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MEMORANDUM FOR: T. A. Reha, Arsistant for Operations, Office of the
Executive Director for Operations

FROM: James G. Keppler, Regional Adwi~‘strator
SUBJECT: RESPONSE TO LETTER FROM GAP, EDO NO. 13676
Region IIl's proposed response to Billie Carde's letter of October 14, 1983,

to me is enclosed. It was electronically transmitted to your office on
October 31, 1983.

Although the control ticket indicates that the response should be prepared for
your signature, I would like the opportunity to -espoud over my signature
because the comments appear to be directed lare ly at RIII actions.

If you have any questions please let us know

[ltq?anLé. Kignid_ ‘2’
e & Kagpdrn )

Tames G. Keppler
Regiona! Administrator

Enclosure: As stated
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is Davig Keppler
10/2¢6/83 /¢ 2/ 73
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Docket No. 50-329 DRAFT

Docket No. 50-330

Government Accountability Project
Institute for Policy Studies
ATTN: Ms. Billie Pirner Garde
Director, Citizens for
Accountable Government
1901 Que Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20009

Dear Ms. Garde:

This is in response to your letter to me of October 14, 1983 regarding

NRC Region III's September 29, 1983 approval of Stone and Webster ("S&W") to
conduct the third-party Construction Implementation Overview ("CIO") of
Consumer Power Company's ("CPCo") Comstruction Completion Program. The views
expressed in your letter have been previously expressed to the NRC staff and
while we understand your position, we do not agree with it. The bases for our
findings that S&W and the particular individuals assigned to the CIO are
competent to conduct the third-party overview and have sufficient independence
of CPCo so that there is no actual or apparent conflict of interest are set

forth in our approval letter and enclosed analysis.



B. P. Garde

We respect{ully disagree with your view that we "did not include a scintilla of
public participation" (letter, page 1) in the process of approval of S&W to
conduct the CI0O. We believe that we provided ample opportuni-y for public
comment on S&W's qualifications to conduct the CIO. A listing of meetings

held on this subject at which public comments were invited and of discussions
held between the NRC staff and intervenors in the Midland proceeding is
provided in the Director's Decision (DD-83-16) on your 10 CFR 2.206 request
(page 17). Additionally, we note that Mr. Thomas Devine of yorr organization
commented in a letter dated October 31, 1983 to me regarding the Zimmer

facility that "[a]t Midland, Region III took a major s.ep toward restoring the

NRC's credibility with a public that had been misled for years" (page 11).

We believe that the provisions we made for public comment on the proposal to

use S&W *o conduct the CIO are consis*. at with Commission practice. We left

determination of whether that nominee had the requisite competence and
independence. This review process and its provisions for public comment are

similar to the scaff's Plan of Artiou on Zimmer, which met with Commission

approval.
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Your interest in the CIO is appreciated. The montlhly meetings between S&W,
CPCO and the staff to discuss the progress of the CIO wiil be open to public
observation and should permit you to assess the adequacy of S&W's

performance. Any comm.nts you provide to us will be fully considered.

Sincerely,

James G. Keppler

Regional Administrator

cc w/ltr of 10/14/83 from Ms. Garde to
Mr. Keppler:

See attached distribution list

RIII

Warnick/ls

10/31/83




B. P. Garde 4 DRAFT

cc w/ltr of 10/14/83 from Ms. Garde
to Mr. Keppler:

DMB/Document Control Desk (RIDS)

Resident Inspector, RIII

The Honorable Charles Bechhoefer, ASLB

The Honorable Jerry Harbour, ASLB

The Honorable Frederick P. Cowan. ASLB

The Honorable Ralph S. Decker, ASLB

William Paton, ELD

Michael Miller

Ronald Callen, Michigan
Public Service Commission

Myron M. Cherry

Barbara Stamiris

Mary Sinclair

Wendell Marshall

Colonel Steve J. Gadler (P.E.)

Howard Levin (TERA)

Billie P. Garde, Government
Accountability Project

Lynne Bernabei, Governm-=t
Accountability Project

Stone and Webster Michigan, Inc.

bee:

A. Rehm, EDO
Stone, IE
Eisephut, DOL
Hood, DOL
Lieberman, ELD
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Ms Lynne Bermabei

Government Accountability Project
1901 Q Street, NW

Washington, DC 20009

SIZLAND PROJECT
MIDLAND DOCKET NCS 50-329 OM; 50-330 OM
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORIES DATED OCTOBER 11, i983

Dear Ms Bernabei

Esclosed are Consumers Power Company's responses to Intervenor Barbara

tamiris' Interrogatories to Consumers Power Company dated October 11, 1983.
The responses include as attachments those documents referenced but not
provided by other means. Relevaat Consumers Power Company interpretatioas of
the interrogatories are contained in the answers.

The responses do not address those questions objected to in CPCo Cbjections to

Interrogatories and Document Production Requests of Barbara Stamiris dated

October 11, 1983, as modified by Mr J E Brunner's letter of October 25, 1983
addressed to Ms Bernabei.

Very truly yours

‘\. \’-§\\)/’ L
\§:§§:‘-_ ]

V P Provenzano

CC OM/OL Service List

0c1083-0652a100




OM/0OL SERVICE LIST

Mr Fraok J Kelley, Esq
Attoroey General of the

State of Michigan
-Ms Carole Steinberg, Esq
Assistant Attormey General
Enviroomental Protection Division
720 Lav Buildiag
Lansing, MI 48913

Mr Myron M Cherry, Esq
Suite 3700

Three First National Plaza
Chicago, IL 60602

Mr Wendell H larshall
RFD 10
Midland, MI 48640

Mr Charles Bechhoefer, Esq
Atomic Safety & Lice.sing

Board Panel
U S Nuclear Regulatory Ciamission
Washington, DC 20555

Dr Frederick P Cowan
6152 N Verde Trail
Apt B-125

Boca Raton, FL 33433

Mr Fred Williams

Isbam, Lincoln & Beale

1120 Conmnecticut Avenue, NWw, Suite 325
wWashington, DC 20036

fir James E Brunner, Esq

Consumers Power Company

212 west Michigan Avenue
Jackson, MI 49201

Mr D F Judd

Babcock & Wilcox

PO Box 1260
Lynchburg, VA 24505

Mr Steve Gadler, Esq
2120 Carter Avenue
St Paul, MN 55108

9/3/83
mi10583-0429a200

Atomic Safety & Liceamsing '(-I7%
Appeal Board '
U § Nuclear Regulatory Commxssxon
Washingtoa, DC 20555-83 NV -1 P12:05
. 05

Mr C R Stepheas (3)

Chief, Docketing & Sérvices .

