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MJCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
(Docket Ho. 50-358]

CINCINNATI GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
(William H, Zimmer Nuclear Power Station)

Issuance of Directer's Decision Under 10 CFR 2.206

Notice is hereby given that the Director, Office of Inspection and
Enforcement, has issued a decision concerning a petition dated May 25,
1983, filed by Thomas Devine of the Government Accountability Project as
counsel for the Miami Valley Power Project. The petitioner had
requested that the Commission take certain actions with respect to the
william H. Zimmer Nuclear Fower Station. The Director, Office of
Inspection and Enforcement, has decided to deny the petitioner's request.

The reasons for this decision are explained in a "Director's

Decision under 10 CFR 2.206" (DD-83-19), which is available for public

'inspection in the Commission's public gocument room, 1717 H Street,

N.W., Washington, D.C., and in the local public document room for the
Zimmer facility, located at the Clermont County Library, Third and

Broadway Streets, Batavia, Ohio, 4510..
Cated at Bethesda, Maryland this 16th day of December, 1983.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

K 05000358 ' . 77 47

Pichard C. U#Young, Director
Cffice of Hispection

7/




‘-

Cocket No. 50-358

Cincinnati Gas and Electric Company

ATTN: Mr. W. H. Dickhoner
President

139 East 4th Street

Cinciaonati, Ohio 45201

Geatlemen:

The NRC has reviewed and considered the Cincianati Gas & Electric Company

(CG&E) proposed Ccurse of Action (COA) dated October 5, 1983; supplemental

information con the C0A dated October 27, 1983; CG&E responses to NRC

comments on the COA dated November 9, 21, and 29, 1983; the CG&E respcnse to
mmeats cn the CCA by Torrey Pines Technology (TPT) dated Nevember 29, 1983;

: 1 answers to NRC questions on the COA during meetings betwesn the NRC
on October 13, 1983; and November 1, 19%3; and commeants con the COA

d by interested persons. The NRC staff evaluaticn is enclosed.
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ew and evaluation of the above, we conclude that the Z0A and
rmation describes an acceptable organizational structure with
qualif ed management personnel that should ensure that ceoastruction of the
Zimmer plant can be completed in conformance with the Commissicn’'s regulaticns
and construction permit.

‘This letter constitutes approval of the basic COA which responds to

Secticn IV.B(1)(b) of the Commission's Show Cause Order dated November 12,
1982. This letter does not constitute approval of the comprehensive plan to
verify the quality of comstruction or the comprehensive plan for the
continuation of comstruction. Similarly, it does not authorize any safety-
related work activities prohibited by the Commission's Order. The staff is
prepared to consider CG&E's submittals in response to the remaining steps of
the Order. Our review of these submittals will include evaluaticn of the
details of the Zimmer Oversight Committee. Our review of the independent
design review proposed in the COA is being handled separatelv. We also will
be meonitoring the rcle of the Henry J. Kaiser Company in the transfer of their
construction respoosibilities to Bechtel.

we will discuss any questions yocu may have regarding rthis letter.
Criginal sis20g by
Jarmes G, Ke: selep

James G. Keppler
Regional Administrator
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Cincinnati Gas and Electric

- -

cc w/encl:

J. R. Schott, Plant Manager

G. C. Ficke, Manager, Nuclear
Licensing Department

DMB/Document Control Desk (RIDS)

Resident Inspector, RIII

Harold W. Kohn, Ohio EPA

Cincinnati Alliance for
Responsible Energy

James W. Harris, State of Ohio

Rebert H. Quillin, Ohio
Department of Health

Themas %,plegate

Thomas Devine, Asscciate
D::*cto:. Institute for
licy Studies

2 Martin, Office of

tiorney General

k wetterhahn, Esq.

'U

Dax

B

me A. Vennemann, Esg.

chen Pumme , Ohio

casumers’ Couasel

James R. Williams, State
Liaison Officer, Ohio
Disaster Services Ageacy

Paul Ryder, Ohioc Governer's Office

R. E. Buerger, The Dayton
Power and Light Company

Jobhn B. Shinnock, Esq.

D. David Altman, Esq.

John Y. Brown, Governor of
Kentucky

vivia Mersfelder, League of
~omen Voters

Mary 3rigid Dugan

Barbara Rivers

Robert P. Shanklin

Linda J. Kreiser

Charlotte Brooks

Terri Cartner

Sr. Alice Gerdeman, Coalition for
Affordable Safe Energy

Tem Connelly

Tracy Ferguson
Handke, American Federation
suvernment Emplovees

i0row, American Federation
sovernmeat Emplovees

.
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G. H. Gorski, American Federation
of Government Employees

V. Ringenburgz, American Federation
of Government Employees

Robert Acomb, Energy Ratepavers
United, Inc.

