JCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
RECION IV
§11 RYAN PLAZA DRIVE, SUITE

ARLINGTON. TEXAS 760M

0 8 JAN 1884

MEMORANDUM FOR: jordon Edison, NRR Allegation Coordi

FROM: Thomas F. Westerman,

SUBJECT: ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARCING PROPC
NOTIFICATION FOR CPSES ATOMIC SAFETY

BOARD (ASLB)

sue before the ASLB at Comanche Peak 1s Contention
ted as Tollows:

ring is
is sta

“The applicants' failure to adhere to the quali.y assurance/

quality control provisions required Dy the construction permits

i o

for Comanche Peak, Units 1 and 2, and the reguirements of Appendix 8

2f 10 CFR Part 50. and the construction practices empioyed, specifically
in regard to concrete work, mortar biocks, steel, fracture toughness
testing, expansion joints, placement of the reactor vessel for Unit 2,
welding, inspection and testing, materials used, craft labor qualifica-
tions and working conditions {as they may affect QA/7C), and training
and organization of QA/QC perscnnel, have raised ubstantial questions
as to the adequacy of the construction of the facility. As a resuit,
she Commission cannot make the findings reguired by 10 CFR Part 30.
vecessary for issuance of an operating license for Comanche Peak."

W

57(a)

The ASL3 has taken a very broad interpretation of this contention. The Citizen
Association for Safe Energy (CASE) in their November 9, 13983, filing with the
Y

ASLB discusses the Lipinsky memorandum, as well as other coating related
allegations. The subject of ccatings is considered to be a licensing issue.

The safety significance of coatings relates tc the potential fcr the loss of
adhesion between successive coats that could result in paint material being
carried into the containment sump as a result of a reactor accident which is
followed by iritiation of the containment spray system. The scenario of contain-
ment coating failure represents the potential to exceed the allowable blockage

of the inner sump screen (reference NRC Regulatory Guide 1.82). There is also
the possibility of paint interaction during the accident condition which does not
appear to be in guestion at Comanche Peak.

I have attached the Lipinsky memo. IT | further infor~mation, then you

may want to review the CASE Novemoer iling with the ASLB.
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In my previous memo of November 23, 1983, to S. A. Treby, ELD, the aate for
completion of the inspection should be changed to March 1984, and the inspection
report issue date should be changed to April 1984.

=
PR 7~

Thomas F. Westerman
Enforcement Officer

Enclosure:
Memorandum to R. B. Roth

ce:
J. T. Collins
T. £. Westerman»"



R. 8. Rotn et J. J. Noreis
e o+ hdBinsxy

. -

CAD-£3-009
Aagust 8, 1993

T:i5 Resert 00T Job We. ME30L (Comanche Peak Uit l-Slen Asse, TX) |

The writer was on the subjest site July 26, 27, anc 28, 1583,

Tre mﬁ-m ingivicuals were met wnile on site:

M, R, #=Bay (TUS1) Engineecing Manager

. T. 8ranst (£3A820) Projest Non=ASE T Supervisse
Sane Crane (TUSI) lonstruction Resigent Mandger
Jerrsy mocos (£8ASCY) Pessomnel

Jonn Mer=itt (TUCSY) marager of Start-ip

T. . Miller (E3aS02) Paint Inspester %

R. Talsern (TUCS2) & Manager

Mark wells (Sibgs § Hill) Engineer

macTy willlams (CSlicss & Mill) CC Paint Swpervisor

Toe following activitias were performes wnile on site:

suly 28, 19683 - meer J. 7. Brangt (.::as...a)

'uk S.J 'ibn "‘m ‘i ‘ms (Ub.cd & H...)

» - Hes: R. Posgay (0BC) - giscuss painter gualifizations ang
ite cunditions/cropliens in ganeral

m' Mark wells (C bgs anc Hill)
S¢t Sacges -

MNiy 27, 1383

w3lk around site - observe «OTk oM Dolar crane ant come
3rief meeting «itn R, Telson (TLGSD) ang C. T. 2ranct

(Erascy) - preliminary assessment Dy J.J.L. that Comanche
T23k nas proolems in areas of material storage,
work=ansnip (ouality of work ang painter gualifization &
ingoctzination), not satisfying ANSI reguirments ang
cossibly coating inug-nv All of above ccu,c 3ffe=s
NRC licensing to wnigch R. Tolson replisg "That's not ay

Jjoo or conmcern®,

Mso'disc:.:ssed former OBC cmployees with emghasis on 7.
L. milles (Ebasco). R, Telson (TLGSY) asked JL if A
JA reslied

woull renire T. L. Miller (Shasco).

"Desending on circumstances, yes®.

c.

T. 8rangt (E-ases)

veluntesrsd L0 have T, L, Millar (Ehaszs) at the aimoort

by three o'clock.