U S Nuclear Regulatory Gonmx‘sivn '
Office of the Secretary ~
washington, DC 20555

Ms Mary Sinclair
5711 Summerset Street
Midland, MI 48640

Mr William D Paton, Esq

Counsel for the NRC Staff

U S Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Atomic Safety & Licensiog

Board Panel
LU S Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Ms Barbara Stamiris
5795 North River Road
Rt 3

Freeland, MI 48623

Mr Jerry Harbour
Atomic Safety & Licensing
Board Panel
U § Nuclear i.egulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Mr M I Miller, Esq

Isham, Lincoln & Beale
Three First National Plaza
52nd Floor

Chicago, Il 60602

Mr John DeMeester, Esq
Dow Chemical Building
Michigan Division
Midland, MI 48640

Ms Lynne Bernabei

Government Accountability Project
1901 Q Street, NW

Washington, DC 20009
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 83 1Y -1 P12:06
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
Before the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 77 - “iv..
T BRANCH
)
In the Matter of: ) Docket Nos 50-329 OM
) 50-330 oM
CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY ) Docket Nos 50-329 OL
) 50-330 OL
)
)

October 27, 1983

APPLICANT'S RESPONSES TO STAMIRIS INTERROGATORIES OF OCTOBER 11, 1983.

Note: Questions l-5 are in the process of being answered and will be sub-
mitted at a later dace.

QUESTION é
Describe your understanding of the purpose of the May 20, 1982 meeting betwaen

Consumers and the NRC.

RESPONSE 6

Mr Mooney's urderstanding of the purpose of the May 20, 1982 meeting between
Consumers and the NRC, was to advise the NRC Staff was that it ". . . advised
the NRC Staff that the duct bank was deeper than expected and explained the

Company's latest plans . . .

QUESTION ?

What if any changes do you believe you should make in your prefiled testimony
after having read the OI investigative reports.
1

TRReRE oS30

G
RESPONSE 7 . ’
Mr Mooney does not believe any changes should be made in his prefiled testi-
mony after having read the OI investigative reports.

MI1083-5623A-¥P03
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QUESTION 8

State your current position regarding whether or not Dr Landman told you at
any time that he prohibited excavatiocn below the Q duct bank without prior NRC

approval.

RESPONSE 8

Mr Mooney's current position {s stated in his prefiled testimony.

QUESTION 9

Explain how the May 25, 1982 Memorandum approves excavation of the deep Q duct

bank, as referenced on Page 15 of the Supplemental OI Report.

RESPONSE 9
The above refereace appears on Page l4 of the Supplemental OI Report and is
being answered based on that premise.

%
The letter to Harold R Denton from J W Cook dated May 10, 1982, "ASLB Soils
Order" states in part, ". . .Remedial soils work previously approved by the
NRC is continuing. Concurrence as to the scope ol this work was obtained from

Mr Darl Hood, and is as defined helow:

+ « » L.c, freeze wall installation, underground utility protection, scil
removal cribbing and related work in support of the freeze wall installation,

freeze wall monitoring and freeze wall activation . , ."

MI1083-5623A-MPO3




The letter to J W Cook from D G Eisenhut dated May 25, 1982, "Completion of
Scils Remedial Activities Review," responding to the May 10, 1982 letter

states in Enclosure 4: "

+ « « the Staff agrees that prior explicit concur=-
rence for the activities listed by Paragraph I.c. of CP Co's letter, May 10,

1982 had been obtained from the Staff . . ."

.

QUESTION 10

Identify all discussions, conversations, meetings or communications which

mention, or refer to any way the following:

a. Dr Laundsman had been called to the Midland Site tc inepect the deep Q duct
bank before activation of the freezewazll;

b. A need existed to stop the ;ntor flow beneath the deep Q duct bank;

c. the necessity to excavate to impervious ground beneath the duct bank;

d. QA planning determinecd the need for "sheeted pit" down to the duct bank;

e. concern with "recharging" the zone below the deep Q duct bank;

f. changes to the design of the duct bank or method of excavation of the duct
bank, for the period March 1, 1982 through September 30, 1982;

8. deepening or exposing the deep Q duct bank, for the period March 1, 1982

through September 30, 1582,
RESPOMSE 10

a. Mr Sevo had possession of the following communications regarding NRC

inspection before activation of the freezewall:

MILI083-5623A~-MP03
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June 4, 1982 letter from Don Horn to Messrs Bird, Marguglio and Diectrich

(attachment 6 to Weil Report dated September 12, 1983).

OCR #0159 memorializes a conversation between Mr Sevoe and John Fisher;
Mr Sevo does not recall how or when he obtained the information conveyed.

(Copy attached)

April 1, 1982 memo from Al Boos refers to audit by I&E of freezewall;
Mr Sevo was not present for the meetings which were the subject of this

document, (Copy attached)

Mr Sevo does not recall any other specific conversations, discussicas or

meetings concerning this subject,

Mr Sevo had possession of the following communications: A document
entitled, "Meeting March 12, 1983," refers to the propoced grout curtain
which {nvolved stopping the water flow beneath the deep Q duct bank; Mr
Sevo does n»t recall who published the document and does not recall {7 he

was present at that meeting. (Copy attached)

The April !, 1982 memo from Al Boos references procedures concerning

stopping the water flow. (Copy attached)

Mr Seve may have had a number of routine work related conversations which
touched upon this subject, however, he has no present recollection as to

any such specific conversation, discussion or meetings.




t.

The April 1, 1982 memo from Al Boos ma ' refer to this subject.

Mr Sevo may have had a number of routine work related conversatior which
included this subject, howvever, he has no present recollection as to any

such specific conversations, discussions or meetings.

Mr Sevo does not recall any discussions, conversations, meetings or
communications relating to the statement that "QA planuing determiied tne
need for 'sheeted pit' down to the duct bank." QA was not responsible for
"letermining the need" for a sheeted pit; the need was determined by the
design group. Mr Sevo may have become aware of the need for a sheeted pit

through routine job site meetings and conversations; however, he does not

recall the specifics of any such meetings or comnversations.

Mr Sevo does not recall any discussions, conversatiors, meetings or
communications relating to the "concern with 'recharging' the zone below
the deep Q duct bank." To Mr Sevo's kncwledge, there was not a concern
regarding "rechargiag” th: zone below the deep Q duct bank, however, there
was a concern regarding preventing the "recharging” of the area inside the
freezewall. Mr Sevo may have become aware of this latter concern from
routine job site meetings and conversatiocns, however, he does not recall

the specifics of any such meetings or conversationms.

Mr Sevo ana his group would have become aware of some design changes
through their review c. dra.?ngs and processing of Project Taspection

Plans and Reports (PIPR). Mr Sevo dces not recall any specific drawings

MI1083-5623A-MPO3



or PIPR's except: PIPR C-26F, Rev 0; PIPR C-26F, Rev l; PIPR C~26I, Rev 0

(copies attached); and the April |, 1982 memo from Al Boos. Mr Sevo may
have become aware of scme changes {n design through routine job site
meetings and conversatious, however, he does not recall the specifics of

any such meeting or conversation.

8. Mr Sevo does not recall any discussions, conversations, meetings or
communications relating to "deepening . . . the deep Q duct bank." It is
Mr Seve's understanding that the elevation of deep Q duct bank was in-

tended to and remained the same.

To the best of Mr Sevo's recollecticn, the exposure of the deep Q duct
bank was part of the work necessary for the activation of the freezewall,
therefore, the documents referred to in subsections (a)-(f), above, may
refer to this subject. Mr Sevo may also have become aware of the excava-
tion and exposure of the deep Q duct bank through routine job site
meetings, conversations or QA planning activitics. however, he does not
recall the specifics of any such meeting, conversation or planning

activicy.

QUESTION 1!
Explain the factual basis for your "belief that NRC, CPC or BPC had not

finalized the plans for the deep Q duct bank at the time of the additional

excavation."

