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Midland Project: PO Box 1983 Midland. Michigan 48640 e Area Code 517 8310951

June 29, 1981

Mr. Cordell Williams, Region III

U. S. Nuclear Regulatorv Commission
799 Roosevelt Road

Glen Ellyn, IL 60137

Dear Mr. Williams:

Attached for your information is a copy of our letter to Mr. Dennis Saunders
aloug with our complete evaluation of his allegations that we were not living
up to the intent of the NRC Immediate Action Letter of May 22, 1981. We feel
we have fully invespigated his concerns.

~

D B Miller
Site Manager

CC: D. Saunders
W R Bird, P-14-418A

J W Cook, P-26-336B
R T Cook, NRC-Site

Attachment
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Midland Project: PO Box 1963, Midland, Michigan 48640 e Area Code 517 6310951

June 29, 1981

Mr. Dennis Saunders
P.0. Box 2101
Midland, MI 48640

Dear Mr. Saunders:

On June 17, 1981 Mr. R. E. Whitaker of Consumers Power Company met with you

at your offices in Auburn, Michigan to discuss your concerns with small pipe
design at the Midland Nuclear Plant. Attachment #1 to this letter was prepared
and given to you on June 19, Attachment #2 was returned to Consum:rs Power
Company on June 26 with essentially the same information contained in Attachment
#1. There were some minor changes in the descriptions and your job position.

Since the meeting at your offices, we have tried to investigate your concerns

to the extent possible. We have talked to you numerous times on the phone asking
you to be more specific with those concerns. You provided us with a specific
reference on June 26, 1981 (FSK-M-1HBC-184-1).

During the period between learning of your general concerns and actually receiving
your specific concerns, we have done the following:

1. We have gathered together all hanger drawing transmittal sheets issued
since the May NMRC Inspection. We have verified these sheets against the
stress calculacion status report or the calculation package and have
found that all transmittals of new or revised hanger drawings were backed
up by stress calculations which were Committed Preliminary Design Calcu-
lations.

2. We have reviewed the hanger drawing red lines approved since the NRC
Inspection. Of the 150 reviewed, we have found none that violated the
specific written guidelines established for hanger red lines after the
NRC Audit.

3. With respect to your specific concern, we have verified that all activities
done by Bechtel relative to that FSK had been performed in accordance with
existing procedures.

In listening to your concerns the past days, we believe that part of your concerns
can be attributed to the fact that you were only at Midland a short time and did
not have a full understanding of the procedures used at the site. Secondly, we
believe that, sin.e you were unaware that the NRC did not stop small pipe hanger
install.cion at the site, this could have led you to feel that we were not




Page 2
Mr. Dennis Saunders
June 29, 1981

complying vith the NRC's Immediate Action Letter. This was, in fact, not the
case.

Attachment #3 is a press clipping that I believe best explains the thoughts I
discussed with you on the phone.

We thank you for bringing your concerns to our attention. It is very important
that employees identify anyproblems that they feel are not being addressed. We
believe we have thoroughly investigated your concerns. To the best of our know-
ledge, and because of the hours we spent reviewing your concerns, we are confident
that all small pipe and supports design and redesign are being performed in
accordance with the intent of the NRC Immediate Action Letter and in accordance
with present Bechtel Power procedures and specifications.

We are also forwarding your concerns and the results of our investigation to the
NRC since our compliance with their May 22, 1981 Immediate Action Letter was in

question.

Please find Attachment #4 which is the official close-out of the allegation eval-
uation.

\
DB Hilg%t

Site Manager

CC: JWCook, P-26-336B
WRBird, P-14-418A
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PROJECTS, ENGINEERING

@ cosinen ALLEGATION EVALUATION PR e

Power CUALITY ASSURANCE DEPARTMEN

utgg_n;w 1. Allegation Serial No ___ T

Whe received the zllegetion? ’0 Corceyom
When ves the allegsticn received? SaZ, Jeme 13,198)

How was the allegation received? ie, fece-to-face, by letter?