R. James Schenk, IMAGO

Mrs. Gerry Kraus

Webster W. Posey, City of Cincinmati

Susan L. Fremont, The “oman's

City Cludb
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Susan L. Schnebelt, City of Cincinnati



STAFT EVALUATICN
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ur THZ PROPGSED COCURSE OF ACTION

WM. H. ZIMMER NUCLEAR PGWER STATICN

Introduction

Cn November 12, 1982, the Commission issued an "Order To Show Cause and
Order Immediately Suspending Construction" (CLI-%2-33). Section IV of
this Show Cause Order (SCO) is reproduced below. i

Iv.

Accordingly, pursuant to Sections 103, 161i, 182 and 186 of the Atomic
Znergy Act of 1954, as amended, and the Commission's regulaticns ia 10
-fR Parts 2 and 50, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

LI )

Effective immediatelv. safety-related construction activities
iacluding rework of identified deficient constructicn, shall be
suspended.

The licensee shall show cause why safetv-related conmstruc:zion
activities, including reworking activities, should not remain
suspeanded until the licensee:

(1) Has obtained an independent review of its management
of the Zimmer project, including its quality assurance
program and its quality verification program, to determine
measures needed to ensure that construction of the Zimmer
plant can be completed in conformance with the Commission's
regulations and construction permit.

(a) The independent organization conducting this review
shail be knowledgeable in QA/QC matters and nuclear
plant construction and shall be acceptable to the
Regional Administrator. The independent organization
shall make recommendations to the licensee regarding
necessary steps to ensure that the construction of the
facility can be completed in conformance with the
Commission's regulations and the construction permit.

A copy of the independent organization's recommendations

and all exchanges of correspondence, including drafts,
between the independent organization and CG&E shall be
submitted to the Regional Administrator at the same
time as they are submitted to the licensee. In making
recommendations, the independent organization shall
consider at a minimum the following alternatives for
management of the Zimmer project and shall weigh tae
advantages and disadvantages of each alternativ



' Strengthening the present CG&E organization.

o

| Creation of an orgamizational structure whers the

: construction management of the project is ccnaducted
by an experienced outside organization reporting

to the chief executive cfficer of CG&E.

, - Creation of an organizational structure where the

| quality assurance program is conducted by an
experienced outside organization reporting to the
chief executive officer of CG&E.

¥ <5

Creation of an organizaticmal structure with both
quality assurance and construction project management
conducted by an experienced outside organizatira
reporting to the chief executive officer of CG&E.

(b) The licensee shall submit to the Regicnal Adminis:ratar the
licensee’'s recommended course of action on the basis >f this
independent review. In evaluating the recommendazicns of the
independent organization, the licensee shall addrsss why it

1
selected particular alternatives and rejected others. The
licensee's recommendations and its schedule for izplementation
of these recommendaticns shall be subject to apprsval by the

Regional Administrator.

(2) Following the Regional Administrator's approval in accordance with
Section IV.3(1)(b).

(a) Has submitted to the Regional Admiaistrator an updated
comprehensive plaa to verify the quality of constructionm
of the Zimmer facility and the Regional Administrator of
NRC Region III has approved such plan. In preparing this
updated comprehensive plan, the licensee shall review the
ongoing Quality Confirmation Program to determine whether
its scope and depth should be exparded in light of the
hardware and programmatic problems identified to date.
The updated plan shall include an audit by a qualified
outside organization, which did not perform the activi
being audited, to verify the adequacy of the quality o
construction; and

1es

£

| (b) Has submitted to the Regional Admigistrator a comprehensive
plan, based on the results of the verification program, for
the continuatiocn of construction, including reworking
activities, and the Regional Administrator has confirmed

in writiog that there is reasonable assurance that con-
struction will proceed in an orderly manner and w:ill be
conducted in accordance with the requirements of the Com-
mission's regulations and the Constructicn Psrmit N¢. CPPR-8§,



(3) The Regicnal Administrator may relax all or part of the conditicns
€ Sasticn IV.3 S5z respmptizo of spegified constructian aceivities
proviged such activities can be condu cted in accordance with tae
Commission s regulations and the provisions of the comstructica

permir.