MI1083-5623A-MP03
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RESPONSE 11

Mr Sevo believes that the statement contained in this question is the result
of a misunderstanding. Mr Sevo's recollection is that Mr Weil asked him a
question concerning why construction stopped after the Phase Il excavation
below the Deep Q duct bank had been completed. In response, Mr Sevo believes
that he stated his recollection of events at that time to be that the design
of the backfill (i.e., what type of materiazl to use) was still in flux due to

geotechnical considerations by NRR. .

Although neicher Mr Sevo nor his grcu; had responsibility for tracking NRC
approvals, Mr Sevo's belief that the NRR had not concurred in the design of
the backfill below the deep Q duct bank is based on his general recollection
of the Friday job site meetings and other general conversations on site.

Mr Seve has no specific r-~ollection of the details of any of the meetings and

conversations menticned above.

QUESTION 12

Identify all conversations, communications, discussions or meetings relating
to obtasining NRC approval for excavation of the deep Q duct bank or the

construction of the freezewall.

a. between yourself and the NRC; and

b. between yourself and Consumer and Bechtel.

MI1083-5623A-MP03



RESPONSE 12
a. Mr Seve has no present recollection of any conversation, communication or
discussion with the NRC concerning approvals for excavation of the deep Q

duct bank or for construction of the freezewall.

Mr Sevo may have attended some NRC exit meeting~ during the applicable
time period, however, he has no recollection of attending any meeting at

which the obtaining of NRC approvals was discussed.

Neither Mr Sevo nor his group had any responsibility for obtaining appro-

vals from the NRC during the applicable time period.

b. Mr Sevo was present for some Friday job site meectings which discussed
general NRC approvals and restraints, however, he has no recollection of
any meeting where the obtaining of NRC approvals fer excavation of the
deep Q duct bank or for construction of the freezewall were specifically

discussed,

Mr Sevo had possession of the following communications which mav relate to
the obtaining of NRC approvals for excavation of the deep Q duct bank cor

for comnstruction of the freezewall:

OCR #0159 memorializes a conversation between Mr Sevo and John Fisher on

April 8, 1982; Mr Sevo does not recall how or when he obtained the inform-

ation conveyed. (Copy attached)

MI1083-5623A-MP03




A document entitled, "Meeting March 12, 1982," was sent to Mr Sevo; he
does not recall who published the document and does not recall if he was

present at that meeting. (Copy attached)

Mr Sevo was sent a copy of the June 4, 1982 letter from Don Horn to Messrs
3ird, Marguglio and Dietrich which conveyed the minutes of the May 21,
1982 NRC exit meeting. (See Attachmen. 6 to the Weil Report dated

September 12, 1983.)

To the best of Mr Sevo's recollection, he may have had routine job site
discussions with numerous people during the applicable time period. He
does not specifically recall if any of these conversations dealt with the
obtaining of NRC approvals for excavation ot the deep Q duct bank or for

construction of the freezewall.

QUESTION 13

Explain the factual basis for the statement that the May 20, 1982 notes meant
"the method of accomplishing the impervicus zone beneath the deep duct bank

had not been approved, " referred to on Page 21.

RESPONSE 13
The statement contained in this question does not appear on Page 21, however,

it does appear on Page 23. The answer to this question is based on the

statement appearing onm Page 23.

MI1083-5623A-MPO3



Mr Sevo's recollection is that as of May 20, 1982, the NRR was reviewing the
design for accomplishment of Phase II, which was the creation of an impervious
zone below the deep Q duct bank, and had not given its approval at that time

(May 20, 1982).

QUESTION 14
Explain the following portions of your typed and handwritten notes for the May

21, 1982 Remedial Soils Meeting:

a. "target freeze activation on Wednesday, May 26, 1982";

b. "Pit & critical™;

¢. "Clear space duct bank . . . Brien Palmer";

d. "have QA . . . look at all pits for any quality concern before Dr Landsman

looks at them, . ."

RESPONSE 14
To the best of Mr Sevo's reccllection, the following is an explanation of his

notes of May 21, 1982, which were made from a QA point of view:

a. The scheduling goal was to activate the freezewall on Wednesday, May 26,
1982.

b. Pit 4 was the pit which provided the interface between the deep Q duct
bank and the freezewall. Pit 4 was "critical" from the standpoint that it
had several outstanding items which had to be completed prior to the NRC
inspecting the freezewall and giving its authorization to activate the

freezewall.

MI1083-5623A-MP03
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This item indicated a notification to Brien Palmer to assure, during the
overinspection activities, that the required clear space was present
beneath the deep Q duct bank. The clear space was a designed gap between
the bottom of the deep Q duct bank and the existing soil prior to freeze-

wall activation.

This item is a notification to the QA overinspection group (Brien Palmer)
to conduct a review of all pits to assure accomplishment of all quality
inspection, quality overinspections and the completion of all other open

quality items before the NRC inspection of the monitoring pits.

NOTE: Mr Sevc's answers to interrogatories numbered 10, 11, 12, 13 and 14 do

not include information already provided in the Weil Report, dated

September 12, 1983.

QUESTION 15
Explain the Diagram on Page 3 of the attachments to the May 11, 1982 Ronk

Memorandum, including but not 'imited tc the meaning of the following:

zone numbers listed;

codes used and/or listed;

planning schedule caption;

"sups soils, Consumers Power Company" ia third top box from left; and

initials "DRF 5/11/82" at bottom left corner of page.

Describe the purpose of this documen:.

MI1083-5623A-MPO3



RESPONSE 15

Zone numbers allow graphically displaying the schedule information in an
crganized fashion. The number shown has no intrinsic meaning.

Codes (called activity numbers) are used to organize the information in
the computer files. The numbers are arbitrarily selected.

The caption "Planning Schedule"” is a standard title that is used with the
"PROJECT/2" software program.

The words "SWPS SOIL CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY" appearing in the third top
bux from the left are titles that were entered intc the program for this
network before the network was used for the remadial soils detailed
schedule or 90 day revolviag schedule. The netwcrk was originally in-
tended to model just the Service Water Pump Structure (SWPS) soils activi-
ties.

The initials DFR 5/11/82 were placed on the document to indicate that it

was prepared under Mr Ronk's supervisiou and issued on May 11, 1982,

QUESTION 16

Identify all activities or work listed in your May li, 1982 memorandum that

had been submitted to the NRC fer approval prior to May !l, 1782.

Identify all documents which refer, mention or evidence such prior submission

of work and activities to NRC for approval prior to May 11, 1982.

RESPONSE 16

Objection.

MI1083-5623A-MPO3
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QUESTION 17
Identify all discussions, conversations, meetings, or communications with
Mr Wheeler, Mr Schaub or Mr Mooney in period from March 1, 1982 through

September 20, 1982 concerning:

a. the drep Q duct bank; and

b. the relocation of the fireline.

RESPONSE 17

Mr Ronk is not able to recall the time, place, participants or nature of any
conversation with Mr Wheeler, Mr Schaub, or Mr Moonev between March !, 1982

and September 20, 1982 regarding the Deep Q duct bank and the relocation of

the fireline.