S. ' When was the sllegation reported to CP Co - QR?__/ ;. b P /{,. 1877
Name of the allegstor: f’)rnnr; S“"‘J“ﬁi
7. Wnho is allegetor's employer and what is the sllegator's position? g(;r-ww/,

e/oz d Lrv AP EMIV\‘WLM

Where can the zllegator bde cont;cted" J %] éw( 2/0) . d e d 4 8¢ 4o

oW N

9. When will the allegator make next contact? U A-
10. Ceaz the allegztor's name be used in investigation of allegation?
(If Yes, will allegator provide signature to this pege \/g? )
“11. Will the eallegator permit his pame to be used in reports to the NRC? yg__s
12. Will the allegator provide details of his allegation to the NRC? et
662 -ctc9 ofhice Yes Freccs sy
STANDARD INFORMATION CEECKLIST W2/l per
Tl vem w iTh DS,
Completed By

Notify the allegatocr of the procedure for invest_i_g::ing ellegations. f&)ﬂﬁ:&_
2. Explaip that if the allegation is velidated, an NCR will be issued .

end the allegetor vill be provided with a copy of the NCR, subsequexzt

documentation and the closed NCR.
3. Explein that if required by 10CFR50.55(e) or 10CFR Part 21,

the nonconformence will be reported to the NRC. ' M
L. Explain that if investigation does not substentiate the allegation

of if the sllegeztion is pot safety related, it will be dropped by

QA at that time 2nd he vill be so notified. é[a)w‘—
5. Explain that the ellegetor will be provided a copy of the final
report. /)T
Signature of the allegator indiceting (i) permission to release his name in internal
investigation of the sllegation (ii) permission to releese his name in reports to NRC

if investigation determines that condition is reportsble (iii) that Items 1, 2, 3,
’
L, 5 in the checklist above heve been explained and understood. -

Dated: Signature:

-

DISTRIBUTION LIMITED TO THOSE
PERSONS IDENTIFIED IN PARAGRAPH 4.1.2
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PROJECTS, ENGINEERING

consmen ALLEGATION EVALUATION
Power 3 ! QUALITY ASSURANCE DEPARTMI
Companmy <
QA66-0 1. Allegation Serieal Jo <
)
2. Does 2lleged condition affect & Q-listed system/component /iten?
Yes X Mo
3. If "No" to 2, sbove, forverd to Midland Project Management Organization
or GPMD, es applicedle, for further investigatiocnm.
L. Does alleged condition ectually exist? Yes Ko
Wheat ves found?
5. If "No" to L, above, terminate investigatixx, enter NA in Blocks 5 through 12, sign
Blocks 13 and 1k and distribute.
€. Has the alleged condition previously been documented on 2 nonconformance-type
report? - =
Yes No )( o
7. If "Yes" to €, sbove, enter nonconformance-type report idemtificationm:
8. 1If "Yes" to 6, sbove, does nonconfman-ce-ty'pe report edequately describe
alleged copditiocn, is corrective action adequate _g._o“_x:esolve the alleged
condition, and is corrective ection progressing adequately? B e R L
Yes Ne
c. Descx:ibe' eny actions tuken to resclve inadequacies found in 8, above:
10. If "Yes" to 8, sbove, enter NA in Blocks 11 and 12, sign Blocks 13 and 1k and
distribute.
@ Does the alleged condition constitute & nonconforming condition vhich has not
been previously documented? Yes No
@ If "Yes" to 11, sbove, prepere an NCR and enter the NCR No.
RCR Ko
13. Evaluation Completed By/Date: 1L. Evaluation Reviewed by Manager,
MPQA or Section Head, QAELI/Date:
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PAC.ECTS, ENGINEERING

. ALLEGATION EVALUATION  curmmsosmsnon .

y Company
QA67-0 1. Allegetion Serial No _ 3

Specifics of Allegeticns

2. What is the alleged conditiomn? 538- a Z(fa.cle.:/ yraasc ‘?
3. Wnhat is the location of alleged condition? &o Specirie ﬁn/o—-f /oeoﬂ'r—.

becavse :'{' 'S a de.’l"!“' ;gc.’tL/'dﬂl

L. What systems, components, items are affected by alleged condition? noz‘ & ot

a,* 4 r3 jl'bﬂc

§. For how long bes the alleged condition existed? Sl'nc& g‘e NKC
ael L le May 22 ;j73/

