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GASTON TIORI111

- .

Organization: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Inspection and Enforcement
Region III g

Title: Chief, Reacter Construction and G,.,NW ',-

,,

(h
Engineering Support Branch*

.

Grade. GS-15 ;

Birth Date: May 16, 1929

Education: B.S. Chemical Engineering, l

University of Wisconsin, 1951
'

Graduate Courses in Advanced
Mathematics, University of
Washington, 1964 - 1966

Experience:
|
! 1979 - 1980 Branch Chief (Senior Inspector), Reactor Construction and

Engineering Support Branch, Region III - Supervises and manages
the inspection program for reactors under construction in
Region III (NRC)

1968 - 1979 Branch Chief (Senior Inspector), Reactor Operations and Nuclear
Support Branch, Region III - Supervised and managed the inspection
program for operating reactors in Region III. (AEC/NRC)

1967 - 1968 Reactor Operations Inspector, Reactor Operations and Nuclear
Support Branch - Inspected reactors under construction and in

i

| operations. (AEC) ,

i
1956 - 1967 Raaetor operations Management - Advanced from Reactor Operations

Shift Supervisor to Operations Manager. Responsibilities
.

involved the supervision of day-to-day reactor operations and
shutdown activities during an eight-hour period and progressed
to the direction and management of one Bandford Production
Reactor. (CE)

1954 - 1956 Chemical operations Unit Mananer - Managed a chemical processing
plant.sssociated with biological warfare media. (U.S. Army .

Chemical Corps)

1953 - 1954 Reactor Control and Refuelina Specialist - Supervised crews
involved in the control, refueling, and maintenance of nuclear
reactors. (CE) 1

*

1951 - 1953 Nuclear Engineer - Operated facilities involving plutonium and
tritium separation. Inspected vendor facilities producing
process equipment for plutonium separation. (GE)

.

.
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UNITED STATESOF AMERtCA
AToutC ENEMY COMMISSION "{ '

-

,,

O " * ^ U"

ATOMIC SAFETY AND UCENSING APPEAL 90ARD
' 'j . ,,f,*,,*gAsen S. Romthel, Chairman

| Dr. John H. Besk, Member Part80. An
Weem C.Parise, Memberi

,
- ' hkdy to un:

Docket Nos.50 329 inspection
0 the QA pro,la the Mattee of

f CON'tUMERS POWER COMPANY
W Lk.

29 of the
(Midland Plant,Unsts 1 and 2) predacate,

t ConsumersPowerli*

Mr. Hereed F.Ree,Wuhmgton,D.C.,for the app caa , I
'

I!!!nois,for the ,
Company.

Meows. Myron M. Cherry and Robert Grenem, Chacago,Sagmaw latervenors (Sagmaw V a!!cy Nudear Study Group, et a
l). repreacnter

1 the respun
l a Intervenors

Mr. Heroid J. Veget, Minneapoks, Mann., for the Map eto
"'E"""

''
,

(Neboa Aeschhman,et al.). O' Conner,Mid!and.

Mr. Mitton A. Wessai, New York,N.Y.(Mr. James N.Mich with him ce the brwf),for the latervenor Dow Chemica
? lCompany. the apphca

| ordy for it
'

| Me,Demd E.Kartstie,for the AEC Regulatory Sta .
ff with sta nt

4 quahrscatu
,

h ""

.' n , , j MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
=i

contend n-
} (ALAB.106) "tacapabh
{

and Licennog Board authertred the Further. tl'
! s Power Company 4ppbcant),for a dualf

Director of Regulation to usue construction pernuta to ConumerBy initial dectnon dated December 14,1972,the Atonne Sa etyd the Midhnd Nuclear Plant,Uruts1 and 2.The
plan in ce*

phnandi
g

but, as we'!, process steam to be sold by apphcant
in th.

purpose pressunzed water nudear power phnt,designateb l ated on the south shore of the Tlttabawesee River n
i Midland only the,

i

piant, which is designed to produce not ordy electric ty
* ,

proceedm:
Dow ChenucalCornpany,he Mapletos latervenors and theth'ey nowto the Dow Chanucal Corr 9any, would e oc :

County, Michigan at a site adjacent to an saasting plant of thef
'

ere faled by the applicant and the AEC

Sagtnaw Interwoors. Responses in support of the inatial decnon wSeparate sets of eaceptions to the initial decinon were filed by tenor, filed a rnemorandum mdacates support
its archirr

e

2
ent was dureted by out order of February 1 .regulatory staff.The Dow ChenucalCotnpany,anotherintervf he abow mentioned parties partiapated.

