chart which would shov me what is the organizational
structure starting at the - ~¢ +«he corporatione.

¥S. XERRIGAN: All rignt.

¥R. DENTON: ¥r. Chairman, I would suggest that it
vould e useful to the staff to get any comments on any
areas other than emergency planning as they are developed
and see if ve can't complete our documentation of the review
of the license so that when the emergency plan issue is
concluded that will de the only issue that would still bde
opene.

CHAISYAN AHEABRNE: Vic?

.CO!HISSIOHEB GILINSKY: I don't have any aajor
questions I feel need to be resolved. 1In visiting the plant
one of the things that surprised me is a lot of the
equipment that would othervise be in covered buildings is
out in the open. Does that pose any safety probleas?

¥S. XERRIGAN: We have lcoked at turbines and wve
have looked at the cracking of turbine disks and ve
concluded that there vas no action th2t needed to e taken.
We asked them to inspect thcse turbines in their second
refueling.

YR. SISENHUT: That is not uncommon. In fact,

quite 2 number of the soutchern plants have a lct cf then

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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outdoors.

CONMISSIONER GILINSKY: Well, I have seen it in
California. I Just haven't seen it in the Northeast.

MR. EISENHUT: A lot of the things, particularly
the turbines ocutside is pretty common.

COMMISSIONER GILINSXY: No, I don't have any
further questiocns.

CHAIRNAN AHEAQNE: John?

CONMISSICNER HENDRIE: I don't have any
questions. I commend the staff for a very well prepared
briefing this morning and would be happy to leave the natter
vith the Commission leaving it to Harold to find =
satisfactory completion of the emergency planning
requirements and he can issue it at his ciscretion
thereafter. I don't feel the need to s«e it again.

CHAIERMAN AHEARNE: Peter, questions?

COMMISSIONER BBADFORD: No further guestions now,
John. I don’'t have any concerns that in any way outpace the
emergency planning concern. I would be interested to see
the SEFR on equipment qualification but that will clearly be
over and done with long before the emergency planning matter
is laid to rest.

I woull tc a+t least see the FEMA conclusions
following the emergency planning drill before signing cff ~n

i+ once anad for all, but short of that I don't have any
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difficulty with the staff recommendation.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Let's see. I am not sur2 then
if# I completely understand how you would then leave it.

Joe has proposed that we approve the license. I
think what Joe has propeosed is agreeing to Harcld's
recoamendation which is approve the operating license
conditional upcn the successful completion of emergency
preparedness. Upon that successful completion Harold could
go ahead and issue it.

MR. DENTON: Yes, that is our reccamendation.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNEs That is your recommendation and
Joe has said that he would concur in that.

Now, what is your proposal?

COBMISSIONER BRADFCRD:s I took it that Joe vent a
step further and said that for his part he was approving
emergency preparedness, too, unless Harold came back and
said there is something wrong here.

COMNISSIONER HENDRIE: Approving issuance of the
license without the Commission having to hear it again,
leaving it to Farold to conclude that the emergency planning
is in satisfactory shape and all the requirements of FEMA
are met.

COMMISSIONER BRADFQRD: We may not be saying
anything different. I Jjust wouldn't conceptually turn loose

of the Commission's held on the license until ve have the
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FEMA letter in hande. I don't know that that requires
another meeting or anything of that scrt but T would wait
until that point.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Would it be correct to say that
you would be satisfied with wvhatever mechanism that SECY or
CGC could come up with that a notational agreement would be
adequate without going through a £full meeting again? Is
that correct?

COMNISSION'R BEADFORD: Yes.

CHAIRNMAN AHEABRNE: I am just trying to make sure
vn get the procedure correct.

COMMISSIONER BRADFCRD: That is perfectly fair. 1
assume it allowvs cbviously if emergency preparedness turned
out to de a nightmare we would have a meeting if ve had to,
but sure.

CHAIRNMAN AHEABNE: Well, I assume if it did that
Nr. :iciio or his cohorts and ¥r. Penton would be back up
here and telling us that.

CONMISSICONEL BRADFORD: Sure. The way you have
stated it does not ¢ive me any difficulty.

CHAIRNAN AHEABRNE: Victer?

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: Well, I don't see a need
for a further meeting bdut I guess I would put off an
affirmation vote until everything is in order.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: An affirmation vote wculd te a

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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seeting.

COMMISSIONER GILINSKY: I mean not a meeting
dealing with the details of the license.

CHAISMAN AHEARNE: So you would not gc as far as
Peter vould go?

CONMISSIONER GILINSKY: Well, I think that the
Coamission to give its approval has to vote and I would
leave the formal vote to the time when ve are ready to deal
with it. As far as I am concerned in the areas other than
emergency planning T am satisfied.

CHAIRMAN AHEARNE: Harold, I think wvhere wve have
come out is that all four of us are in agreement on all
aspects of it other than the emergency plan. I think wve
will have to wvait and see. Once the emergency plan comes in
I vould conclude that if there are no real problems that it
vill need at most for you to come down and tell us that and
it may not even require that much of a procedure. If there
are probleams, clearly ve all would want to revisit it. With
the exception of that I think that ve are all in agreement.

¥R. DENTON:; We will proceed with that
understanding.

COMNISSICONER GILINSXY: As far as the
non-emergency planning aspects of it the Commissicn has
clearly concluded it is satisfied.

CHAIRYAN AHEABNE: There are vacicus pieces, as

ALDERSON REPORTING CUMPAIY, INC.
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Jia has said, that have to be put into the SEE, but those
are vrapping up pieces.

All right. Thank you, Janice and Parcld.

Thank you very much.

(Whereupon, at 11345 a.m., the meeting concluded.)

. Ik
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