A..L‘/'d'» L eer J4éai m.?; ax I1TFL

|
6. What reguirement wvas viclated by alleged condition? NRC Tmmedrare

7. To vhom hes this conditicn been previcusly reported? dﬂ n#g: gﬁ was

made Zo Jiscors [Z oM F )’an il M ,eor
li QECQZQL Zhe g_i_l‘)[ JSvme P-[l 128/

8. Vhen vas the condition previously reported? §ef é;.-. 7
t
!

&

S. What ‘1ctions bave been taken to resolve alleged condition end by whom have the
tctic‘s besn teken? /77, J/..—.J Prmwf 0»/;7 A;Juro-cg /3 f'CV/(qu g 3

p.J/u‘l! loq.r OWu-q Tr-nJm:/ésb i JC h‘ :‘é‘ongJ Jﬁ‘ﬂ e

-f.r Ls May 20 I”/ élm( 2L ”104 él d‘é‘r—:;“ _J‘i
10. ‘&"‘ui’.‘&fn"‘c%{ai ion 'o ‘y"ﬁ: #ﬁ{ting";fm:o'ﬁ o:bm;cétrc;;t‘? /ad.

No

11. Prepared By/Date:

KE Rzh c/1e/¥
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FROJECTS, ENGINEERING

— ALLEGATION EVALUATION  'Secosmcion

Power OUALITY ASSURANCE DEPARTMENT
" 1. Allegation Serial lio

rn

10.

12.

'

Who received the sllegation?_Pat Corcoran, Tom Supnlee, and Jim Beinach

When vas the allegation received? May 26, 1981
How was the allegetion received? ie, telephone,(Tace-to-face) by letter?

When wvas the allezation reported to CP Co - QA? Monday June 15, 1981
Name of the allegeter: D. P. Saunders

whe is allegator's employer and what is the allegator's position? Consultant
DPS Enterprises '
Where can the allegatcer be contacted? P. O. Box 2101 Midland, Michigan 48640
When will the allegetor make next contact?_June 25, 1981

Can the allegator's name be used in investigation of allegation?
(If Yes, will allegator provide signature to this page )
Will the allegator permit his name to be used in reports to the NRC? ___

Will the allegator provide details of his allegation to the NRC’YCO, 1 gecgggm"

STANDARD INFORMATION CHECKLIST

Completed By

e

Notify the allegator of the procedure for investigating allegations.

Explain that if the allegation is validated, an NCR will be issued
end the allegator will be provided vith a copy of the NCR, subsequent
documentation and the closed NCR.

Explain that if required by 10CFR50.55(e) or 10CFR Part 21,

the nonconformance will be reported to the NRC. A

Explain thet if investigation does not substantiate the allegetion
of if the ellegation is not sa!etj related, it will be dropped by

QA at that time and he will be so notified.

Explain that the allegator will be provided a copy of the final

report.

Signature of the allegator indicating (i) permission to release his name in internal
investigation of the allegation (ii) permission to release his name in reports to NRC

if investigation determines that condition is reportable (iii] that Items 1, 2, 3,
L, S in the checklist sbove have been explained and understood

D.ted:_@m_g_aﬂIIQQI Siputure:_é/mﬂ. ML_J

DISTRIBUTION LIMITED TO THOSE
PERSONS IDENTIFIED IN PARAGRAPH L.1.2




rese ¢

Ccl J>

PROJECTS, ENGINEERING

consumers ALLEGATION EVALUATION AND CONSTAUCTION -

QUALITY ASSURANCE DEPARTMENT

Company
QA66-0 1. Allegation Serial No
'
2. Does alleged cendition affect a Q-listed system/component/item?
Yes X No

3. 1If "No" to 2, above, forward to Midland Project Management Organization
or CPMD, as applicable, for further investigation.

L., Does alleged condition sctually exist? Yes X Ko
What was found?

5, If "No" to L, sbove, terminate investigation, enter NA in Blocks 5 through 12, sign
Blocks 13 and 14 and distribdbute.

6. HKEas the alleged condition previously been documented on & nonconformance-type
report?

Yes No X

7. If "Yes" to 6, above, enter nonconformance-type report identification:

8. If "Yes" to €, sbove, does nonconformance-type report adequately describe
alleged condition, is corrective action adequate _Eg.resolve the alleged
condition, and is corrective action progressing adequately?