,

1

of the responses (Jed by the apphcant and staff.00 argum1973 (ALAB.100) and was held on. March 14,1973.Each o t|
;

f a!! of the many issues tained in this case.We
i

cular aspect of the case -quahry assurancs andWe have not at tM tarne completed our conaderation o
j

our part are necessary. Based on our revww of thenewitheises have deternuned that,with respect to one parti
-y I l ded

es thereto,and the oral argument.we have conc uquality control (QA)-- , prompt doctuon and action cai the QA are4 ,4gg

ew of the ambit of aboar(sresponsibdities nrecord, including the relevant exceptapas and respons
| l

hkh have been raised in that area (see transcnpt of ora
tasubit 3

that the isuttal decmon reflects an erroner se eslatervenors' Eacepoon III.F.).Since we rind the
'Imu

and, as a result, inadequately deals with issues wargument, pp.46 47,78106,122135,as ell as Sagmawd to impose conditions which will satisfy apptteable
#

*' w

h t tialdecmaan toreflectboth the addanonalrmdets
.g

f record sufficient for us to resolve thoes issues an 'As

sequirements, we hereby do so,and are modifying t e ruue=,y on th= imed.}

and the m,,ien.atary conscions which we neiieve = n
e

f -

77,7 g7f
,,,,

;
'

bM
'

r
.
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)
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I
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One of the most agrufcant elements of etw Commissmds "defeme-in4epth" approah tu nuclear .

safety a its enyhans upon quahty amurance
and quabry control m the construction of nuclear puser

,

plants. Under current regulatory provisens. every apphcant for a constructwn permit is requued by
#t

10 CFR l50J4 to meluJe in its prehnenary Wety analves report (PSAiti a desenptwa ne the QA program[ v
| k I

to be apphed to the denga, fahrscanon, constructmn, and teuing of the structures, systems and
components of the facdity. Specifs entena for QA programs are spelled out an Appendas 8 to 80 CFR N -

Part 50. Among other thugs, the regulations requat the descripton of the QA program to include "37~ f
,

| I
| discusson of how the applicable requarements of Appendix 8 wiH tie satared,"10 CFR $ 50MtaM").

) Before the LJceamag Board, the Sagmaw latervenors rassed the asue whether the appucant wuuld bei
lik*ly to unplement properly the QA progrsat, in this connectaon, there were introduced into evidence AECw h W329 f

.
.

1W 330 3"'P'*28** 'ePons which descritsd, estreafas, a nunmer of dermienews m the a%2nt's unpirmentauon of/
the QA program a connectaan =4th work under a previously granted esemrnon.'

The Licanang Board consdered the issue of qualaty assusance anJ quakty control at paragraphs 28 and' . .,

29 of the inattal decanon. The Board also nude the ultunate findings required by AEC regulanons as a
'*

predicate to the issuance of a construction pernet, includmg those encompasunt the technica!
qualifications of the apphcant and pubiac health and safety matters. (Imtial Decuson, par. 80f31 and (51).;

the
The Board held that 6 s only function respecting quahey assurance and quahey control was to ascertsm I

whether the appbcant has adopted a QA frograrn etuch. (/ smpkmcserest er scrortlance wrrh the
i

i representersons of theappucetsos, m8 sausfy the requrements of Appendix 8. The Board found is to be
the respunsabdity of the Duretoe of Regulatiens--and consequennally beyond the ambit of ses om1tt t

) responsibdity-to assure that the prograin was in fact carned out as approved.(Initial Dresson, pu. 28).| nd,
The Lcenseg Board acknostedged that the atC inspection reports in the record redected,mserahe.