To comply with Section IV.B(1)(a) of the SCO, CG&E initially proposed

that Bechtel conduct the independent management review. CG&E had pre-
viously announced its intent that Bechtel would have an active role in
completing the Zimmer project. By letter dated February 23, 1383, the NRC
determined that Bechtel would be acceptable tc conduct cne of the
management tasks for Zimmer, but not both. CGSE reassessed Bechtel's role
in the Zimmer project and decided to use Bechtel in the project
completion. Subsequently, CG&E proposed Torrey Pines Technology (TPT) as
the organization to conduct the i1ndependent review of the managemeat of
Zimmer. By letter dated April 15, 1983, the NRC staff found that TPT met
the independence and competence criteria outlined in the Commissica's
letter of February 1, 1982, and was, therefore, acceptab‘ to conduct the
management review. In 2 meeting in Cincinmati on April 25, ’981, 1PT

presented its program plan for the independent review ¢f the Zimmer
project management to the NRC staff. The meeting was open to the public
Following responses to questions by TPT, the Region III Administrator

t 19, 1983, TPT

transmitted its report to CG&E with copies to the NRC sta
September 28, 1?83. IPT briefed the Commission on its rev
management.

<4
-
authorized TPT to start the review. By letter dated Augus
af
i

In response to Secticn IV.B(1)(b) of the SCO, the licensee submitted, by
letter dated October 5, 1983, its proposed Course of Action (COA). The COA
describes CGaE's proposed organizational structure aud the gqualifications
of management personnel for completing plant construction. The COA
addresses the recommendations made by TPT in 1ts final report, including a
discussion of differences between the proposed CG&E organizational
structure and that recommended by TPT. The COA also describes CG&E's
preliminary Plan To Verify Quality of Construction (PVQC), CG&E's pre-
liminary Plan for the Continuation of Comnstruction (CCP), and a plan for
an independent design review (IDR). The NRC staff has reviewed the organmiza-
tional structure proposed to conduct these plans. Comprehensive plans for
verification of the quality of construction and for continuation of
construction are required by Section IV.B(2) of the Commission's November
12, 1982, Order to be submitted following the Regican III Administrator's
approval of the Course of Action, and will be evaluated by NRC staff at
that time. The plan for an independent design review, although not
required by the Order, has been desrribed in some detail by CGaE's letter
dated October 26, 1983, with a request fc¢ - NRC staff coacurrence. The NRC
staff has begun its review of CG&E's proposed independent design review
program as described in its December 1, 1983, letter to the licensee.

Cas
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The NRC staff compared the TPT recommendations for an orzanizatiopal
structure presented in Section ¢ of the IPT report with ilhe srzanizational
structure proposed in the JUA. CGaE appears to have considered and
adopted the principal recommendations of TPT. The staff notes that TPT
recommended that the Heary J. Kaiser Company should be retained to perform
all comstruction activities under the management of a newly-hired
architect-engineer/contractor firm. However, the NRC staff recently
informed CG&E that, because of an ongoing investigation by the NRC Office
of Investigations at Zimmer, it could not approve the course of action,
with the described role for Kaiser, at this time. By letter dated November
23, 1983, CG&E informed the NRC that it had decided to reallocate the
responsibilities described :n the COA and that Bechtel would assume the
responsibilities of the constructor in addition to its role as Project
Director.

The NRC staff has also compared the Zimmer project organizational structure
and management personnel praoposed in this COA to that which existed prior

to the show cause order. T[igure 3 gives the Zimmer project organization

and key managers that existed prior to the SCO. By compariscn to Figure 2,

it may be seen that principal changes are: (1) a restructured and strengthene
CCGaE project and QA management; (2) addition of an experienced constructer

and architect-engineering firm, and; (3) additicn of a Zimmer cversight
committee. These changes are discussed below:

1. A Restructured and Strengthened CGAE Project and QA Management

The proposed COA restructures the CGA&E project crganizaticn

generally as recommended by TPT. The Board of Directors will take

a3 more active interest in the managemeat of the Zimmer project. In
addition, a new Director having nuclear experience will be added to

the Board. Consisteat with TPT's recommendation, the Board of

Directers will create a subcommittee, the Zimmer Oversight

Committee (20C), to provide oversight of the project. In

restructuring its crgansization, CG&E will approximately dcuble the

size of its staff, thereby being able to pursue a more dominant -
rcle in the project.