QUESTION 18

Identify all meetings, discussicns, conversations and communications between
Consumers, Bechtel and Mergentine relating to activities and/or items to be

covered by the ASLB Order, including but not limited to the May §, May 6 and

-

May 7, 1982 meetings referred to ia May 11, 1982 Schaub Memorandum.

RESPONSE 18

Objection.

MI1083-5623A-MPO3



QUESTION 19

~dentify all activities determined by Consumers or by Bechtel, during the
period from April 30, 1982 through September 20, 1982, to be covered by the

ASLB Order.

Identify all documents w' “ch relate to, mention or refer to in any way the

activities listed above,

RESPONSE 19

Objection.

QUESTION 20

For the period March 1, 1982 to September 30, 1982, identify the persomn or
persons responsible for determining (a) whether or not a certain work activity
must receive NRC approval, anc (b) whether an activi.y or work is covered by

the ASL3 Order.

RESPONSE 20

Prior to April 30, 1980 the informal agreement between the Company and the NRC
dictated which activities needed approval. After the April 30, 1980 Order,
the Order defined those activities which needed approval. This May 5 confer-

ence call further delineated those activities requiring approval.

Mr Ronk's job description did not include kaeping track of approvals,

therefore, he has no knowledge as to this subject.

MI1083-5623A-MP03



QUESTION 21

Explain why the June 23, 1982 and June 30, 1982 Soils Progress Schedule Status
Reports include an asterisk indicating NRC review is required for both

"somplete deep Q duct bank" and "relocate fire protection pipeline."

State all reason for removal and/or omission of the asterisk from these two
activities from the July 7, July 14, July 21, and July 28, 1982 Soils Progress

Schedule Status Reports.

RESPONSE 21
The asterisk associated with "complete deep Q duct bank" was an indication

that approval was needed for the permanent backfill of the excavation.

The asterisk associated with "relocate fire protection pipeline” was an

indication that this new item of planned work wzs not yet approved.

Mr Ronk and Mr Schaub do not remember exactly why the asterisks were removed.

QUESTICN 22

Identify all person(s) responsible for determining:

a. which activiti:s in the Status Reports required NRC approval;

b. which activicies listed in the Status Reports should be marked with an
asterisk;

¢. which activities should have asterisk removed;

d. which activities had received prior or required NRC approval.

MI1083-5623A-MPO3
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RESPONSE 22

J R Schaub was responsible.

QUESTION 23

Explain all reasons for your refusal to or declination to provide a written
statement to NRC investigators regarding the Office ot Investigation investi-

gations into violation of the ASLB Order.

RESPONSE 23
Mr Schaub did net believe that it was necessary to provide a written statement
because he had already been interviewed by the investigators extensively and

he felt that a written statement would be superfluous.

QUESTION 24
Describe the preparation of the Soils Progress Schedule Status Reperts,

including the following:

a. identification of all persons preparing tha reports;
b. all persons reviewing the reports;
¢. all persons who received the reports; and

d. all persons who used the reports in any manner.

For a.l such persons listed in subpart (d) above, state the use he/she made of

the reports.

MI1083-3623A-MPO3
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RESPONSE 24

a. D F Ronk prepared the report, he was assisted by others within the sched-
uling department;

b. The report was reviewed by J R Schaub;

¢. R B Landsman and tne persons listed as carbom copy recipients are the only
pecple wvho the report was sent to;

d. R B Landsman was sent the report for purposes of planning his site visits

relative to the status of construction,

QUESTION 25

Describe how the Short Term Action Plans were prepared

a. before June 31, 1982; and

b. after June 31, 1982.

List all reasons for changing their method of preparationm.

RESPONSE 25

Since there are only 30 days in June, this answer is based on a reference date
of June 30, 1982. The short term action plans were prepared by David Ronk
before June 30, 1982. After June 20, 1982, Dave Ronk and Jerome Kostielney
jeint.y prepared the short term actior plans. Mr Kostielney was responsible
for finding out the start and finish dates of the proposed work and to prepare
the draft of the short term action plans to be approved by John Schaub. The
reason for changing the method of preparation was to get Jerome Rostielney

invelved in the soils work.

MI1083-5623A~-MPO3



QUESTION 26

Explain the method of determining which work activities were asterisked in

these reports.

Identify all persons who participated in any way in the determination or

whether or not to asterisk a particular work activity.

RESPONSE 26

Work activities om ~he short term action plan were first updated and prepared
on a dratt. The drafc was then reviewed by Dave Ronk and/or John Schaub.

Jerome Kostielney was then directed by John Schaub and/or Dave Ronk to put an

asterisk by the appropriate work activities. Participants involved in putting

asterisks by work activities were John Schaub and Dave Ronk.

QUESTION 27

Explain your understanding of the followir ggtatement when you received the
July 8, 1982 Memoranc:m from Ronk, referenced on Pages 28 and 29 of the
Supplemental OL Investigation: "Jerry please make sure that appropriate

activities get 2n*."

Identify any reason(s) Renk gave for writing this statement in his memcrandum

of July 8, 1982.
RESPONSE 27
This statement was just a reminder to make sura that appropriate activities

got an asterisk.

MI1083-5623A-MP0O3
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QUESTION 28
Explain what you meant when you stated to NRC investigators, "It's on there I
assume I got the information,” which is referenced on Page 29 of the Supple-

mental OI Report.

RESPONSE 28

Mr Kostielney does not recall making a statement "it's on there I assume I got
the information."” This statement means to him that if an asterisk was placed
by a work activity, he would assuze he got the information from John Schaub

and/or Dave Romk to put it on the report.

QUESTION 29
Describe your duties or responsibilities related to determining what activi-

ties require NRC approval.

Describe your duties and responsibilities with respect to determine whether
any activity listed in the Soils Project Schedule Status Reports or the Short

Term Action Plans

a. reguire prior NRC approval; and

b. should be asterisked.

RESPONSE 29

Mr Kostielney assumes that this question refers to his responsibilities at the

time he was involved in preparing the short term action plans. His responsi-

MIl1083-5623A-MPO3
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bility was to place an asterisk by an activity under the direction of John

Schaub and/or Dave Ronk.

QUESTION 30

Describe your understanding of "minor excavation” as Mr Wheeler used it in
describing the agreement between himself and Dr Landsman referenced on Page 31

of the Ol Supplemental Report.

RESPONSE 30

Because Mr Wieland was not working directly with excavation permits or work
permits at the time of the incident which is the subject of alleged Board -
Order violation, he was aware only in general terms of an arrangement between
Dr Landsman and SMO perscnnel whereby some excavations were informally re-
viewed after work had begun. Mr Wieland did not have a precise understanding
of the details of the arrangement at that time, however, since that time, this
subject has been the topic of discussions. Mr Wieland's present understanding
is that major excavations were work activities such as underpinning the
auxiliary building and service water building; minor excavations were items of

lesser magnitude than the axamples noted above.

QUESTION 31
Identify all documents you read or reviewed prior to approving the excavation

permits for the fireline relocation and deep Q bank excavation.

MI1083-5623A-MPO3
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ldentify what portiuva of these documents indicate the NRC gave prior approval
for the activity and/or that prior NRC approval was not required for the

activicy.

RESPONSE 31
Mr Murray signed the excavation permit for the deep Q duct ban® only; he

signed the work permit for the fireline relocationm.