Yes No

§. Describe any actions taken to resolve inadequacies found in 8, above:

10. If "Yes" to 8, above, enter NA in Blocks 11 and 12, sign Blocks 13 and 1k ané
distribute.

11. Does the alleged condition constitute & nonconforming condition which has not
been previously doccumented? Yes No

12. If "Yes" to 11, above, prepare an NCR and enter the NCR No.

NCR No
13. Evaluation Completed By/Date: 1k. Evaluation Reviewed by Menacer,

MPQA or Section Head, QAELI/lste:
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PRCJECTS, ENGINEERING

b St ALLEGATION EVALUATION  cusuirv assonence semammuent

y Company
QAET-0 1. Allegation Serial No

Specifics of Allegations

2. What is the alleged condition?_See attached page 4

3. What is the location of alleged condition?_ No sgpecific plant lacation

because it is a design questionm.

L. What systems, components, items are affected by alleged condition? wg+ Enown
at this time.

5. For how long has tbe alleged condition existed?_Since the YRO inspecticn
which ended May 22, 198l.

6. Wnhat requirement was violated by alleged condition? NRC Immediate Action &
Letter dated May 22, 198l.

7. Towhom has this condition -been previously reported? An attempt was -made to -

8. When-was the condition previously reported? See Item 7 - -

9. What actions have been taken to resolve alleged condition and by whom have the

actions been taken? Midland Pr ject Qualitv Assurance is reviewing the Redlin
Nrawing . tta. d the actual redline drawings for the May 2(

Logearawing,Transmitta.s 3nd the a
E? June 18, 1981 time veriod to determine what was redlined or revised
10. srh&of%ﬁdm EHe - 8P by idn ‘lﬁtﬁﬂ%génromce report?

-

11. Prepared By/Date:




DP SAUNDERS ENTERPRISES
P. 0. PBox 2101
Midland, Michigan 48640
Phone: (517) 662-6669

Alleged Condition

That Pravin Patel and maybe others had approved
redlines of hanger drawings for systems; that
had only preliminary calculations rather than
committed preliminary design calculations as
required by the verbal instructions from Bechtel
Resident Engineering.

That Pravin Patel revised hanger drawings and
they were possibly issued having only preliminary
calculations, not committed preliminary design
calculations to support the system design.




Form 47 2-78 ATTACHMENT #3
CLIPPING SHEET

\: Consumers
. POwer
Company

CLIPPED FROM Midland Daily News

CLIPPED BY PAPuffer '

DATE OF ISSUE 5"28'81 cIry Midland

" stood.” Strasma said. ~ "7~ 7
Cook said, "1 guess we didn't say,
‘Completely stop what you are doing.’
_.If Consumers is sensitive to the words
‘stop work,’ I guess it (the immediate
action- letter) didn't really say stop
Work." o 41 & L . .
He said his interpretation of- when "
 the audits were (o performed was
“based on words we had during the
week” with Consumers. ' - = -
Cook said it will be satisfactory -if *
~ the backlogged désign packages .are
“ultimately audited,” but said that '
- procedure could iead.1o problems} the |