The Senior Vice Presideat - Nuclear Operations will report to the
President and Chief Executive Officer (CEQ), and will have overall
responsibility for the Zimmer project, which will be his only
responsibility. The Senior Vice President has access to the Board of
Directors through both the CEO and the 20C. Reporting to the Senior
Vice Presideat will be four Assistant Vice Presidents who will be
responsible for Nuclear Operations, Quality Assurance, Nuclear
Projects, and Nuclear Engineering. The Manager of the Nuclear
Licensing Department will also report to the Senior Vice President -
Nuclear Operations.



e

The Senior Vice President and his Assistant Vice Prosidents have
Bad braad; eXTansive experience in resrinsis.d Dositiing iz asval
redcior programs and/or cocmmercial nuclear projects. lhe NRC staff
ad TPT questicned the marginal QA experience of the (JAE aissistant
Vice President, Quality Assurance, aand of the CG&E QA Manager. To
strengthen the QA management, two Deputy Managers with extensive QA
experience will each manage three functions uander the QA Manager.
The staff finds this acceptable.

The staff has reviewed the qualifications and experience of the key
individuals proposed in the COA who have responsibility for managing
and supervising the work at the Zimmer site. Input tc the staff's
review included the information supplied in CC&E's submittal of
October 5, 1983, and the supplemental information supplied by letters
dated October 27, 1983, and November 9, 1983. The NRC staff inter-
viewed the key CG&E management personnel and contacted references
or former erplovers. The staff concludes tha: the iadividuals

proposed to manage the Zimmer project are competent and acceptable for

the positions they will fill.

CG&E has set forth the steps it has taken to preclude future acts
of harassment and intimidation of quality assurance personnel cn
site. Statements provided by CG&E and site centractors clearly
indicate that intimidation and harassmeat will not be telerated and
provide a mechanism for reporting any such acts shoulc they occur
and preventing their recurrence. The staff cocacludes that
iaitiatives taken by CG&E should avoid a repetition of previous
problemrs in the area of harassment and intimidaticn. The staff
will, however, be alert to reports of alleged intimidation or
harassment.

Addition of an Experienced Constructor and Architect-Engineering Firm

CG&E prouposes to use Bechtel Power Corporation, an experienced
constructor and architect-engineering firm, as the Project Directoer
and constructor. Bechtel has acted as Project Director to complete
construction on three other nuclear plants (South Texas, Diablo
Canyon, and WNP-2) for which comstruction was partially completed by
other firms.

The staff reviewed the resumes of kev Sechtel personnel assigned to
the preject and conducted interviews and reference checks of a
selected sample of the personnel. Based on this review, the staff
conciuded that Bechtel has assigned well-qualified pecple to key
positions on the Zimmer project. '

CG&E will retain the role of Project Manager, with overall
management responsibility. This will include continucus cversight
of Bechtel, as well as other contractors. Wwith its new te
management and iacreased resources, CC&E appears capabtle cf
providing effective oversight of Bechtel.
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Comment 6:

“RC Response 3¢

Comment 7:

NRC Response 7:

11 be reviewed, add;
¢ :-3‘“-"\ + -
Tl il
¢ SCU and the NEC's Flan
82. 1t should be nocted th
itself, does not constitute

safety-related constructien.
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"On Page 47, it states that personnel performing QA/QC
activities are to be appropriately trained. A reference to
being qualified only appears where it is required by codes
and standards. Irrespective of codes and standards, the COA
should unequivocally hold CG&E to the requirements that all
perscanel not only be trained, but also qualified. CGaE
should be required to ascertain that this be the case by
whatever means necessary."

Perscnnel participating in the PVQC and the CCPF will be
required to be qualified and appropriately trained. NRC
inspectors will review the licensee's plams and preparations
for training on the PVQC and CCP before allowing the

2

training to begin. The NRC will also monitor, on a sam ;-.ag
basis, the training as it is being given and the

given at the conclusion of training.

"On page [49) CG&E states that it is collecting and reviewing
data related to gemeric concerns such as welder qualifica-
tions, etc., in order to determine appropciate *crr-c::z-
action. CG&E should be required to repert what that correc-
tive action is, why that particular means of correctisn was
chosen, how the corrective action was :implemented, tue re-
sults of the corrective action, and the cost of the
corrective action."

For construction deficiencies which meet the criteria of
10 CFR 50.55(e), such as many of the generic conceras
listed on page 49 of the COA, the licensee is required to
submit and nas submitted written reports to “he NRC
providing a description of the deficieacy, an analysis of
the safety implications and the corrective action taken,
and sufficient information to permit analysis and
evaluation of the deficiency and of the corrective acticn.
NRC inspection followup on 10 CFR 50.55(e: reports iaciudes
reviewing the adequacy of the response and :nplementat:ion
of corrective actions. The NRC will aot "require CG&E to
submit to it the costs of corrective actions, although
other agencies may require that information to be
submitted.