August 8, 1983
Page 2
Jesy &7, 2983 ec thoough projest specifications
. - Meet wilh swing shift nspection personnel
- Qcserve swing snift work on poclar crane and dome

y +983 < meet ION and give run gown On ofservations anc petential
greslem areas
- Mest wiln Mark wells (Cibbs ang Hill) anc go over
specification 23234831 ang FSAR commitments to ANSI
' Stangaras. ANSI NS.12, 101.2, 10l.s (wnich ties ints
»-5,2) ang Regulatory Cuice 1.54 are referenced in
eitner the specification or FSAR.

>
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-Agvise JN on specification/FSAR commiiments
-Meeting with J. Merzitt (TUCCD), G. Crane (TUSI)
R. Telson (TUGCD), M. mMc3ay (TUSI), 3N, JX

A) N gave introduction which incluced the fast that the
Comancne Peax site is committec to ANSI requirements
ang JIN then atitemptes Lo turn over discussion to JA.

8) 3oL startec Dy stating tnat based on otsarvations and
specification/ANS] commitments that there are areas for
pecple o De concurned aboutl at Camancne Peak.

JI briefly revieweg for the ingiviouals present tmat

08C nas hac extiensive experience on nuclear 2rojests,

ang that C3C is familiar wilnh various means/methegs of
satisfying ANSI reguirsments.

R. Tolson (TUGC]) asked for er mples of specifis
protlem areas or items.

JAL reslied that specifics canmnsot be given witnout a
thoroug' review/audit. However, described prodlems
wilh material storage, painter
cualifizaticn/ingccicination, possidle cocumentation
geficiencies, ang morale proclems.

€} JN incicated that by 3rcwn and Roct estimates, only 34
out of 452 indiviouals are of any value as painters.
JJL alsc stated that !{f cuality work is out in place
¥ then they woulc be a long way to r2solving site
proglems. Further JX stated that there [s curtently 3
"No Win® situation on site between the craft anc QT
Inspectors, and even though this sounds cornv, Srown
and Root needs to dgevelop a "Win-win® situation.

d
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\ugust 8, 1983
“ape 3

conversation 4t this point took off on the areas of
assuting that indivicuals putting work in place are ;
going an aceguate job or get disciplined, anc Shanging
mcrale. ‘

D) Discussion tnen centersc on what Lf any changes OSC
would recommeng for the specification. Essentially
Qrown & Root Ls macpy with the level of enfgrcement/
inspection currently in force for the soecification/
procecurs requirements. Alsc a change In the
soecification this late in the game would anly confuse
matters on site. JON to come up «ith a OCA for
LOUCH=T.

£) Problems with tne suality of the alr supoly (takes W2
ts half of tne snift to have tne cil sroclem correctes)
re giscusses ang now to cCarrect same, ;

-~
-

F) Availacility and gualification of inspection perscnnel
was ciscussed. ION suggest2c tnat J. Coogan (BEI1) may
mave some seaple availacle. J. Merzit: (TUGDD)
suggested J. Ccogan contact JerTy Hocps (Zbasc3).

-Mesting with J. Chuten (TUGSD-vR) J. Merzilt (TUGS3)
N, X

A) 3. Mer=itt (TUGSD) reviewed/summarized ciscussion of
earlier meeting. .

a) J. Mersitt (TUGSD) girectec JON/0BC to do no meTe
(atmer than recommenc altermative air supply) until
notified by TUGCQ.

The following are tnhe writers observations/coinions as 3 result of this
site visit:

A0 To some extent a3 parallzsl zan De crawn with Comancne
Seak and limmer. Comancne Peak is colng inspectlions to
the cegree that they (Comancne Peak) are comforiacle
with or will tolerate, However in the real werld there
are requirsments that have to be satisfled, and in at
least the areas of material storage, painter’ "
cualificzation/indoctrination, cocumentatiocn and

. traceanility incications ar: that Comerche Pesk falls

shart in adeguately satisfying these tegquirsments.’ The

eriter's opinicn is that management at Comanche Pes
nas deluced itself into thinking everything is alrignt
or it will all coms out in the wash., The fact that
management atilemots to sTuash any effores to point aut
quality proslems (vg NCR;s, QT reperiing to seoduction,
eta.) to some extant confirms the above, anc Nas led o
a mcrale proslem with tne inspection staff.



CAD-83-2056
Aygust 8, 1583
Page &
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Almost everycne in the {nspection staff is laoxing to o=t
cut of Comancrhe Peak. The {nspestion staff works 60-70
NOUrs 3 week. You C3an't work pecple on an extenced basis
even wilh Rign salaries (apparently only a few stay a wnole
year). In aGC"‘ to the long HCu's the inspecior
contacted Dy Lhe wriler (other disciplires incluces) all
have a low cginicn of the ouality of the work put in place,
ang in effect are keeping quist until they can fing anot!

feel comfore :;: wilh the wvay JN
reguisements. RiS Ras dDeen giscussed

certaim axtant the '..:e: f’
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