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RONALD N. GARDNER,

8032

Whereupon,

calleé as 2 witness bY counsel for the Regulatory sta“f,

naving first peen duly sworn DY the Chairman. was
examined and testified ;s follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. WILCOVE:
Q Mr. Gardéner, cguld you sell us Yyour rame andé
position with the NRC for the record?
A My name ig Ronald ¥. Gardner. I am reactor

inspecteor in the electrical araa in toe plant systems

.

section, Region 111, NRC.

Q Are you familiar with a memorandum €rom an
inyvestigator £rom the NRC, Mr. James Foster, in waich
My. Foster discusses allegations regarding the guali-
2jcation of pe:sonnel employed by Comstock?

A Yes, 1 am.

8408170166 840718
PDR_FOIA
RICEB4-76 PDR

ALDERSCN REPCRTING COMPANY. INC.
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BY MR. WILCOVE:

Q Mr. Gardner, do you have in your hands the
testimony, a copy cf a document called "The fastimcny of
Ronald N, Gardner Concerning the Qualifications of Bechtel
QC Personnel"?

A Yes.

Q Do you have any additions, deletions or

corrections to that testimony?

A Yes, I do.

Q Could you please tell us what thcse correcticns
are,

A The correcticns will occur on Page 4, specific-

ally the corrections pertaining to the final answer on
that sheet.

That answer should be removed. In lieu ¢f =ahat
answer, I would like to substitute the following:

"As stated in my testimony, Consumers Pcwer
QA perscnnel had idantified instances in which Becatel
QC inspectors had not identified non-conforming concitions.
The QA perscanel dccumented these non-conformiag conditions
en non-conformance reports, NCRs, The licensee determines
that 9 QC inspectors nad NCRs written acainst them.
The licensee also deternined the numter of inspections

which each of the aine inspectors had serformesd from tihe

0

tine of initial certification tc the point at which tae

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY., INC.
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NCR was written and remedial training given.

"We requsted the licensee to perform over
inspections of those QC inspections. Subseguently the
licensee reported that 100 percent over-inspections would
be performed on eight of the nine inspectors. However,
theywould stop after performing over-inspections of
250 of the 1147 inspections completed by the remaining
inspector, Mr. Urbany. . They reported that at least one
misrouted cable had been identified witnin the 250 over-

inspe tions pertaining to Mr. Urbany.

"The NRC reguested the licenss2e %o complete ancth

250 over-inspections of Mr, Urbawy's inspecticns. The
licensee has cocmpleted this task and has idesntified
29 additional misrouted cables pertaining to Mr. Urbaay.
Based on the increase in detected errcrs, that is frenm

to 29, NRC Region III has requested as of yasterday %hat
the licensee complete 130 percent over-inspections of
Mr. Urbany's inspections. 1In addition, we have reguasted
t“hat the licensee make a2 full report of the results <% the
over-inspections once ceompletsd to LHRC Region III for our
review."

Q And had the licensee agreed %o ccntinue tae

over-inspecticn of lir. Usbhan-y's werk?

:;me -

A NOt &t thi

w

< Is your »repared testinmony with the chances ycu

-

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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' have just made true and complete?
2 A Yes. |
3 : MR. WILCOVE: Mr., Chairman, I offer Mr. Gardner's
o prepared testimony into the record as if read, into
3 | evidence. ,
1 o CHAIRMAN BICKHOEFER: Any objection? |
o ; !
g J | MR, ZAMARIN: No objecticn. ‘
u
=
f s CHAIRMAN BECHEOEFER: The testimcny will be
; ’ admitted into evidence, bound into the record as if read,
- s
H " i together with the supplemental statement which was
z N |
5 | delivered today.
: |
z 125 (Prepared testimony ané supple-
&
; ' mental statement o0f Ronald W.
Z 14!
& ! Gardner follows:)
= !
£ 15
- |
. 16 |
z :
s !
g 17 ]
E ‘
z 18 |
& 19
; |
20 |
21
|
22 |
|
|
23
24
25
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REAULATORY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING 80ARD

