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Mr. Lerdo Zack, Chelrmes
Fuclear Regulatory Commission
Wasbington, D, €, 20888

Subject: South Texes Nuelear FPower Plent

DEc ' eae
Coples; Distridvution (etteched)

Dear Mr. Zack,

I foel 4% 48 my
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bl F B

2uty te inform you that aincocz
denel Crfdce sgent's Sitervy
BY %0 (2) dnspection tri
81t Operational agents nn
end having g N
Aegion IV Cemple'nts Cfordinstor ol
s« ] bBuve board Lething from those
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i B2 extemel; concerned that I'n corrective action
hos been {nitisted soncerrire the desipr ard fnstall.
eticn defencies, .2 "Eot Funetiorel Test(s)® sched.
Vit nseds to incoryorate all Knosn cefercies and the

ROrKk cozrleted before the test(e) are conducted,

?Lrtno::oro.;;n engineer whe has fdentified sone
¢f his cotcerns Op pisnt dcoumentation/ t n,

$ tefere & report ts givern 0 one whe has
§0rn Qepositicon to the Covernment? Adde

: ¥ romised , of wy depositiorn by
*= 1 Bave DOt rece;v.
helther have | received urny telephore calle
€T rejourts ¢o my 1"5;13710ﬁ rips with your mgents or

Cezplaints Coordinator,
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in addition snrc[tw (2) esoperate fnapeotion
trips with the Mou .on Light & Yowep Company's site
Safetoss Mansgenent, an fnspsotion trip with a Peohte)
Corperetion Vico<frestdent, Frojeot Maneger, Assistant
Site Project Engineer, and Lesd Retrofit Design Zrgine
88F =+ 1 have hed no infurszetional response vhat-so.
ever, YNor Yave ! recelved arn mnawer to By secord letter
Vo the Fresident of the Bechtel Group of COE;IDSO{J

I a2 talking edout & putlear powar plapt that {9
Tequired to demonstrate systems that are installed core.
Tectly prior %o recelving nuetlear fuel on asite,

p-— Pecause of no response from your sgenty, and {n
eréer to {dentify the prodiezs ot the Scuth Texas
Huelewr Tower Plent, I Dave met with the S.ate of Toxns
Cffice of Pudlie Utiliyy Counsel, the firs of Fulbrighte
Jerorski, end the iuatin, Tezes Americsn Stateanen powge
poper, 4180, 1 have been {n contact with the Government
Accountability Preject in Rashington, D, C.. Next,
Lave at sppointuent with another Stste of Teras Fublie
Vitlity reprosenative, Serator Lloyd Pentsen of Toxss

bes Leen prompt in reporting to me of your need to koep
biz inforued,.

My ezpleyer R hes termivated my enpleyment
since 1 first contected You, and therfore 1 have no direct
%4y ¢f belng ioforzed 1f any corective sction 19 deing
imjlezented on the dufencies at the plant,

Coder tiese serfous ¢ircunstances pursuant to the
configuretion of the plant systems, 1 sincerely reconnend
Ihat you consider dssuizg o Stop mork Order to the

preject,
.
r" Ky telertere nuster 1_'}'100:0 foa)
free 1o call me et eny tizg,

Very truly

¥
'






the |\ Nucled t
“5'.‘(".‘?'~ t { .- f re) ‘f?l'

. ceses 8¢ 404 B, t Lot s Lo
sing safety concerns to Lhe KR( n Apt 27, 1589, upon the
s possiotlity, NRC sent Tetters ¢ clear vii)ities, ®a
ers. nuclear steam supply systes dors, fue) cycle Tactle
¢ materials Vicensees directing t review thelr current an
ents to assure that such restrict! Teuses were oL present
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clauses were 1 d. the KRC direct ¢ companies to notify

wer employees that they could free e 10 the KRC at any Line

ny fors of retribution end that cer tions {n Lhe restrice
¢ not be enforced. Also, Lhe ¢ aries were Lo notity the NRQ
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§. 41 such restrictive Yauses were identified Cevera)
sed the NRC that they had notified | ividua)s whose agreements
] L

ngldered restrictive pe of these companies, however, {ndicated
belfeved the agreements were not restricll
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any dentified or pgreement with potentially restrictive lar
{ewed Lhe agreement, Whera Lhe NRC determined that Lhe agree
tential) language, 1t sent a certified Tetter
ney. The letter instructed Lhes tha
KRC were Lo be disregorded and
ety fesues that were not brought to the
e
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icted !) Lielir » reenent
people whe t?‘rt-t:
safety fesuves not
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The Hongreble Lloyd Beitsen ¥ L

ab one of ine individuals who tze11g.¢’settWem1-nt agreement
restr rles communicatam ¢ With the KEC and, in response 10 NEC's certifiee
Yetter, Trficated thet N had safety issves cqueerning the South Texas
Prosect hus'esr power plant '-.-r-c'w"c'wed to veluntarily
covperate with KRG and after s ccesstu) efforts by the ARC 10 meet
informall nthr‘to discus concerns, \he Agency fssued 8 subpoens o
Decencer 1, 1585, requiring tha rovide testimony,

T in compliance nith the subpoens, met with trhe NRC staff on

_ a L cormunicated to them the safety concern 2 d
about the South Texgs Fro ect, Jhe transcript of that meetin? has been
reviewed by N and concerns fa11 within the following categurivs:

(1) previcus concerrns Lrovght 1o NEC's pttention that were reviewed,
snalyaed, arg resylved by the staff in early 188%3; (2) previous concerns
provided 10 the vttlity's SAFETUAM for whic! feels that adequate Justifie
cation for ¢isposition was not groyided; (3) previovs concerns provided to