RN N TS TR REERRRRNER TR,

B i e e e e e b D

B

L

o

Comment 13:

NRC Response 13:

"According to JGaE, on page 60, the Zimmer Oversizat Ceme
BEites 140€) will consist of wmembers oF zhe Board o
Uirectorss coniy. It will be assisted oy an advisory staff

of professicnal technical advisors and one community leader.
it 1s unclear whether the professional technical advisors

will come from within CG&E or whether they will include
professicnals within the community. Nevertheless, the iaclu-
sion of only one community leader 1is clearly insufficient.
The Z0C's membership should be more diverse than just
CG&E's Board cf Directors. Moreover, the advisory staff
should include a cross-section of the gemeral public and
not be limited to one community leader. It should be
noted that Zimmer is owned by three utilities and will
serve three distinct service territories. Therefore, at
a minimum, all three territories should be represented.”
The Z0C will be comprised of five members of the CGAE
Board of Directors. At least one member will have
previcus nuclear experience and none of the members will
have had previous line responsibility for Zimmer.
The Torrey Pines recommendation was that the 3card of
Directors needed to become more closely iavolved in the
Zimmer project and this could be accomplished through the
creation of the ZOC. The staff considers this recommenda-
tion to be coastructive. Both Torrey Pines and the staff
find CZ&E's proposals for implementing this recommendation
to be acceptable. With respect to the technical advisors
on the Advisory Staff, they will be from ¢rganizations
other than CG&E.

With respect to CG&E's nomination of only one community
leader, the NRC recommended to CG&E (by letter dated November
1983) that the 20C Advisory Staff include at least three
community leaders, that one of them be an elected

official, and that these members be representative of the
communities serviced by the owner utilities. CG&E has

agreed to this recommendation, assuming individuals suitable
to the utilities are willing to serve.

“"The co-owners of Zimmer who are Tolumbus and Southern

Ohic Electric Company (C&SCE) and Davton Power and Light

Company (DP&l) should be given a greater cpportunity to

participate in decisions concerning Zimmer. The Owners

Review Committee (ORC) does not provide such an opportunity.
t merely appears to fulfill a perfunctory obligatiocn on the

part of CG&E."

Representation on the ZOC advisory staff together with
participation on the ORC should give TPEL and C&SC
opportunity to provide input to the Zimmer decisionmaking
process. If further representation is desiced, that 1Is 2
matter to be resolved among the co-owners.

1
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NRC Respcase 2

NRC Response 23:

Commeat
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ihere is no requirement for the PVQC to even address the
caarges caised by tervenoy 4

can ignore any public allegation that it decides is not
sufficiently "relevant’'.

dnd Wwhista CeunBIS. - JOL

The NRC will assure that allegations, important to safety,
are fully consider=»d and resolved. The licensee will
address those allegations known to it. Allegaticns provided
in confidence to the NRC have not been shared with the
licensee. Those allegations will be addressed by the NRC.

"Bechtel will control the disposition of NR's and can
avoid repairs through engineering analyses that
predictably predict no safety consequences from the
defect. Any such engineering analyses used to avoid
repairs should be performed by an independent
orgaaization, free from conflicts-of-iaterest."”

&£

The disposition of all nonconformance reports must
be reviewed and cencurred in by representatives o
appregriate engineering disciplines, QA, and manage-

ment. This process iacludes review by CG&E. This process
is consistent with iadustryv practice. The NRC will audit
dispositioned NR's to make an independent determination

of their adequacy.

.
-

"QC inspectors will participate as parts of 3 stable
team, rather than providing an independent check on
construction as required by 10 CFR 50, Appendix B,
Criterica 1."

QC inspectors will not report to comstruction super-
visors, but rather to QC supervisors. Appendix B,
Criterion I is not violated by this approach. The
specific role of the QC inspectors in the PVQC and CCP
will be considered in the staff's approval process.