~ 5

ny,
some deficiencies in the appucant's smplementatson of the QA program in the construction actrvtry which
the appheant carned out under tas exemption. The Board stated that it had conadered these reports, but
only foe the hasted purpose of deternanmg whether there was "any evidence" wtuch would be mconsstentE
with its makm3 findmss favorable to the apphcant on the ultimate usuesin the proceeding (e.g., technicalb.=.

} quahficatma uf the appheant,and whether assuance of construction permits would be inantal to the public~

T apaant

health and safetyi. In that narrow context.it found "no such evidence.-a ,

in Excepuun !!!. F., the Sagmew latervenors chadente the Ucensing Board's disposition of this issue
contending that the evidence in the record of " shoddy" QA practaeas demoratrates that the arp!wsnt is,
" incapable of, and cannot be retard upon to, perform adequate quahty assurance and quahiy control."8

uard authertaed th,

Funhet the mtervenors assert that,as a snatter oflaw,more ausst he shown than "merely the aJopnon o(a
-,pucant), for a dual .

't|suts I and 2. Th, '

| plan in cornpuance with Aprendit B";that in addition there must be estabbshed "the workabdity of the
plan and the probabdity that the applicant and the contractor *:D foDow the plan."* _

pe pal - shcant
1

in ther bnefs, the appbcant and staff supported the Board's approach Thev took the pounon thatpare R diand

only the program was in usue, and that detads relating to enforcement were out:6de the scope of the
-

Proceedag.s But at the oral argument before ttus Board, both the appucant and staff modafled this wwwlatervensrs and the

they now appear to concede the relevance of such reports, but only as to whether the opphcant (includmeh;iicant and the AEC
.

its architect <ngmeer)is techrucaUy quahfwd.'o adacating support
der of February 12.
rs participated.

i
med in this case. We i
uhry azurance and |
9 eut rewww of the .

me have concluded
;stess ut the QA aren y

'
.e transcript of oral

'AEC Cephance &nce Repons 329 ane 33MI thrugh 329 ane 33W.I. seeM as Saemme lawes*E**'b'N'. as n a.'L Since we find the
11 satary applicable 'lasual econna, par. 29.

s s'

i addinonal findings ,,,_ g g
*fd., p. 5527 tre, t 5A
' Appbcams's Brrf, p. 49; $taffs Onef, p.18.
* AS Tr. 8&89, a 23124,

183'
s

5
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We turn first to the ger; stem as to mMher st is permisuble for a licenung heard, aa a atuauon such at isXI'

here presented, to knut ses mquiry-as the Lacenung Snard here did-se descemining merely whether the
* 4

appbcant has 4Jupted a QA propam which. af ampienented an accordance with the reprewntations of thef th .

apptwauon, mill natufy the requaternen's of Appendia B. We conclude slut,in the cucumstances of thin, *

QA
case,the lloard was not enhaled to do so.

*

No QA program a self<secutag. Thus, irrespectree of how comprehenure it may appeu un paper, the
'

fr.
program wdl be essentingy methout ealue unicas se is tunely, conunuuusly and property unpiememed.Thas

* for

hems so, it seens to us to follow that it a not enough for a hcenang board to sausfy itself that. afre8'

unplenunted, the program desenhed a the PSAR wdl adequasely prosect the health and safety of thefa0
(

pubhc. At least where, as here, there has been a leptamase question rased in the course of the proceedsg.
,

l d
the board must go on to inquire into whetlwr there is,in fact, a reasonable assurance that the app icant anj cur

its arclutect<ngneer melf carry out the program in accordance with iu terms. And if the inqury leads it toanda

conclude that the record does not pernut an affirmance finding on that score.it then becomes the board'sun

take whatever action is requwed-inchading posahiy the outnght denial of the $*

construcuen pernut-to provide some measure of assurance that there udt not be an improperlyresponabdaty M We

| constructed facahty whP.h assha present safety problems.' A ;

The inquiry which the board must make is not necesordy resolved by a determination of whether,tre a'

,

af= |

broad sense, the apphcant and its archasect<npneer are "technacally quahrwd' A demonstrauon thatsoli

techrucal quahfacations do exist does not necessardy permde reasonable assurance that the QA programdesenbed in the pSAR wdl be faithfully fulfdled. To the contary,as important as quakficuions nur be,of
8 Sm

ew

no less agrufacant is the matter of managertal stutude. Urdes there is a wdhngness-undeed. desire-on
,