NRC's Region 1¥ staff for ahig eels that adequate Justifigation for
disposit oy wes put provided; ang (4) 811 other iteims retsed bb
that pay be potertiel sgf fgsper The KRG staff has developed o plan
and begun the review om“ncerm.
SO o . AT
Feedon of Jriormation Act (FOIA) request for records relating tow

reviovs
rging the South Texas Froject, subsequently, in o letter dated

[
ﬂu gimitar reguest was submitted and & request was rade that fees
or processing the request be waived. On March 21, 1930, the ¥2% denfed the
request for o fee waiver becayse the use 10 be made of the recor.s would be &
private one, The enclosed chronotogy reflects KRG contacts resarding this :

ratter,

1 hope this information satisfies JULr corcerns regercing \ht matter,
Sincerely,

0"“'.,\“\ S'\‘Mﬂ ‘”
james W Taylot v

Jares M, Taylor
Executive Director
for Operations

Enclosure:
Chronolegy
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CHRONDLOGY

-ﬁQ pinformed NRC that
ad concerns regarding the

bout 'xa8 Project nuclear power plant
which eiieved NRC had not evaluated,

ought to impose
onditions © presentation of the
information to NRC in ng, NkC
serving a subpoena on ‘

2lso submitted a
rmation Act (FOIA)
regquest of behalf for records
pertaining to srevious concerns and
allegations concerning the South Texas
Project plant from June 1966,

November 3, 1898 NRC sontml
staterment of estimate ees for

processing the FOIA request.

Decenmkber 1, 1989 After lack of cooperation, men
vas issued b n
testimony on

of the .

s A : £ Befor the sane
records ang gquested a waiver of fees
for processing the two FOIA requests.

mlubnnud a motion
© NRC asking that the subpoena be

podified and a protective order issued
on the bases of undue financial hardship
regarding the location of the deposition
and NRC's failure to repond to the FOIA
reguests, ( The was the first time NRC
became aware that the processing of the
FOIA requests was a prereguisite for

conducting the deposition,

Decenber 15, 1989 NRC confirmed, in writing, telephone _
discussions mW
in which it was &Greed that the location

of the deposition would be changed., The
letter further stated that the NRC staff
did not consider it necessary for the
FOIA reguests to be processed prior to
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August 8, 1990

SEw Yk
B Ll LIS
Re: Freedom of Information Act Request
Mr. Donnie M, Grimgley [vdaral,r;prgsg
Director, Division of ik

-

RLECQN BF iz
Freedom of Information and ' PP AR
Publicetions Services #LT B
OCffice of Administration

United states Nuolear Regulatory Commiseion OLS PO~ &

Washington, D.C. 20858 //3;(//{? ?.36/
/el ¥

Dear Mr. Grimsley oA ” ¢

On behalf of the C;t¥ of Austin, and PUtELAnt to the
Provisions of the Freedom of Information Act, 8 V.8.C. § us2,

and the implement ! ng tegulations of the Nuclear Ruguletor
Comnission, 10 C.F.R. Part ¥, we hered

records of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
safety and/or health complaints regarding

Nuclear Plant located in Bay City, Texas, made by organiga~
tions, groups, or individuals, ireluding, but not imited to,
former employees at the South Texas Nuclesr Plant,

We have attempted to provide a identifying information
concerning the agéncy records covered by this Fequest, In the
event, however, that You should dotermine that this reguest
does aot describe the agenc

Y records requested with sufficient
sgcciticity to eénable such agency records to be located, we apk
that you notify the undersigred pursuant t¢ 10 CF.R, §

9 23(b¥(2) of the basis for your determination and aliow us to
confer with Appropriate Nuclear Regulatory Commission pérsonnel
S0 that we may restate the request in such a way as to rectify
ény deficiency you believe oxXists,

aporesertt
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M. Donnje W. CGrimsley
Rugust 8, 1990
Fage Two

In the event you detérmine that sny of the above-
descridbed agency rtecords or portions of such agency records are
exempt from mandatory disclosure under the provisions of §
U.S.C. § S%2(b), we regquest that you fully describe each suoh
agency tecord (or portion of such agency record) withheld,
state your 1casons for withholding such .qenc{ record or

ortiens thereof, and state your ressons for not invoking your
;sc:ogionuty‘powors to volease such agency record or portions
thereof,

wWe t@qu@ﬁt that )'lf.‘ﬂ‘(’}(&’.’flp‘; pol’ttcnl of ag(ancy tecords
that are segregable from the portions that you believe te be
exerpt from disclosure be releaced as they are identified, as
cpposed to being  withheld until the cortectiness of your
decision with respect to the withheld portions of the agency
records is determined.

We request that you release ajency records responsive
to this reguest to us 48 they becore availadble, rather (oan
delaying release until your entire search for resporsive
récords has been completed,

In acccrdance with 10 C.F R § 9.41, the City of
Austin believes inter alis that the public's interest in
discicosure oxceeds the reguester's commercial dnterest in
disclosure. Accordingly, the City of Austin respectfully
requests & walver Or at least a partial waiver of fees. In the
alternative, notice is hereby given that the City of Austin is
willing to pay reascnable fees that are incurred and ascessed
for the searc:, for and copying of cecorde responsive to this
request. However, in the event fees for the search and cofyﬁng
of responsive records will be in excess of $250.00, please
edvise and confer with the undersigned prior to incurring costs
in excess of such amount.

All communications concerning this reguest should be
directed to the undersigned. Thank you for your assistance in
this matter.

very tru'y yours,
.A. Frank Koury
AFK/ml
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