The Daily 'N‘e'lv".s said 3lgurday.' e ::‘ :mhm "EJ“"J -;ﬁ“'}
based on an inteiview with 'n.»-phm? T USIe they hlyewgoﬁd:.;d.ﬁtou"“
Nuciear Regulatory Commistion in | the work. that does not make sense 407
{ . . ! T .
S0 Db hetn by e KRG pending ©  Aher the NRG identified the calou- < T wel v
The NRC's Region 3 Office of Inspec- _ .Dou@nld p“w ';:' Site manager
tion and Enforcement at Glen Elyn, workod over the wm’“;“ Cﬁll"‘:
Ill.. ‘said Cook may have “misunder- ' oheck design ey weekend
stood”’ the intent of an immediate ac- . “We teund m’"'.‘.‘ S—
jon letter issued to Consumers Power . ng technicelly wrong
Cu:arrida“:fldavnk-bn inspec- with any of the piping we’ve put in or
T e e
! ? L g AL, TR i i 3 !
mmmms&u;‘m& iew with the NRC which completed. .
Sibe design packages. The NRC lette: -last week'’s inspection was “extrémely 4
pipe Gesign el = . upbeat and very positive.” , - e G
asked Consumers o wiF BETRR Sta . Millr said Region 3 Director James Mo o
o Ll S s e * Kepp ility he was reserv-- -
." :'m“ _ing final Mm:lloatheuidl.udb. ;
OLIEC r:'nn,.m": = “',‘;,,“: ..ch"(g’. ..}Fll‘:m&'
o . e _JELL CiG_NOt _ICS 1 On sa i to is team | '...’..,,
sumers 10 1 backlogged design e Sl .‘".wf'm.!ﬂ._font in
$  packages first befor mall pus . grade.” -, & p0yins
pula De Insia "‘m".'“ nad _inler- '. - .‘ MR :4' .‘; A. . l;;'&-;;: _'.;_. 2
oFéled. according 1o NRC s Region =0
and Consumers. ~ ‘., :
: audil does not have 10.be per--
formed before the batkiog work can be
installed. It hasto be 2
~ new work can be released (for instaHa-
tion),” nuclear plant spokesman Nor- :
man s.:driu:i& ' ) 3
He sa plant received n
calls over the Memorial [ weekend &
from some of the project’s pipefit-
ters who had read Saturday’s
and wondered if there would be work 254
for them Tuesday. -t .
“Work can continue on pr!vhu!y is- <
sued hbrl;l.t‘l:u: dnﬁ;p said Jan.
Strasma, egion 3 spokesman. -~
He said Cook was not dtncd? in 5
volved in all aspects of last week's in-~
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Page 1 of 24
PROJECTS, ENGINEERING

@) ~ ALLEGATION EVALUATION

Power CUALITY ASSURANCE DEPARTMENT

QACgIBI!EaOW : 1. Allegation Seriel No f

l )

2. Who received the allegation? 10 Corcoyom
3. When was the allegation received? SaZ, ;wc. 12,198)

L. Bow was the allegation received? ie, face-to-face, by letter?

S. Woen was the allegation reported to CP Co - QA?_Mm. J omc /:’4 B2 74
6. Name of the allegator: nthnrg ‘Samcfw_;
Who is allegator's employer and vhat is the allegator's positicn? J;rmw{,

mirg_cl le AP E»-;anul'g
Where can the allegator be contacted? KO Pox 2]0) 270 s d 48 4o
When will the allegator make next contact?
10. Can the allegator's name be used in investigation of allegation? ves
(1f Yes, will allegator provide signature to this pege )
. Will the allegatcr permit his name to be used in reports to the NRC? ¥e.s
Will the allegator provide details of his allegation to the NRC? mkne: nee)
GC2 -Ccc9 othree
STANDARD INFCRMATION CHECKLIST

ﬂ.mg

Completed

Notify the allegator of the procedure for investigating allegationms. éw.«_

Explain that if the allegation is validated, an NCR will be issued
end the allegator will be provided with a copy of the NCR, subsequent

documentation and the closed NCR. M

i 3. Explain that if required by 10CFR50.55(e) or 10CFR Part 21, _

the nonconformance will be reported to the NRC. gég%—:
| L. Explain that if investigation does not substantiate the allegation

of if the allegation is not safety related, it will be dropped by

QA at thet time cnd he will be so notified. Q&-)w-—

, S, Explain that the allegator will be provided a copy of the final
| report. Kee )Ltk

Signature of the allegator indicating (i) permission to release his naze in internal
investigation of the éllegation (ii) permission to release his name in reports to NRC
if investigation determines that condition is reportable (iii) that Items 1, 2, 3,

L, S in the checklist above have been explained and understood.

See Attach mend #2 for
Dated: Signature: s~ naZure o[ oenain S..qécg

DISTRIBUTION LIMITED TO THOSE

PERSONS IDENTIFIED IN PARAGRAPH b.1.2 .