In the Matter of ;
CONSUNERS POWER COMPANY ) Docket tos, 50-329 OM & 0L

) 50-330 OM & OL
(11idland Plant, Units 1 and 2) )

TESTIMOMY OF RONALD M, GARDNER CONCERNING
THE QUALIFICATIONS OF BECHTEL OC PERSONNEL

0. Please state your nare and position with the NRC,

A. My name is Ronalc N, Gardner, I am 2 Reactor Inspector
(E1ectrical), Plant System Sections, Region III.

Q. s a statement nf your professional gqualifications attached to
your testimony? :

A. Yes.

Q. What s the purpose of this testimony?

A. This testimony discusses an item from the May 1981 {nspection
which still remains open, (Inspectfon Report No. 81-12--82aff
Exhidit 1). CPC QA engineers had been performing "overingpections” of
items which Bechitel QC personnel had been inspecting., In the May 1981
fnspection, tne‘Region [I] inspectors observed that the QA engineers had
heen identifying numerous occasfons in which OC inspectors were accepting
ranconforning condi<ions. The QA engineeers documented these instances

in nonconformance reports, (NCR's), The construction activities



-z-

primarily responsible for generating NCR's were c§b1e pulling and cahle
terminations,

The Regicn II1 inspectors at the May 1981 inspection observed two
potential deficiencies with the experience and training of the OC
inspe-tors, First, they had 1ittle or no prior OC experience. Second,
they were certified as cable pulling and cable termiration inspectors
within three weeks of thefr reporting date,

From October & to October 9, 1981, the NRC Staff conducted another
inspection of the Midland site. (Inspection Report No, 81-20)., They

determined tha: the ftem still remained cpen,

Q. Please state your involvement with the inspection of this

~« As 2 member of the Regfon III ingpection team, I was persorally
involved in the May 1981 fnspection, 1 was also a co-author of
Section IV of Inspectior Report 81-12, which addressed this matter.

C. As a result cf the Regfon IIl inspectors' concerns with respecs
to the qualifications of QC personnel, what action did they take?

R. ¥e required CPC to (1) determine {f previous inspections
performed by the aforementioned (C inspectsrs were acceptahle and
(2) verify the adeguacy cf the training, qualifications and examination

of Sechtel QC personne!,

Q. wWhat action has CPC taken to mee: the above requirements?
A. The licensee has conducted two audits of the Bechtel QC
Department, Audit No. M-01-24-1 was conducted from June 2 %2 July 3,

1981 and Audit No. M-01-72-1 was canducted from liovember 2 to tovember 6,



o ¥

.3.

1981. These audits evaluated the adequacy of the Rechtel NC training and
certification progran, As a result of the audits, the following
improvements have been made in the area of OC training; (1) Rechtel is
now documenting on the job training as part of its certificatfon/training
process for OC inspectors and (2) MPNAD site personnel are overviewina
Bechtel's training/certification program to assure that the certification
of inspectors meets Midland Project requirements,

Q. What has the Staff done to assure ftself that Sechtel's 0OC
training and certification program s now acceptable?

A. T selected three QC inspectors to be questicned concerning two
Quality Control Instructiors (NCI's) for which they had previcusly been
certified, Both QCI's involved cabdle pulling and cable termination, the
construction activities in which the greatest number of NCR's occured,
The selected JC inspectors were each hired in 1981, had no prior OF
experience and were certified within approximately three months of their
reporting date. In answering my questions, the QC inspectors
cemgnstrated acceptadble knowledge in the twe areas.

0. Do you belifeve that there is a need at the !'idland site to
recuire higher standards than are set forth in Regulatory fuide 1,58
whith incorporates ANS] standard N&5,.2.67

A. Mo, Although problems have arisen due to the vagueness of the
regulatory guide, I do not believe the licensee has abused these
provisions, Since Bechtel is now documenting on-the-job training as part
of 1ts certification/training program and MPQAD site personnel are

overviewing the program, prior problems should now be alleviated. Trese



'y
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changes should also enzble the NRC to corduct a better audit of CPC's use
of these provisicns,

Q. Are you satisfied trat certification of OC {nspectors meets
Midland Project requirerents and NRC requirements?

A. Yes.

Q. What is the status of CPC's commitrment o "overinspect" the

fnspections performed by OC personnel against whom NCR's had been
fnitiated?