**- ,

the part of the responnble officials to carry H out to the lettet.no program is likely to be successful.*w'-

insi j
L 7'

- -j Based on these canaderations, we hold that the Licensms Board wwwed the scope ofits QA inquiry, as
,,

espressed a puagraphs 28 and 29 of the irutal decision. too narrnwly. In the context of the preser.'a.

proceedang,it was mcuntent upon the Board to do more than amply sacertain, as it did, that if the QA
n--- '

'_E =-dmk..ws 4 *t
program were in1plemented un accordance with the reprewstations sa the apphcation,the requuements ofh__ 7_=
Appendia B ivould in fact be sartsfard. The Board also should have deiermoed whether there was a
reasonable assurance that the applicant and its archatect4ngraser would carry out the terms of the propam.iden,

!
i

ter'
I Ill 9ts

, *
ref!c.

* *

Wh these pnnciples in nond, we now turn to a consideration of those portions of the record mhich
,, g,

beas upon the apphcanis QA propam. To begin with, we have found noshang which would cause us to
,

sb , .
overturn the Lacenang Board's fundangs as to the consistency of the QA program uith the requuements of

,pp,
.

{ Appendia B. We have reviewed the QA rnanuals for both the applicant and hs architect <ngneer. Both of
,,q,.,

g these rrunuala, as presently revised, appear to present a sausfactory overaB program to meet the quahty
,,9

assurance enteria of At pendas B. Insofar as unplementation of the program as concerned.however,a revies
%
,,

E :
of the evidence in this case causes us settous concern.The bass for this om6ern is druminated ty the contents of the AEC inspectmin reports in evidence.

,

,

Compliance inspectums of the Mdaad facdity began on Jam.ary 14.1970 with a nweting held at the plant
gj

and attended t y several representauves of the applicans and at least one reprewntauve of BechtelCorp,the
g,

i
-

arclurect<ngnect.' The purimse of the meetmg was "to mfvem the apphcant of the purpose, scope, and
dem

'

organization of the forthconung nLensive QA review of the QA program for the Midland project."
p,q

r QA
) e

'% weesmas, as sad me levanno
re, that, euk werect se eustry samraere est med as eeer espects el reactee

i
s m t A shat)fler

SehsinfelbMI 884 eptfat8Phl, the r@ tors liarf has e6pting eers reestros re9enes>tletws to Ana e cer aat *j
rerwartee er heenwe reeg two enth sE of me ww usmems anca.ed spos n. Dvs tha eenadmtes traratr afAts :Lusamas sense's duiv.paar se enihanone :comuncia.a rernnw.se sewne areousaw guemene rehties se the hkahhei J

e
-

*

f I r
s eessned

that me apphenet wts feins thne reganomenst N pmence et preme arram en the hohen n.after a , not
; s !*j

se luonty the 6mmsense of a meter eehuse bsesse se a pman one ours noe etter a ressemense aumrance than he hoe caee

S
i

sad ett semisay unch es settle ines atiich those officers are chargeJ es saferet.
e

'C0 Beeert Beau 329 sad Hof41.

184
,

Oa

'
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|
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An ausul Q4 utspecine was nu.le . . Sim h Ill. I L and 12. I'*M.' m whah the apph anfs QA . s

*

rnigram itself mas Janiewed an 1.lef wrtie . slwm eusm, hiilw prorrsm JesenheJ an termsof the sanniu-
g

cntern of AppenJn !!. Smir ilusiepancies . eve neced almh mvoiseJ t riseru 11. IV VI. I.\. A. A! Nil,
a i a

XIV and W. A Jawuuma of these thscies a wrs nas lwlJ miih the arrhcanft manacement ren mnet .n
7 Arni 7.1970 m order so senly sheer imd % an. hag wuh re;ard to the Q4 rn. gram. she rep w. eerlAted

.