PROJECTS, ENGINEERING

— ALLEGATION EVALUATION s ConsTRsETON

QUALITY ASSURANCE DEPARTMENT

1. Allegation Serial No Z

’ |

2. Does alleged condition affect a Q-listed system/component /item?

Yes X No

3. If "No" to 2, above, forward to Midland Project Management Organization
‘or GPMD, as applicable, for further investigation.
L. Does alleged condition actually exist? Yes o X

What was found?
5. If "No" to U4, sbove, termipate investigation, enter NA in Blocks 5 through 12, sign

Blocks 13 and 14 and distridute.
€. Has the alleged condition previously been documented on a nonconformance-type
report?
Yes No X

7. If "Yes" to 6, sbove, enter nonconformance-type report identificationm:

NA

8. 1If "Yes" to 6, above, does nonconformance-type report adequately describe

alleged condition, is corrective action adequate to resclve the alleged

condition, and is corrective action progressing adequately?
Yes _~ No _— A/ﬁ

9. Describe any actions taken to resolve inadequacies found in 8, above:

NA

10. If "Yes" to 8, above, enter NA in Blocks 11 and 12, sign Blocks 13 and 14 and

gistrivute. ANA
11. Does the alleged condition comstitute & nonconforming condition which has not

been previously documented? Yes ~ No_~—_ NA
12. If "Yes" to 11, sbove, prepare an NCR and enter the NCR No.
NCRNo ____NA
13. Evalustion Completed By/Date: 1k, Evaluation Reviewed by Manager,

MPQA or Section Head, QAE4I/Date:

&&.m’ 6/2 é/2 M{J Clav/s
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FRCJECTS, ENGINEERING

- ALLEGATION "EVALUATION  cusury assunance oesantuent

e e it .

Company
QAET-0 1. Allegation Serial No 2
_Specifics of Allegations
2. VWhat is the alleged condition? See a Jl‘a.cjc.el Leose ﬂ
3. What is the location of alleged condition? &o ,;agg,'rr_g n/»t" /oeo Ziom

_hecavse Z 'S a de::;n zgc:t"/'m

L. What systems, components, items are affected by alleged condition? aoé Ao et

gZL éé rS t/:i

5. For how long has the alleged condition existed? S/ mce Zhe NKC

Inz gc&f/‘g: gé e *:uiggl m-rﬂ 198/

€. -What requiremest vas viclated by alleged condition? N ﬂg me!Jf. e

PBelion Lefler dabed Moy 22 178

7. 3o-whom has-this-condition been previously reported? _ﬁﬂ_Jﬁnm
~made Fo--discore —iZ it F Yeons | T Supglec er
- Corcoren —the- auaed e - T g t-—/:. J9P) s e

8. —Whes—was-the—eendition-previously reported? - —See- 4#”_, B R ——

9. What actions bave been taken to resolve alleged condition and by vhom have the

actions been taken? m'J/zJ Pnl'gf 00‘/:9: 4&!“"‘5‘ 2 r;r[% “L‘
p.J/:'ﬂQ 1%”: Qw -'E:Tfh-,! m:?ég g-‘ éc gchz :‘“o'u‘i dﬂ ) "*
A m.y 20 Tum 8 i erie LY Teteetd -

”
as ' -~ - wat bhend
10. -I' nllch co{ditio? “iveTte *;"31 #ﬁ tin‘"ﬁ‘oncon onn'."ne‘troport?

Neo

11. Prepared By/Date:

HE JRzh . c/i%/%
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l.._That Pravin Fatel and maybe odhers had aporoved
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UNITED STATES (
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
REGION 11
799 ROOSEVELT ROAD
GLEN ELLYN ILLINOIS 60137

May 22, 1981

/ ®
‘/ﬁockec No. 50
‘Docket No. SOr

Consumers Power Company
ATTN: Mr. James W. Cook
Vice President
Midland Project
1945 West Parnall Road
Jackson, MI 49201

Gentlemen:

Based on Discussions between Mr. J. W, Cook and Mr. R. C. Knop on May 22, 1981,
we understand that you will not issue fabrication and construction drawings
for the installation of the safety related small bore pipe and piping suspen-

sion systems until steps one through four belc¢: have been completed and audited.

1. MED 4.37-0 will be revised to include requirements that the specific
revision number of the specification or procedure, of which the calcu-
lation was based on, is identified in the calculation package. (Note:

This action was completed on 5/21/81 by issuance cof Revision 16 of
MED 4.37-0).

Conduct document control review to ensure that all the applicable
up~-to-date specifications and procedures are in place in the work
locations.