As to the fireline relocation, Mr Murray recalls that there was no documenta~-
tion which specifically dealt with the relocation. Since the activity covered
under the Board order was the excavation in Q soils, it was Mr Murray's
understanding that this activity was minor and therefore covered in the
Wheeler-Landsman agreement. Mr Murray also recalls that piior to signing the

work permit, he telephoned John Schaub to confirm the above reasoning.

Mr Murray does not specifically recall signing the excavation permit for the

deep Q duct bank nor does he recall any specific docuncnt which he reviewed.

QUESTION 32

Describe all changes in rhe plans for the deep Q duct bank, including the

following:

a. person suggesting the change;
b. person authorizing the change;
¢. time when change adopted; and

d. the reason/rationale for the change.

MI1083-5623A-MP03



Identify all documents constituting, mentioning, referring to or relating in

any way to the above menticned changes.

RESPONSE 32
Mr Murray has no knowledge of the rationale for, who suggested, or who
authored, the changes in the deep Q duct bank design. This information is

outside the scope of his job description,

QUTSTION 33

Identify all Consumers cor Bechtel investigzations into the alleged violation of
the Board Order or the manner in which the Office of Investigations' investi-

gaticns were conducted.

Identify all reports or other documents related to such Consumers or Bechtel

investigations.

RESPONSE 33

Consumers Power Company attorneys, J E Brunner and V P Provenzano, were
present, either jointly or individually, for most ot the interviews conducted
by Mr Weil as part of his supplemental investigation. Mr Brunner,

Mr Provenzanc and F C Williams (Consumers' attormey from Isham, Lincoln and

Beale) conducted a number of follow=-up interviews.

Mr Brunner was also present during the interviews conducted by Mr Weil for the

initial invesctigation; he also conducted follow=-up interv.ews,

MI1083-5623A-1P03
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A two-day work sessiocn was held on
Tuesday, March 30, and Wednesday,
Mareh 31, 1982, to develop a list
of all open ite=ms required tn be
cozpleted for Phase I work, and
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to suppert Phase II work.
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Listed below are the zain topice reviewved for preparaticz of the

pETT L

.

NRC {zens
‘o h.xc ':‘ff .
B. I1&E

Engineering design releases (drawvings, specifications,
and consultaat imterface)

Material procurement A
Procedure development
Inspecticn plans

Coanstruction



SRS —

Thase 1

Scope = Freezewall, groundwater coatrTol, FIVP jacking, access shaft
to 609 feet, partial imstmumenczatica installatiesn.

I. KRC itexs

A. TFreczewall - Utility protectioz audit by I & E (Can we partial
freeze? Flzsh

B. Groundwater contrel - No open items ~ freeze utilicy
vindows?)

C. TFIVP jacking - No open items
D. Access shaft to 609 feet - No cpen itexms
E. Partial instrymentatican imstallatic:cs

1. Supply copy of C-1493 to RkC
2. Details of strain monitoring systez fcr concrete
and steel fracming bea= at 658

II. Eagineering design releases

A, TFreezewall - DQis to C-1315 and 1316 for shallow aad
deep utility protection

B. Growmdwater cecatrol ‘g

l. Relesse of hold on dwg C- (ejectors scuth of
turbine building)

2. Supply of well datz by Bechtel project engineer
to Mergentizme

C. FIVP jacking -

1. Relesse ¢f &g C-1494

2. Revise spec C-198 to allow wvork to proceed on crack
eapping? IFC only for iastmu=en: izstallaticn

3. Eagineering appreval of jack lecations

D. Access shaft to 609 fee: - No cpea Lte=s
E. Partial (astrmu=eatation

1. Issue dwg C-1493 for comstructiez

2. Issue évpg C-1490 2nd 14921 feor additien of pinth DSTM

3. Zssue ¢ C- wish LTTRIY teaiLeviag det=t)
(ccacrete strais acd steel beaz at 659 £ and 814 ft)

4., WJE design details for racevay, vire pulling, and
terzinaticas tc rezove tanagezent stop work
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-
- - .

¥aterial procurexe=t

&. Treezewall - Tiility protection material by Mergentizme
B. Growmdwater contrel - No cpexz items

C. FIVP jacking

1. Dclivery of jacks (Mergentime)
2. Letter froz MPQAD on acceptazce of jack manufacturers'
calitration program

D. Access shaft to 609 feet - No open ite=s
E. Partial izscrumentation

1. WJE procurezmeant of strain momitoring hardwvare
2. Thermoccuple and wire (who buys?)

tocedure development
A. Treezewall
Procedures for shallow utility protecsioz imstallaticn
- Soldier piles

- Exc and laggicg

= Surchargicsg

- Rebar & coancrete:

1. Procedures for deep utility protection imstallation

a. driving sheet pile
b. 4nstl of vales
c. excavation

1. around utility
d1. =285 excovatiea

d. contiagency procedure for closure at top of
clay under duct
e. concrete placezent

B. Groundwater control (ejectors) - Resudmit and approve
procedure for ejector iastallatioa using integrated
inspectiocn coacept

C. FIVP jackisg - Issuznce of presedure OPL2 for er=ck
Sn7Pisg cad rexitering will have o a2 in the imtigraved

for=at

D. Access chaft to 609 feet - Nc cdez items
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E. Partial izstrumeatation

1. Resubz=iczal of WJZ procedures OP38 and 39 in
integrated werk plan

2. Subzit:zal and approval of procedures-OP40 (data
processing) and OP4l (emergency plaz)

3. Subzitsal and approvel of procedure for strain
pnoitoring hardware inmstallacicz (integrated format)

V. laspection plans
A. TFreezewall - For utility protectioca ianstallatioen
B. Grouandwater control - No open itexs
C. FIVP jacking

1. Need overinspection plaz for crack mapping
2. KNeed inspection plam for jacking

D. Access shaft to 609 feet - No 5pen itens
E. Partial instrumentation

1. Field inspecticz plan for racevay installation

2, Fileld izspection plan for cable pullicg

3, Field iaspecticn plan for terminations

4. Revisiocns.to PQCI-6.0 for instrument imstallation
inspection

S. Inspection plan for strain monitoring hardvare

Vi. Cozstzuction status

A. Should be included iz above
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c.

Iagineering design releases = Unless stated othervise

rried)

YR seqzs foz V. 50 2. 22 pnd Y
1. Phase 24

A. Plan for piler load test during Phase 2A or plate load
test in adjacent area prior to Phase 24 (not 3 restraiat
to comstructicn)

B. Plaaxs for local groundwater coatrel - restraint to 2A

C. CPCo letter to NRC on QA philesophy, 3/30/82 (hand ca

D. Basis for total settlements since 1977 piping conmnmecticn

E. Criteria for comnecting 2-inch § steaz gemerater drais
liges

F. Provide results of 70 vs 30 kef study for structural
effects oo existing buildizng (2Q3)

II. Phase 3 ;

A. Censtructioz sequence

3. Develop tolerances for building movement tased oa 70 kef

C. Provide acceptance criteria for strain monitoring

D. Provide acceptance criteria for DMD 11, 12, and 13 at
el. 705

E. Zzrovideé increased reading frequency for {.strumentation
for critical comstructicn stages durinmg Phase 3 (includes
def of what the critical stages are) E

F. Provide results of lcss of support study under ZPA during
dong surhine builéing érife insczliztica

II. Phase 2A and B

dwgs are issued for comstructica = If necessary, holds
for comstructiocn will be sghown oa Phase 2B work, where

Phase 2A and B work are shown on the saze duvg.