}
,

, [g that the appihan "mdsated mtent to reside each ci ihr dethiensics in a unwty namter "** j ,

i
-

A , sia m ,nm .as ,ui .e , i . ..sw ... ,a , i~. ~ r . eu ... cs ,.,_ ,or e
.

,
} QA!QC activienes. (bl Jetcinune ewnt et implena ntainiin t. l wswm ami rettemunse mid 00,

'' F '"
ProccJurcs and eccord Leering pra.Iwes, and (J s deternune the status eu escasatam effoits." QA pregram> f

*'

" P"''"'*'""8'"' ##''****'"**#"''"*M''#"""''""'"'# ''#""''"'I Eto satisfy itself that,if
gg reinforcenwns sied mere reucted. Danmg the day an inspectam nas maJe of the te ling labiwatory g

g g facitatws and Jucusanms helJ in the reymuJ Qt Jocumentaim n.

e that the applicant and A unher msrecuun mas nude en June 2ti, in70.Janns absh a detadcJ Jacuumn 34s undertaken f
if theinquaryleadsit to concenung the aMicanfs OA rngrarn. !n rulwular,ik Jrwussam centereJ en the rixement of concrete, v.
teo becornes the board's and the aMaanis OA audit muikmg such nuners as air seus, cybuiter tests. whearmn of cunerete.

i outnght denut of the '**'"'' "*P"3'"''' 83"*P''"** 8"d l''us recia Js. The renn a lhes msrection r:olcJ that the appheant
,

*

2 not be as improperly on klay 3.1970 haJ requested an ese.nren.n imJer 10 fFR rsi 9 s.o rn 6ceJ mesh certon merk pimer t.
;

the grantmg of a c mstriwtum Pernut.:r Tiw repige huitwo ecclested Hesiders meces. d we.h an emrtnen kg ,

usumf whther. m a should be gamed. to hase seseral gram at the sue mha luJ expestne m such thmgs as bar6h plant

j * A demonstration that *'8'*"" #"d '""''* PI'"*'"' 1'icJmp to the report. Dethfet statcJ its im, ate pers.cnel meu!J
,

:o that the QA program "S''tively have the nesee uushneasants i.e lundle aa of the sock antiorated urder the exempiten. y
,

'

gualifications may be. of Sirnilarts the arrbsens stated that its uaff "adt he aJeynau to contnd the awk sentemplaieJ uniler the

ts-indeed, desre-on "'" P h*"-
-

% ,,,,,,,r,,, The next msresium was nude betmeen September 20 and 06tohet t. In?O.Junng shich reriod work bt.

; .pe ofits QA inquiry. ss was procecihng under the esemptam received by the appheant on July 30. 1970. The report of this %
content of the present inspection noted.intarslu, the fidioung examples of newonfernunce with the QA prigram.' 5 h'

as it did. mat if the QA 3 i'"P "T" "'' ''' "b'*'"'' ''"""8 "'"'' * P""''-<

y
I son.the requurments of 2 ""P'"F' '"""E '4 tk ownu hy she soe's tenuig laboratory,

?d whether there was a l unprorn san *pimg 4 the nmerm for slump tests;and Gnah

I 5e terms of de program. A "the QA and W mspechtsn rerumnet pimnt at the concem pour locatum did man prompey
identdy anJ correct apparent Jenarums (nmi the ACl40! Standa J regarJing cone ledation of suncrere?',

'
li is apparent fre as the foregoing that the ar6hiteci<ngmeer italisie have re speris umneJ c.snitruettor [

| Wrsonnel in Bundic .he sihraine of(tw cencrete and thaa sicitherlue mg the arrimani luJ Q \ engmeers on i
site sufikiently kamialeJyeable m conente morL to recognue the defiaemies m the pre.edures. As

~

.

reticcted in ihe insrectm+n report.the archiacct<ngiewer and apr,nemii nece agam stated that they espected
'

*s of '' ecord which *
to have properly tramcJ cremi anJ snspectors ins que fos further egrasmas.