"Resumed constructicn will be permitted with NRC
app*oval in each system after 2 Jete.m aation that
it ..&; not conf‘xc. with the P‘ Tbls loopholc

p::grsm in o:ier to speeq qp c-“st'u:::;n. .he ¢
way .0 guarantee not getting in the way i1s tc spe
in advance that an area will not be iaspected.
Further, since none of the areas will receive 100%
inspections, new prcblems are bound to be i1dentified
aad lessons learned for a particular type of work or
hardware that had been missed in ancther part of the
plaat where ccoastruction had been resumed. L
construction would cnly be feasible if i1t tagzg
behind a 100% reinspection program.”
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nhave d2en completed in tha

Comment 23: "There is nc provision in the program to tr i de-
ficiencies solely written up on the most iniurmal
substitutes for nonconformance reports, such as inter=
office memoranda, construction punchlists and Requests
for Information. Unfortunately, these practices were
widespread at Zimmer and represent the instances where
the gquality assurance program was missed entirely.
Apparently, the PVQC will miss them alsc."”

NRC Response 23: Task VII of the Quality Confirmation Program addressed
the problem of nonconformances not being documented or
being documented in a less formal svstem (surveillance
reports. punchlists, exception lists). and r=gu
CG&E to take action to correctly decument all noncone
forming conditions. This work aad anv new gence
formance reports are being tracked. As has been sta
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previcusly, a major purpose of the PVQC is to

et
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docureat and t*acx acnconforming c*ni‘.-vns T
permits anly one tvpe of document, entitled 3 \
Report ' NCR), to report, coatrol, and dngOSl:L
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6 (Tlhere 18 no rational basis for Zimmer to have a less
stringent reiaspection program, nor to have lesser
oppertunity for public oversight than Midland[.]"

NRC Response 26: The COA for Zimmer is similar to the Comstruction
Completion Program at Midland. Both contain provisions
for the comprehensive reinspecticn of hardware to identify
existing problems. Both contain provisions for correcting
problems and completing comnstruction. Both contain
provisions for review of documentation. Both contain
provisions for upgrading training and qualification of
personanel. Both contain provisions for NRC hold peints
and for third party overview.

Public participation will be similar to that established
for Midland, includiag the ccaduct of meetings, open 3o the
public, as part of the approval process for the PVQC, the
CCP, and third party crganizations to conduct the PVQC
audit and the IDR. In addition, monthly meetings, similar
to theose being conducted at Midland, will be held by the
NRC staff with CC&E, Bechtel, and others as appropriate to
discuss ongoing activities relative to the S3CO.

Comment 27: “{Plrshibit any training or document review until tha Final
Safety Analysis Report (FSAR) and all procedures have peen
approved by the NRC, after public evaluation and cemment for
both TSAR and procedures unless licensing hearings ire
recpenes| . |"”
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Comment 28:
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Cemment 29:

a5d reviewed by the NRC, as g
appiicaticn, and will be revised and updated wt
necessary. Although the NRC reviews changes to t

the staff does not require that these revisions be approved
before they are implemented. The NRC does not routinely
approve licensee procedures as part of the licensing
process; however, the NRC staff will review procedures on a
sampling basis and provide comments or request revisions,
if needed. This procedure review will be done at the site
as part of the NRC inspection program. The NRC does not
intead to solicit public comment on licensee procedures or
FSAR changes.

The FSAR is a document which was prepared by the licensee
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"[I]nstitutionalize an end to the era of secret NRC-utilicy
meetings that approve suspect locpholes ~- by requiring prior
public notice, opportunity for comment and cpen meetings
before NRC approval cof any CC&E request to relax terms of
the Commission's November 12, 1982 Show Cause Grdecz(.]”

Section IV.B.3 of the SCO provides that:

The Regional Administrator may relax all or part of
the conditions of Section IV.B for resumption of
specified construction activities, provided such
activities can be conducted ia accordance with the
Commission’'s regulations acd the provisicns of the
construction permit

The Regiocnal Administrator will not approve any such
request based upon information provided in a private
meeting between the staff and CG&E and/or its agents.
Any request for relaxation will be required to be in
writing and will be provided to those perscns on the
Region III standard distribution list for Zimmer.
Comments received by the Regional Administrator on

a request under Section IV.B.3 to resume specified
construction activities will be considered.The Regional
Admigistrator's Jdetermination will be in writing, wit
copies to those on the Region III standard distrit
list. ‘Additionally, the NRC would expect that re
relaxation of the SCO would be discussed during ¢
moathly meetings with CG&E and its contracters, which
will be oped to the public. v
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"[Clommit to meeting the current standards in all profes

ional codes with safety significance, including the
electrical code which has been enforced by county building
inspectors for Zimmer's office buildings, but previzusiy
waived by the NRC for the nuclear plantl.'™






