Forecast

Igzve 2egic éugs 141° gnd 1218-1

Issue éwgs C-1422
C-1423
C-1424 T
C-1430 - lagging detalls fecr ke plers
C-1445

3I30/82'T

4/16/82
4/16/82
4/23/82
L/23/82
4/23/82

(3/31/82



forecast

C=1445-1 ! 4/23/82
C~1445=2 4/23/22
C-2417 4/0%/82
C=-1417-1 4/09/82
€-1427 1, 2, aad 3 (for fab 3/31) 3/31/82 1fF
cpposite hand 1436 — (C-1434 4/23/82 1IFC

D. Issue spec C-195, C-200Q, G-33 (couplers, grouts,
sliding plates, ethafoa=-grout for piers-), C-208
(incorporating C-1%5) T

IV. Materiel procurement

A. Steel sets

B. Sliding plates

C. Ethafoa=

D. Metal laggizg for kc pilers

E. Jacks for ke plers

F. Delivery of jacks

G. Grout 5

B, Pier instmzmentaticn bavéware (teltales, tubes,
centering devices, gauges, ete.)

I. Subceantract for ground stabiléisatioa

J. G&F subcentract for rebar detailirg, fabrication azd
installation

V. Procedures
A. Pricrity - required irmediately

Procedure Descriorica

Procedure cevelopzent (Q)

Welding procedure (Q)

Eandling acd storzge of materfals (Q)
fe2lity ttainisg precee= (Q)

- - emens, o —

Docuzeas ceaczol (Q)

PR ol

B. Priority - required for drifts and pier shafts

! Trocnduse Decsrission
] 12 Fleld fabrication of structural steel (Q) lNote:
& Centingexcy plan for ground loss (Q) Is this incluc
' — Devatering cof local pockets (Q) in spec C-200:
- Constructions of access pits and drifcs
| . and pler shafts (Q)
: - T ligg =nd Iassallirg seckh anet.ts

asd expinsion azchezes (Q)
17 Rezoval Gy structural acd lean concrete (Q)
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C. Priocizy = required for pier comstruction

Procedure

Descrivtion

40
32

Plazing aad £ield bending rebar (Q)
Mechaaical splicing of rebar (Fox Eowlet
and Cadwelds) (Q) :
Plaziag miscellaneous izbedded steel (Q)
Place=ent of piler comcreze (Q
Sandblastizng (Q)

Installaticn of jacking plates and stands (Q)
Load traasfer for piers (execluding ceoatrol
tower) (Q) :
Fabrication and threading of rebar (Q)
Repair of concrete (Q)

D. Priority - other

Procedure

Descriotion

45

9
30
28

Concrete core drilling (Q)

Comnstructicn of acsess shaft below el. 605 (Q)
Drypackizg (Q)

Grouting




Meeting 3/12/82

QA Action Items:

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(6)

(7)

(8)

MPQA focal point for any more non-Q activities to be
submitted tc the NRC.

Q-plan for Spec. C-195 needs to be redone due to Wednesday
meeting with NRC. .

Q-plan for Spec. C-194 also needs to be revised per NRC
meeting.

NRR, Joe Cain, wants details on grout curtain proposed for
area of freeze wall with deep duct bank.

G&H subcontract to fabricato/ rebar will be non-Q.
QC will inspect fabrication activities.

Jagdish =-- the pressure grouting cf the b&Gr eracks will be
a "Q" order and "Q" procedure/drawings required per

J. Mcrrey.

Call to NRC -- Don Horn to proof notes and distribute.

The NRC has some restrictions (see attached sheet)prior to
start of Phase 2 activities.

tems attached to this QA list (to DEH eonly).

)
(2)

(3)

(4)
(5)
(6)
7

(8)

Rough notes

Previous notes and action list

Non-Q list

(a) Phase 2

(b) Completed activities

Spec. and drawing register remedials
Detailed schedule marked up

Activities listing required to start Phase 2
Schedule review meeting

NRR commitments prior to staft of Phase 2



PROJECTS. ENSINZERING

O PROJECT ® INSPECTION.P' W - sins e

, Powe! "
} iz AND REPORT
QAbE=1 pact ) oF 2
fmfCT LuSPISTICN PEISSAS XNO: | PROJEST INSPETTION FLAN NO: Te b
C-26F . Installazicn Inspecticn Af Sheet Piles
rrv: O for Deep Q - Duct-3an
P ) PACJCCT: PRAPALED BY/SATL: ARPROVED PY/OATE:
N . &S B2
/A Midland Units 1 & 2 . £ - i
Ju\t.j\-s < s;-k4/mlh:il“§:;jj ’-4/('5,(’2.
2L 5. ) ‘
_ o RETTREN REMARKS

F"W‘g“ CHAFACTIRISTIC bzs:xxr.xoa . cun/x ‘i INITIALS/DAT

1.0 PREREQUISITES ///

.1 Prior to> installation of sheet piles feor 195-53-1 :

deep Q-cuct bank all supervisory ssaff er 3:3,3.3,3.3
his designee shall be tra2ined. All training
sessicns shall be documented
V/R = EP = 100
1.2 Verify the accep:aﬁce ¢f the subsequen:/ Cl85-53=-1

revisicns teo shep drawing F7220-C-195/38(1) 4.4
-] are reviewed by MPQAD/QC prier to
implexenzation

V/R = E? -« 100

2.5 INSTALLATION OF SEEET PILES //

2.1 While threading the adjaceni\}hse: piles C195-53-1

every cther sheet shall be pluzbed in 7.4

accordance with the refexefded drawings Shop Drawing

and tack-welded to the telylate. ‘ F7220-Cl19%5 =~

V/R - IP - S 58(1) -
eed Pile driving shall be stopped at 1'-6" from| Shep drawing

top of Q Duct-bank. F7220-C195~

/ 58(1)

DU ——

savarxs: . References: Sho:/é'gwinﬁ: F7220 - C-195 - 58(1)

Pr&igdure; $7220 - C-198 ~ S3 - |

lszveLﬂ-.,-:'ﬁs' ‘-11“ () Bew
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PROJECTS, ENCINEERING

<SSLST INSPECTICON RIZCZS NO:

FROJ

NO:

C-267

/

s PROJELT INSPECTION PLAN sribcmsmasis o
Company B -
O‘AZS-O AND —2 LFORT : : n:z_;_or_;(_
TCT INSFICTION PLAN

