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Wells Eddlenan's Res-onse to CP&L's Sentember 6
Contrnl Room (R.G. 1.97) filing & Related Arguments

CPé : joeume o ' poRa 0"
On Se~tember 6, CPLL flled 2 document (serial) LiP-53.107)

ith the Director of KRC's Of"ice of Nuclear Pesctor Regulst'on

a ddressing (it claims) XUREG=-0737 Sunrlement 1 requlrements,

s M ave 3 ”
This document is tentative, e.z. 2t page. 2 1t savs that "if
tre selection of "
it 1s determlined that theAT!pe A variables shoudd be =medified, the

tatle (listing them) will be revised. Twvre A variasbles, it sare,

include some tyne B,C and D varliables (p.?) It goes or tc =av that

SENPP category 2 instrumentatior "may actuallv meet the reculverments

of Catagory 1 or may meet the intent of the regulatorr gu’de as fustified.’
(p.2)s At page 3; 1t savs thet some eauirment is be!ng ungraded or
procured and some infermation 1s currentlr unavalilable on the instruments,
Further, "It 1s anticipated that Instrumentaticr will be irnlemented

prior to comercial oneratior, 1If it becomes sppavrent that such 2

schedule canrot be met, then thie N°C will be rotifled as to the »evised
‘mmlementat’or date,"

It is aprarent from the above that CP&L 1s :¢?ll ”a'}irg
2

F -
. 3 5 R ¢ rlvefts oL’ rementis O
to comply with the SPDS human fuctors analysis Treq
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. " T et
On Sentember 6, CPEL ff1led u document (fex»i2) LiP-%3.107)
i1th the Director of NRC!s Office of Nuclear Pezctor Regul=t’on
i — -~ e ot - el >
a ddressing (it claims) KUREG-0737 Sunrlement 1 resulirements,
3 "
This document is tentative, e.g. 2t page. 2 1t savs that "if
tre select’on of "
it is determined that theA.ype A variables shoudd be =mecdified, the

table (listing thenm) will be reviced. Tvre A variszbles, It save,
include some tyre B,C and D variadbles (p.?) t goes on t. sav that
SENPP category 2 instrumentat’lor "may actuallv meet the rerulvements

2 " . alosie 1A # r, I
of Category 1 or may meet the Intent of the regulatorr gu'de as fustified.

w
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(pe2). At page 3, 1%t says that some eaulrment is be!ng urgraded or

procured and scme information 1s currentlr unavailable on the instruments,
Further, "It 1s anticipated that Instrumentaticrn will be irnlemented
prior to comercial oneratior, If it becomes sppavrent that such =

2 g g ) U
schedule canrot be met, then the N°C will be rotiflied as to the »ev

Cuvy A

. ”
tmmlementat’onr date.

"y o e 4 . 2.,
It is aprarent fro= the above that CP&L 1s ¢t'11 falling
p 2 autr nts of
to commly with the SPDS human fzctors analvsls requiremen
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NU?ZG-0737 Surplement 1, e.g. numbers 3,1, 3.he, 3.5 (requiring
"Speciflic plans and reascnable, achlevable schedules), 3.8

apm Orom fF
a L‘c, d end e and l,1, h.,”? and L.3 re 3PDS wrenulirements,

documentation, and integration, 5‘{"6# Ll&‘h’ﬂ /Cﬁ@rbp Q
at 2 qus 'SPDs Sciaduleshald be improved o pormt vesolutol of prsblenc
Th@se @B 2331tional reascrs not to believe Applicants!

claims that they ¥ w!ll i=mlement" the SPDS 1r accord with

NUREG-0737 Revision 1, The !ssue I have been ralsing most strongly

re the 5PDS 1s that the human factors aralvsis reculrements, and

analysis of what skovld be In the SPDS, have not been comnlied

with so far by CP&L =2nd there s no gocd reason %o helieve thev will,
Applicants address th's Issue in a nlead’ng dated G=9-83

(Resrcnse to £ factors re ... DCRDR) 2t pages 4 and 5., There,

they state that something more than just dcubt need be shown

re whether Applicants will serform what they sav thev w?ll.

Applicants! own record of not keering commitments is such an
additlional reason., Applicants, for examnle, were fined 3600,C00

by NRC earlier this year for having falled for several years to

keep commitments to test the 3runswick nlant containments for leake
tight cveraticon end canabllity tc seal In an accildent., Thewme fallures
to keen commitments continued for abcut 3 veawrs after the NRC Staff

irculred about the leck te

4]

ts In 1979. This outragecus fallure to

carry cut commitments to s

§0

fety 1s onlr one of many such fallures

by CP&L. 3ee, e.g., testimony of F.S. Cantrell in Harris (Docket 50-400)
CP remand hearing of 1979; numbers of other CP&L fines as detailed !n

Or. Wilson's management contentlon, for fa‘lure to follow rules, which
CP&L as a ruclear licensee 13 committed tc follow, CP&L's fa’lure to vet

e

make the commitment 1t rromised when I withd»ew Contentlon 152 43 another

incident that makes 1t clear that the SPDS !ssue (*ncluding CPEL's faflure

tc yet tomply with NURBG-CT27 Rev. 1 as detalled above) includes real
doubts about CP&L's relisbility in meeting commitments, (E"D)