A. We are waiting for the results of the overinspection so they
may be evaluated. [ expect to make that evaluation prior to testifying

in the “irst week of February 1982,

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland
this 22nd day of January, 1882
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:’21-1:'1:4 8038
’ | BY MR. WILCOVE:
2 ; Q On Page 4 ¢f your prepared testimeny, ycu were
3 | asked the guestion: "Are you satisfied that the certi-
4 ficaticn of QC inspectors meets Midlané Project reguire-
§ 5 ? ments anéd NRC reguirements?”
% 6 | You answered that guestion, "Yes."
& :
§ 4 : Does any informaticn which you have received
o
g s about the over-inspections change that answer?
; ’ ; A For those QC inspectors tha%t will be cer-tified
; 10 f under the program in which the changes have been made,
g N ! ané those chances are the dccumentation c¢f all cn-the-
& |
é 12 E jod training and the QA overview c¢f tae certification
8
; 13 i process, I believe are satisfactory.
2 14 .
; | For those that pradate those changes, I cannot
§ o ; at this time da3termine satisfactory compliance cr not.
i " : Q Mr. Gardner, is there anything in the testimcny
S 5 which you have given which you do nct feel comfortaile
% 8| wisn?
'§. e A So.
® : MR. WILCOVE: I have no furtier guestions.
sl :: CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Ms. Stamiris.
- CROSS ZXAMINATION
a 37 M8. STAMIRIS:
* Q Ar. Gardner, vou were a membder of the iaspecticn
pi

tgan that identified tiae need fcr these audits on Eechtel

ALDERSON REPCORTING COMPANY, INC.
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A The licensee, as I stated, has made :two changes
in regards to Bechtel QC. One is that they a.e documeanting
100 percent of the on-the-job training and the second is
that QA is over-viewing QC inspector certificatiocons.

Q I need to back up and sort of as background
before I get to that ask you cdidn't Consumers commit to
perform an audit in, was it July, by July of 1981, to
resolve this concern of the NRC's?

A Yes, they did.

Q Okay. They in Octcber of 1931, were yocu a membs:j
cf the inspection team that wrote inspection repcocrt 81-20?

A wo, I was not.

Q And do you know what the inspectors' report
81-20 had in mind when they said in Item J essentially
that the results of the July 2audit were =-- I think the
word was indeterminate or inconclusive?

A The word was inconclusive and, yes, éo aave
in mind what they meant.

Q would ycu please tell nme,

A Yes, I can. I don't know if you have a copy cf
the audit in front of you or nct.

Q I do. 1Is this the June 2nd through July 3,

1981 audit by Consumers Fower Compaay?

A Yes. CUnresclved I%en No. 3 states in part:

"It is not c.ear that successfully completing

ALDERSON REPCRTING COMPANY, INC.
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the certification process is a satisfactory substitute

for education and experience.” ‘

Since our reguest was that the licensee establish

the adeguacy of the certification process, with a statement

Such as this being unresolved, we cculd only determine
that in fact the audit was inconclusive,

Q Okay, to go in chronological order, there are '

Some guesticns I meant %o ask before I got tc this

Octcker, which I want to go back to.

Cn Page 2 of your prepared testimony, in tae

first full paragraph near the top of the page, is the

santence that:

"Regicn III inspectors at the May 'Sl

inspection observed two potential deficiencies with

th. experience and training of the QC inspectors.

First they had little or no prior QC experience; seceond

’
they were certified as cable pulling ané cable terminaticn

inspectors within thres weeks ¢

T reporting

'l.

tae

J0 you consider tiiese to be potential deficiencies
©r <o you think it might be more correct to ideatify
them as deficiencies in the training ané experience of

QA inspectors?