:

v ©
- -] --
ZATA . .
v CIARACTERISTIC DESCRIPTION e g xxx%mtz
;) Vc:if) that the piles are drivea 5' to 20' | C195-53-1
at 2 tize and to approxizately the same 7.6
level.
V{R - IP =~ § -
y 3T Verify that the piles are driven to the C195-53-1 ,
— | design depth as showa in the referenced 7.6 i

drawings, utiliziang "Double acting hanmer.'
V/R = IP = §

Vazily
activi

-
*

-
ties

<
aV

V - IP/PP -~ §

FIR-}2C-34

-

2.5 eri‘) that if obstructions prevent dr gl C195-33-1 |
__of sheet piles, the piles surroun ing T 7.6 {
‘ duct-bazk are driven to the desired eleva- :
tions as determined by the subcontractor,
supervisica.
V/R = IP - §
3.0 QUALITY- CONTROL INSPECTION & RECORDS [7
: i - \/
ds3 Review QC inspection records including Bechtel QC
== "FKE{Th to verifly they are cozplete, agcau- | FIR-MPC-34
. rate and up-to-<ate. . ~ :
R-IP/?® - §
3.2 Review quality cecatrel training records PSP G-8.1
_ | "thaf QC personnel performing these inspec- |Para 9.3
tions are trained. x
b R - IP/PP - § 3
- P, he QCE performance o/ inspection Bechsel QC
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PRC_ECT. INSPECTION P! N

PROJECTS, ENCINZERING
ARD CONSTRUST SN =

"D 2 e - QUALITY ASSUAANCE CDEPARTMINT
‘ ,»;" gompsy AND P\CPORT
Canfel PAC!ﬂhC‘?__z_

ST INSPLITION RECOMD NO: PRCSEST INSPECTICON PLAN N2 aed
C-267 Installatica Inspeczica of Sheet Plles
PIV: ) for Deep Q - Duct-Bank
¥ PAOJICT: PRUFANED BY/SATL: BOROVED §Y/3ATI
. : U'e8°5$
N/A Midland Undts 1 62 [ 1. .. <iwy a Al & , ,
. i R Al <”MM Y ot
L \j
- = ETN REVARKS
ANcER CUARACTTAISTIC DESCRIPTION reyrg IXITIALS/DATE
1.0 PREREQUISITES
% | Prior to installatiocn of sheet piles for C195-53=-1
deep Q-duct bazk all supervisory staff or 12 340.3.8
his designee shall be traised.  4All trainisg
sessions shall be documented ‘
V/R = EP - 100 C .
1.2 Verify the acceptance of the subsequeat C195-53-1
revisions to shop drawing F7220-C-195-58(Ll)| 4.4
-1 are reviewed by MPQAD/QC prier to i
izplenentatica
V/R - EP - 100
2.0 INSTALLATION OF SESET PILIS
2.1 Vhile threading the adjacent sheet piles Cl195-53~1
every other sheet shall be plumbed in 7.4
accor ‘ance with the referenced drawings Shep Drawing
and tack-wvelded to the template. F7220-Cl85 =~ .
Y/R =-1° - § 58(1)
el Pile drivizg ‘shall be stopped at l%6" fram| Shep drawing
tes of Q Duct-bask. F7220-Cl95~-
' 58(1)
aisrs: . References: ' Sheo Drawing: F7220 - C-195 - 58(1)

®rocedure: F7220 - C-185 - 353

=1

Recheoa) Nepudac: _Co11E (Q) 2ev |

W

v COIENT
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PRSJESTS. ENQIN

tr=

H 1

i - -
Congume ! CREC 8 ! N AND CONSTRUSTISH =
@3 55:5 - PROJECT 'INSPECTION PLAI GUALITY ASSUAANGE 31PARTMIN
1 4 ewphi R S
s T AND REPORI o2 or_2
SJEST INSPEICTION RECSED NO: TACJLC: INSTECTION PLAN KO
2V
ARACTDR o rDuRrs
s CBARACTIRISTIC DESCRIPTION et Ry - SO
3.3 Verify that driving of sheets will be such Cl185-53-1
that the adjacent tips shall not exceed a 7.6
differenczial of 20' nor any pile shall not FCN #2040
be driven more than 20' at z tize to main- |-
tain vercicality.
V/R = IP - §
2.4 Verify that the piles are driven to the C195-53-1
design depth as shown in the referenced 7.6
dravings, utilizing "impact hamser." FCN #1885
V/R -IP - § _
33 Verify that if obstructions pravent drivimg | C195-33-1
of shee: piles, the piles surounding 7.6
duct-bank are driven to the desired eleva- '
tions as deterzined by the subcontractor, .
supervision.
V/R - IP -8
3.0 QUALITY CONTROL INSPECTION & RECOLDS
3.1 Review QC inspection reccrds inmcluding Bechtel QC
sketch to verify cthey are cozplete, accu- FIR-MPC-21
rate and up-to-date.
R - 1P/PP - §
3.2 Review quality contrel training records PS? G-8.1
that QC persoanel performing these inspec- Para 9.3
tions are trained. '
R - IP/P? - § s
I Bechtel QC

Verify the QCE performance of inspection
activities. ;

FIR-MPC-34

ol V « IP/PP = S




PRUJECT
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Y e e

i1l

INSPECTION F_AN

Pﬁ-... . E‘v:l‘usszf).:

AND CONSTRUSTICN -

Bower e QUALITY ASSUAANSE CEFARTMEN
exmsany AND REPORT
Qass-L PACT) _CoFf 2-
JICT LiSPESTION RESOPS NO: |PRSJEST INSPECTION PLAN XO: TolLl:
C-261 . Installation Inspection of Access
wv:. 0 Pit for Dees O Duct Bank 7~ 3
- - 5 . v - gv ! i
- PXCJECT: rr::‘m: nu.(.s.“‘_\_‘ Ir’:o: 3Y{CATE _3‘3 'f’.
‘, 1 q ‘ A W) — Vit aa /wLdl Gl
N/A Midland Uaits 1 & 2 Jagcdish C. Shah 4/2 /s:}R:$E=c”" L)24/82
L
- R e REVARYS
AT CBARACTIRISTIC PescarTION :;:::fif' . INITIALS/DATE
1.0 PREPZEQUISITES
3 Pricr to installation of access pit feor C1985-59
Deep Q Duct Bazk, all supervisory staff or | 5.1
- his designee shall be trained. All trainidg
sessions shall be documenced.
V « IP = R
1.2 All velders shall be qualified and certified C195-59
by Bechtel, prior to welding. 5.8
lv-1mr.38 e A
1.3 Verily that acceptance of the susequezt Ci95-59
revisioss to the referenced shop drawing 4.3
¥2, Rev | are reviewed by MPQAD and Qual
Contreol prior to implezencatien.
V - IP - K
2.0 EXCAVATION
2.1 Verify that, i any perched water pockets Cl195-59
are zet, the cdevatering shall be izpleszented 7.1
pricr to further excavatioen. ‘
, -64
V/R = IP/?? = § $19-4
)
VANS REFIRINCES: Mergentime Corporation procedures: 53538 Eigi g%-}

Shoo Drawving:

M=2 Rev 1

Bechtel Drawing:

€1316 (0) Rev 1

Bechtel Soeg:

€231 (0) Rev 21




PROJECTT ENSINETRING ENSINEERING
AND C ITRUSTICN®= STRUCTION =
OQUALITY ASSU..ANCE CEPARTMENTNSE LEPARTMENT

[ SN ”~ ,A-—
AND REPOR pact or 3 Mer3or 3
Nas ThoJLo: INSPLoZION PLAN NO: ‘
C-261 |
r'v- o |
. |
REMAZSS TS |
CEALASTIRISTIC SISCRIPTICN g SETTIALS/BATE $/DATE ,
2= ouzlined srocedures for excava- | Cl123-5% |
followel as specified and the 8.1, 8.2 |
s of excavaticn are costrolled as |9.2, 5.4 !
and concurred by the contractor, ‘
Scils Group field engineer after 5
.{cn with resideat geo-techaical j
- 3 !
TION OF WALZIS & LACCING
se secuance of installing wales & C195-39 -
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 8 NV -1 P2:05
ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD e 2 e
In the Matter of Docket No‘SO.:_:.s.:‘p.:r.'
CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY 50-330 CM
(Midland Plant, Units 1 and 2) Docket No 50-329 OL
50-330 OL

AFFIDAVIT OF JAMES E BRUNNER

My name is James E Brunner. I am primarily responsible for providing a
response to the interrogatory numbered 33 submitted by Barbara Stamiris on
October 11, 1983. To the best of my knowledge and belief, the response to the
above-mentioned interrogatory is true and correct.