*Sd ause us to The last utspectaws price to shutdoun of c.mstructiitti mas nude un January ?. Fl?!. At that time.the - - - -
y---

mith . cements of . applicant was questioned abnut sJeance planmns so "resture the site to full eiestruction status when
, .huectoneneer. Buth of required."'' A representatree of the appheant usted that ihm planning was the arch eetwngineer's *

)|
r m to meet the quality responsbahty and that "he anucipated that at emmlJ mclude adequate steps to venfy the integrity of the ,

eined,however. : renew exisung strussures, etc hefore resurrung sonstrustmn." The inspeetum report states that "the applicant I
,

mas urged to pve considersten to this aspect .4 the facdity shutdonii status." mr
" m reports in endence. On the basis of the endence sumnunied atee. me and mai neither the apptwant nor the '
"cetag held at the plant architect.enpneer has prunded reasonshie assurance that the QA prograve wig he entlernented property, t',

| ot of BechtelCorp the ,,en though hosh orgamistams have etrenence in budding rea6 tors. They hase in iha priject not
7

! me purpose. scope. and densinstrated their concern with mamtanung QA programs m synchronsrataan eith their construction tg .
* fand project." prograns. nor have they Jettsinstrated eat they mig have properly tramed people on ute to unplement the,

QA progrant g
-e m.oue eu er resetor

i
j us e make serrais taas the '

,
-

eemeems unreets affects a 'CO Report % 229 and 33nt42.
l en eenies is the uewiood "C0 Repart % 3;9 and 33noth).
I

deuse e, ares as, een seenied "CO Report % 329 and 330/7tR
get smrease tes he both ese "CO Repivt b 329 and 33af7t63.

1 e ECD Report No. 329 and 33aito4.
J y '' "CO Repion ha. 329 sad 33of7t l.
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'

'

We deem et no answer that, as suggeated by a staff witness deGewacws such as the type disclused herc*

f are " typical problens that occur" and "f a0 inin a general catep ry of problems that we do run mt.
continuaD) m our mspection wik at M'J!and and other uses."" We wuulJ hke to thmk that sush istures

4

I
to adhere to a QA program are not actrpted as normal e reastor constructen. In any esent.the heart aI f ll oi;

{ the ennGdence M engmeered safety features lacs m the assurance that the quahiy af conorucuen u ynus

g j res.ineets au speciGcmons.

Despite the fadure of "te Board to deal adequately with QA issues it d>J not reject any evide%ener, the record nos only swiudes estensare mformanon on the Q A aspects of
# gh,

by
construction but it alza shows that the actual structural work whach has been performed on the Midland
offered on th a subject. Lh,

qu3|
,

plant appests to be satufactory." For these reasons, there suuld be little urdity in remanens the case toI acug

| |
the Licensung Board fos further (mdmss ce evidentaary proceedags. imp8

|
out

I
t

LV
c '

4

I d%,

Because of the kstory of the fadure of the apphcant and the arctutectEnpneer to chsetse the required'

f f QA pracuces and priwedures, as documented m this record, we have conduded that additenal QtI

condtuons treast be inyosed upon the apphcant. These condanons. to whn h the outstandung constructionj ,e

pernsts are to be deemed subject, and abch are to be considered as a predicate for the permits now to.

j
retrain in effect.are as follows:1. By Apn! 9,1973, ce the date of resumpoon of constructson actmues Isha6heser is latert. t!!cj
applicant shau furnuh a complete report to (ks Board, with copies to all other parties to this proceedmg.

,

g

on the quanty assurance acuan being undertaken by the applicans and/orIts arclutect<ngmeer to apare! f Darethat the construction work already perfuenwd and the materials now on the site are m sat s aetats
i - ,

f

condition. Tks report, m addinon to cosenns actual construct on work and matenals. shan also cosetfhgK~^ Z f '

inspection anJ cahbrauen of instrumemat on to be used m the QA program.- 2.On the date spectned in condsten I, acre, and on the Grst day of each calendar q4arter therestter.
"

'

kkN*'"*2 i
*uw

reports shall be subastted to the regulatory staff on the construcuen work to be performed dunng thatA--
-

,

quarter. Such reports sha3 contam the names of the QA supervuors and enpneers of both the apphcant and
,

!"'
fg

the arclutect<ripnect who will be on sue durmg the renad ccmered by the report, i