A I think potential deficiencies was the best.
- Would vou explain why?
A Yes. The basis for our determinaticn that taere

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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existed potential deficiencies was the fact that the
licensee was not documenting on-the-jo> training. That :
coupled with the relatively short time in which an

inspector was certified caused us to feel there were

potential deficiencies and that in fact resulted in our

Tequesting the audit,.
Q And with regard to the lack c¢f documentaticn

of on-the-job -~ dié you say of on-the-job traiaing?

A Yes.
Q I can understand how that coulé te a potential
deficiency. 1In other wecrds, if the traianing actually

was there and it just wasn't documented. 3ut with regazcd

tc the thrae weeks, putting taese inspectors out witain

s

hree weeks cf thair reporting date, does that in itself

connote to you an actual deficiency in their experiesnce?

(89

[

A Not if they cou successfully demcnstrate
knowledge necassarvto perform an acdeguate inspectica.
9 Ckay, just a minute.
In respcase tc the guesticn, the next-tc-the-last

question and answer on that pavte wasn it says,

0f Region III ianspectors' concara with respect tc %le

qualifications of QC personnel, winat action did they take,"
anéd ycu made the answer that yecu &id&, <ié this response

cf the NRC take place after legort 8.-12 or after Repa:t

81-20?

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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21-3ztl 8044 g
‘i Q Were there bases beyond the cone that ycu amenticned
2 ; regarding unresolved Item 3 for the determination that. '
3 | that audit was inconclusive?
] A I believe an unresolved Item 3 was substantially i
5{ the reason fcor requeséing the additional audit ke pe:formedl
6.1 Q Now, you saié on Page 3 of ynur testimony that
74 tnese audits, being the Consumers audits, evaluated tne
s adeguacy 9f the 3Sechtel training and certificaticn prcegranm
9

i anéd, as a result, the following improvements nad Leen made, .
Y. L s ad

¥Ld %C shorten them they were on-the-job trainiang and tae
n | : . e o
i Over-view of the certification process, is . that correct?

L HEPORTERS BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 551 2345

12 |}
| A That's correcet. |
13 ! 5 oz : .
| Q When you came to this conclusion, am I correct
|
14, ., i - ; | : 3 1 &
in assuming that ycu had taoroughly acquainted yocursels
13 1 ... . i o " " " ] . ..
with the body of the June and July audits report regarding
6 | .. d4=-
: | these commitments?
E 17 .
= A Yes.,
& |
7 18
- | e I wouléd 1like tc start with the second cne Iirst,
=~ !
= 19 , S . . d _ .
2 that Seing that MPQAD site perscnnel are overviewing
20 | . " o o2 .
Bechtel's training certificaticon progranm €0 assure taat
2 | AN e, B 3
| tne certiflication of inspecteors maets Midlané ?Prcject
22 '
recuirements.
23 M - s 3 ¥ b . e e R
You concluded in talis paragragna tnat taat cver-
2‘ $ | : &5 - . ~ e om -
view ©0f the “raining and certificaticn program was acecuate
25

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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8045
A Would you please repeat that?
Q Does this testimony conclude that !MPQAD site
personnel over-view cf the training and certification

program was adeguate?

A This indicates that that nhas been initiated.
Q Yes, okay.
A And time will tell whether that will be adeguate

or not, but it is in my cpinion an improvemant.

Q Okay. Well, how did you ccme to tle ccnclusion
that ycu were satisfied with the certificaticn ef QC
inspectors, that it meets the Midland Project reguirements
zand NRC requirements if i1t wasn't finished yet?

A Again I think I broke *hat up intc twc parts:

One part that deals with from now cn and one part waich

I can say is satisfactory, and the cthe:r part which,

before th2 improvements, which I cannct say s satisfactcry

Q Okay, what I want toc know is do you undezsstans
Consunmers' sec nd audis report from Novemder cf 123.,

which is C.nsumers' Exhibit 22 in this proceeding, <id

(ad

k . . . . .
veu understand that audi+t to te a fcllow=-up toc tae June
4

ané July Audit report we hava Deen édiscussing?

A I understand that this is the audit that they

)

perfcrmed as a result of cur reguest that they perfor
ar additional audit.