%M///‘W

Sworn and Subscribed Before me This& Day of éct 1983

Qluea & Robnoorns

Notary Public
Jackson County, Michigan

My Commission Expires 42222 dz,g; 4. Z ié&

af1083-0643%100
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 83 KV -1 P12:06
ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD -
In the Matter of DockeE:No.éﬂ-Bn oM
CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY 50 330 OM
(Midland Plant, Units 1 and 2) Docket No 50-329 OL

50-330 OL

AFFIDAVIT OF JEROME E KOSTIELNEY
My name is Jerome E Kostielney. I am primarily responsible for providing
responses to the interrogatories numbered 25, 26, 27, 28 and 29 submitted by

Barbara Stamiris on October 11, 1983. To the best of my knowledge and belief,
the responses to the above-mentioned interrogatories -~re true and correct.

%w z. #{Jﬂ?

Sworn and Subscribed Lefore me Thzs }ﬁ%ay of (7QZ'1983

Notary Public ‘
H&d*c;:fCounty. Hicbigan

My Commission Expires D alP r/) d "5:?3

af1083-0040a10C
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In the Matter of Docket No 50-329 OM
CONSIMERS POWER COMPANY 50-330 OM
(Midland Plant, Units 1 and 2) Docket No 50-329 OL

50-330 OL

AFFIDAVIT OF GLENN MURRAY
My n.me is Glenn Murray. I am primarily responsible for providing responses
to interrogatori:s 31 and 32 submitted by Barbara Stamiris on

October 11, 1983. To the best of my knowledge and belief, the responses >
the above-mentioned interrogatories are true and correct.

el

Sworn and Subscribed Before me This 25 Day of 42;;: 1983

\9/,’%1.( C-d_/ // #1//”5/'
vy

—t- r

Notary Public

Mﬂ} County, Michigan
My Commission EXpives __ 274 » e v ,9 Pé

af1083-0639a3100
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gl UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
- NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION ‘83 10y -1 P12 :06

ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

BE.Ztes

In the Matter of Docket” No 50379 a%
CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY 50-330 oM
(Midland Plant, Units 1 and 2) Docket No 50-329 OL

50-330 OL

AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID F RONK

My name is David F Ronk. I am primarily responsible for providing respouses
to the interrogatories numbered 15 and 17 and jointly responsible for
providing responses to interrogatories numbered 20, 21 and 22 submitted by
Barbara Stamiris on Ocfober 11, 1983. To the best of my knowledge and F.iiel,
the responses to the above-mentioned interrogatories are true and correct.

DudF Ak

Sworn and Subscribed Before me 'i‘hisassbay °fC2" (‘.1983

Notary Public

wycounty. Michigan

My Commission Expires /)74_/4//7 f,{ /94?L

af1083-0642a100
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA '
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

B3 NV -1 P2:06
ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD
In the Matter of Dockzt'lo 595329 oM
CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY ~50-330 OM
(Midland Plant, Units 1 and 2) Docket No 50-322 OL
50-330 OL

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN R SCHAUB

Hy name is John K Schaub. I am jointly responsit.e for providing responses to
interrogatories numbered 20, 21 and 22 and primarily responsible for providing
responses to interrogatories numbered 23 and 24 submitted by Barbara Stamiris
on October 11, 1983. To the best of my knowledge and belief, the responses to
the above-mentioned interrogatories are true and correct.

S ,4%#

- o./‘
Sworn and Subscribed Before me Thxsa. Day of ¢ ilﬁ1983

\7/4U)-v//‘£4L- ‘{{ 545¢94-/

Notary Public
Midland County, Michigan
e ’ .
My Commission Expires ) )i, A J I & ?é

af1083-0643a100
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION ‘83 NOY -1 P12 :0%

ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD O

In the Matter of Doc'lié!f-.‘:ﬁ?o_‘"ﬁ':oi:fié oM
CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY T50<330 OM
(Midland Plaat, Units 1 and 2) Docket No 50-329 OL

50-330 OL

AFFIDAVIT OF JAMES A MOONEY
My name is James A Mooney. I am primarily responsible fur providing responses
to the interrogatories numbered 6, 7, 8 and 9 submitted by Barbara Stamiris on

October 11, 1983. To the best of my kncwledge and belief, the responses to
the above-mentioned interrogatories are true and correct.

oo »*—"—\

Sworn and Subscribed Before me This _&2%:; of (2:"4{'1983

Llsa O R ML_

Notary Public
Jackson County, Michigan

My Commission Expires _Méj}; '// /qé’(g

2{1083-06442100
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o/ UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION ‘83 KoY -1 P12 :06
ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD A
BPr o OF 81
Io the Matter of Detket Ma.§6-329 o
CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY 50-330 0¥
(Midland Plaat, Units 1 and 2) Docket No 50-329 OL
50-330 OL

AFFIDAVIT OF ROBERT SEVO
My na2me is Robert Sevo. I am primarily responsible for providing responses to
the interrogatories gumbered 10, 11, 12, 13 & i4 submitted by Barbara Stamiris

on October 11, 1983. To the test of my knowledge and belief, the responses to
the above-mentioned interrogatories are true and correct.

/I’i /4/'?‘
: p 5 8 M - .
Affirved .ad Subscribed Before me This,/ Day of (el 1983

%/ A » ﬂé’ 94}%/1_//

Notary Public
Midland Couaty, Michigan

My Commission Expires M d’ /985

af1083-0641a100
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" UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLZAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 83 Wy -1 P12 08

ATOMIC SAFETY AND L1CENSING BOARD

LF

t Tl
L

In the Matter of Dock;i‘ﬁ;2§§§33§;oﬁ
CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY 50-330 OM
(Midland Plaot, Units 1 aad 2) Docket No 50-32¢ OL

50-330 OL

AFFIDAVIT OF ROONEY H WIELAND

My name is Rodney H Wieland. I am primarily respoasible for providing a
response to Interrogatory 30 rubmitted by Barbara Stamiris om October 13,
1983. To the best of my knowledge and belief, the response to the above-
mentioned interrogacory is true and correct.

54«7, nyya

Y, "
Affirmed and Subscribed Before me This~/ Day of <7 1983

"
T a1 0L

Notary Public
Midiend County, Michigan

e
2 $ : VA | F :/ | of ;)
My Commission Expires 7 ° . ..~ & ) I (n

4{1083-0638a100-12
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