Conduct training on MED 4.37-1 (Design Calculations), the importance
of following QA procedures in general, and use of specification M 343
for all personnel within the small bore piping design group perform-
ing stress analysis for safety-related piping.

4., Establish plans and schedules to review all small bore piping isomet-
rics that have been issued without supporting calculations properly
packaged to the revised MED 4.37-1 requirements.

Perform the reviews identified in Item 4, above, to accomplish the
following:

a. Bring the calculation documentation up to the level required
by MED 4.37-0, Rev. 16.

b. Ensure that the calculations are technically adequate.

In conducting those reviews, the highest priority shall be given to
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piping isometric drawings issued for construction but not yet
installed, in the order of installation.

During the conduct of the reviews, identified in items 4 and .
you will document all discrepancies and will notify cognizant

NRC Region III staff of any significant discrepancy. (An example
of a significant discrepancy is if the reviewed calculation indi-
cates that stresses in the pipe that is depicted on an isometric
drawing issued for construction exceed code allowables).

Audits will be conducted at completion of steps one through four,
and periodically during steps five and six, to ensure adequacy of
the program.

Please inform us immediately if vour understanding of these items is
different from that stated above.

Sincerely,

G Bud-P==

v

James G. Keppler
Director

Central Files

Reproduction Unit NRC 20b

PDR

Local PDR

NSIC
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Ronald Callen, Michigan Public
Service Commission

Myron M. Cherry, Chicago
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UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

REGION 11
799 ROOSEVELT ROAD
GLEN ELLYN, ILLINOIS 60137

October 28, 1983

MEMORANDUM FOR: D. G. Eisenhut, Director, Division of Licensing, NRR
FROM: R. F. Warnick, Director, Office of Special Cases
SUBJECT: CONCERNS OF DENNIS SAUNDERS

The attached memorandum dated October 20, 1983, documents the concerns of
Dennis Saunders recently made to a member of my staff. This memcrandum is
forwarded for your review and any actions you deem to be necessary, as his

concerns appear to be within the area under your purview.

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact
J. J. Harrison (388-5635) of my staff.

/? F de/w Leke
R. F. Warnick, Director
Office of Special Cases

Attachment: As stated
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Region III Files
FROM: J. J. Harrison, Chief, Section 2, Midland
SUBJECT: TELEPHONE CONTACT WITH DENNIS SAUNDERS

On October 17, 1983, I was requested by the Regional Administrator to
contact Mr. Saunders, as Mr. Keppler was involved in a conference.

At approximately 4:00 p.m. (CDT), I telephoned Mr. Saunders. Mr. F. Hawkins
of Region III staff was present to assist in the call.

Mr. Saunders (telephone number (301) 565-3955) made the following statements
concerning the Midland Nuclear Plant:

"Tell Jim he is the one who must sign-off on the plant." "In my opinion
it's a serious problem. . .the underpinning of the Diesel Generator Build-
ing." I corrected this statement. Underpinning is related to the
Auxiliary Building and Service Water Pump Structure.

He further stated that, ". . .loads during an eartbquake over the nearby salt
cavities were analyzed incorrectly as only a static load."

"Absolu*ely ridiculous to contimue work on the Midland Plant, do not have a
fix at one million dollars/day while we don't know what the earthquake loads are
because of the salt cavities."

He further suggested, "You should stop work until you find out what the loads
are during earthquakes with salt cavities below it."

Mr. Saunders stated he had performed some rough calculations showing the
significance of his projected loads.

Mr. Saunders inquired as to the involvement of Jim Foster at Midland. I told
him Mr. Foster currently was not associated with the Midland Project. He stated
"Foster not involved was good."

He asked if I was an engineer, and if I knew the difference between dynamic
and static loads.

He also wanted to know if I knew about the $25,000 fine and five years in jail
and that 1 had better think about them and be careful. He further stated the
NRC had better think about Article 203, and tell Jim, "...not to expect any help
from Denton."
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I told Mr. Saunders his concerns would be relayed to Mr. Keppler.
Bus Kipad éy
4 d Haruson
J

. Harrison, Chief
Section 2, Midland
(. 4 Keppler
. Warnick
. Roy
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