Q what is your evaluaticon, Searing in

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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15

16

17

Q Well, since Mr.

the position that he was in at that time, do

Turnbull is no longer in

you see

any evidence or do you know of any information in this

second audit report which indicates that that concern

was addressed?

A I see some, vyes.

Q Please goc on.

B I believe the problem -- or the guestio
Turnbull was getting to, does a QC inspector, whe

is in fact trained éurin:- the certification proce

n M

n h

§S§s,

-
-

e

have sufficient evidence or =-- or, excuse =ne, sufficient
kncwledge to satisfactorily complete inspections and
perform inspections adequately after certification.
The November audit evaluated the certification process
to, in fact, determine whether the cral exam anc the
proficiency exam sufficiently demonstrated such Xnowl-
edge,
That is not the concern that comes through O
the concern that I believe is expressed here, s
to asX you whether you think that aside or in
on to the concern that you expressed, which was
in the seccnd audit report, 4o you think that
is a concern here. Ané throuchout a lot ¢f == vou
thezre are many letters and things tihat reccord
cranspired back and forth as a result of the first

ALDERSON REPCRTING COMPANY. INC.
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I l audit. Do you think that this sentence on that subject
l
r & shows that there was something wrong with the process; i
3 in other words, that the criteria were not set down :
i
4 in concrete enough fashion so that the pecple would know }
§ 5 1 What the criterion clearly were?
i |
Z 6 l MR. ZAMARIN: I object to the form of the :
g : |
8 7 gquestion. |
3 | E
- 8 MS. STAMIRIS: I will try and rephrase it. i
& 9y THE WITNESS: Sure.
ol |
3 10 ! BY MS. STAMIRIS: .
3 H ! Q Do you believe that Mr. Turnbull was expecting
3 |
3 12 a concern that there were not clearly expressed criteria
3 ‘i
- 13 on which %0 base an evaluation of competency for evalua-
7 i
? 4 |  tion of QC personnel?
': ]
z 15 THE WITNESS: Could you read that back :o me?
=
‘16 1 .
z i (Question read.)
n
5 17 THZ WITNESS: Yes. |
z : |
2 18 | 3Y MS. STAMIRIS: |
1S
S 1$ | Q Do you see anything in this seconéd November
20 audit report that addresses this lack of ¢larity in
|
21 the criteria that Mr. Turnbull addressed in the first
2 audit report?
23 A Let me say first that Mr. Turnbull there
24 expressed that ccncern and subsecguently I did interview
25 Mr. Turnbull and asked him about that concern, anéd he

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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had, in fact, been

erxisted. I cannct speculate as

changed his mind.

to why Mr.

Turnbull

8031

satisfied that that concern nc longer

Q

A

Q

So you don't know how that concern was resolved?

Arne!l &
-—— s -

No, I

Do you think it's a significant concern?

I mean is it a significant concern to you in evaluating

the adegquacy of

the QC gqualifications?

Would vou repeat %the ccncern agzain?

The concern that =-- I will say it

objective criteria to evaluate QC gualifica-

My understanding of the method

licensee uses is that a prosrective QC emplcve2 when

hired receives on-the-j0b

as

adeguate knowlédge cf

ing. At

demonstrate such

test. If

not have a problen

Q
cussion

concern

>

reguired

-
-

witn ur.

was

& 1
~ormad

'4-

P o
eraining,

seaining,

.

for him to satisfactorily demonstrace

the aresa

he time that it aspears that he is ready to
knowledge, he is given, in ZSact, a
he passes that test, he is certified. I do

that method.

i
wita

Do you have a very clear idea,

. :
through dis-

Turnbull or any other way, what als

wish the lack of clear criteria?

I 4id not pursue it to that extent, no.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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8054
MS. STAMIRIS: I thiank it will help him. The

question I am trying to ask ~-- I am going to try to
explain what I asked and what he answered before that
led me Lo have this concern
MR, ZAMARIN: I object. |
CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Parden?
MR, ZAMARIN: I object.
CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Is there any way for you

tc explain without going to the full cuesticn 21é answer?

it

MS. STAMIRIS: I wasan't going to go intc detail,
But I think it would be much more efficient to mention
the cuestion and the answer in my explanation. I mean I
would really be struggling aroun§ it to avoid mentioning
the question and answer that led to it,.