3. A statement of the QA qualifications o(eachindmdual navneJ in the repswu requireJ by conditionsI,

I and 2 wig be suppiwd in the repora in stuch he or the is first mennoned.
d. A monthly noncontornance report coverms the previous month's work win also be formarded to the

|
,

!
| staff, with enough detad so that the reasons for the dtscrepancws, if any, wdl tie apparent. When a

discrepancy is discovered too near the end of the reporting period to permit determinanon of adequate
!

corrective measures by the end of the penod.the corrective measures shall be pven in the next monthly
*

,

; -..
i

~- |
*

Tha Board requests that, for its mfortnation, copws of au reports required by conditions 2. 3, and d,report.

nonr. be forwarded to at by the staff on a timely bassa, together with any comments that the staff may
.

%

have. Ths Board would also appreciate recemns staff comments na the report required by condstion I,and
*
; *

these comments should mclude the results of any staf f inspectsors..

It is the espectation of thas Board that the staff ws!! slowly monitor the actmries of the arpheant andi

Yg - architect <npneer with reference to the QA program desenbed in the PSAR, as that program has been or
..

'

hmued by the
tray be amended. To stus end, the staff's enforcernent responubdines are m no way' N

'

conditsons herein prencnbed, and the staff as free to sale any remetal acuan over and above these?

.' conditions which it nuy deem necessary.
1 \

| ,

#

I, ,

*
1

"CO Report No. 329 sad 33N781.This, et conne, dars ans answe she smnumwss of the esvtatines from prope,
"ys. a60H9.I *

nt of ..

quattp e===e peseures,anse the Comnusson has accerwd eerum rees reessements as a esmury toneemitaheck ee %
ytoper geomey namesere, se fact thes arrustural esfumerws dal est feelt must be servedued to purenj

| harpeestance.
r
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I

| J
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s type dachoed hue y
s

'

: hat we do run into ',,

elk that such fadures aSince we have not completed our cunud.nten of the other encertions whn;h hase been f.!ed.and the
ty event.the heart of
d cor *t fuBY

othee asrects of the trutaal dectsum.*e espite no new on ehem now.in takang this action.homeser.=e do g
not wish to.be understood as endorsing a tractace of pucenwal revww nf luensing-hearJ astanns %ch
renew usually wuld be omtrary both to **<s aluch se tuse rir auush espiewJ.'' an.1 to t!.e 'ruit ..a

repet .ndence '

the Comrruswn's Rules of Praceme.'' la mornui cucunnranets mi moulJ Jrvent of all of the tssues airwedon the QA atreets of by nceptams and by an uuttal densans in one opma-n. ticre. Nsever, we viewed the evalence m the
imed on the Muiland quahty assurance area as constitutag a srecial cucumstance shach warranted an unusual course of
remanding tne case to

action-particularly un new of the posssNy imnsnent resumptam of conuructaos and the consonutant
-

importance of assuring adequate QA a6trrites in connestam eith such construction. Hence, we factored
a out the smgle assue esth shach we have heit deals.

Accordm#y, the inattal decasion, and the cuestructam permits assued as a result thereof, are heretry
'

modified to the estent pulicated in tius opuuun. At a lates daar this Board w1D render a fusther opuuon.
j

!
disponag of the renumes exceptaons.

-

o observe the required it is no ORDERED.,

! that additional QA'

tuandes construction FOR TiiE ATOktlC SAFETY AND LICENSI.NG
.-'

or the pennits now to APPEAL fiOARD .

hache,n 2 hin). W Margaret E.DuFlo M
s to t s ng. Se rssary to the AppealItoard

,

Q"
re are in satisfacton Dated: March 26.1973 g
enals. sha!! also cover

?.*
ts

e lar quarter thereafter.
performed duneg that j j

(' Nth the applicant and
4

e eequued by condit-ons
,

y
i )

{.!we he forwarded to the
.

} 't k strarent %1 ten a
* minatum of adagnate j

,
.** se the nest monthly ,. ,

!
! .e 3. and 4 1D 1 .

i

eets . stati may K. seed by andarmin I, and
!

.

jesesithe erpicant anJ
s s regem hs heen ..e

|
. as wry heiteJ by the '.

j ** same iM ab.ae thew
,
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