MR, WILCOVE: Perhaps you c¢2ulé have tae guestiocn
and answer read back.

AR, ZAMARIN: 1y objection is I don't mind
referring the witness to the quos:ién ané answer. I
den't think it's proper for an interrogator to express
ta

'ﬁ'i

their coacerzrn. That is how she started

(34

O

what she was gecing te do.
MS. STAMIRIS: I wen't do that, I acpe.
BY M8. STAMIRIS:

Q When I asked ycu whether the subiec

or

ivity in

the criterion was a concern t¢ you, then you answered

ALDERSON REPCRTING COMPANY. INC.
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8037

Q You mean there are two set guestions that
every examiner uses?
A No, what I mean is that he is required to

ask a minim* of two questions and I believe it is at

l

!

least six areas. As part of the second audit, I questiongd

the aud.tors as to the number of guestions that were being

administered, and their reply was that they are asking
beyond the minimal reguirements of two per area ané are

asking more than that.

1

Q Well, if you have a good examiner who is askin

good guestions, then you end up with a gualified =-- oOr

a person whose gqualifications car give you some assurance

by this process which you describe. But what assurance is

there that the examiners are asking good guestions if
there is no guantification or objective to the system
of guestions that are being asked?

A I believe the overview that QA is perfcrming
will remedy that possibility.

Q Well, moving down to the bottom guestion and

answer on page 3 of vour testimony, when asked whether

which incorporates ANSI Standard ¥.45,2.6, your answer was

"No."

I wonder if vou're familiar with some

ALDERSCON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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ltatchonts in the first July audit to the effect that it
was guestionable as tc whether Reg. Guide 1.58 was even
being met. |

A Could you tell me exactly which page?

Q I have on page 4 in the next to the last full
paragraph on that page a discussion. Are you familiar
with the discussion in that paragrapgh?

A Are you talking about the paragraph that begins

"The present Bechtel guality cont-ol," et cetera?

Q Yes.
A Yes, I am.
Q Would you like to tell me what you:r understand-

ing of this paragraph?

By Yes, I would. On May the 4th, 1981 the NRC

o

O

and that part ¢f the YRC known as NRR issueé generi
letter 8101 %o all licensees of coperating and ceonstruction

ants. The subject was gqualification of insgection

=

?

examination anéd testing and audit personnel.

In that letter they reference ANSI N.45.2.6, 1978

and Reg. Guide 1.58, Revision 1, as does the audit yocu

mentioned. They reguired the licensee in that generic

letter to respond to their method of complying with the
Reg. Guide 1.58, Reg. 1 regquirements.

The licensee was either to commit to compliance

with Reg. Guidg 1.58.1 or to submit an alternativa mecthed

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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of compliance.

Q What did Consumers =-- I am sorry, I thought you
were finished.

A On November 2nd, 1981 Consumers Power responded
to that generic letter. In the generic letter they

presented an alternative letter of compliance. |

Q Can you please explain what that alternative !
was? |
A I can read from their -esponse if you would

like.

"Position on C.6."
That is in reference to a paragraph in the Reg. Guide 1.38,
Reg. 1.
"Out position is that the educatinn and
experience recommendations given in ANSI N.45,2.6, Sec.
3.5 will be treated as such: Since our gualificaticn
and certification program is based upon these

recommencdations, and mcre significantly, unon

satisfactory completion of capability testing pricr
to certification, it is cur position that a candicace

reasons:

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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2 | position is that we will maintain documented objective |

sascns Their respcnse on position C.10 was: "Our

-

35 evideince that demonstrates that an individual does have

4 | comparable or equivalent competence to that which would

sl be gained from having the reguired education and cxp.:ienc‘}
6 However, this may take the form of documentation otaner

7 ;than sroceduves ané records of one test such as dccument-

8 | aticn of oral test and on-the-job performance demcnstrations."

9 They sent this to NRR on November the 2nd.

10 Q And is it NRR's rasponsibility to accept or

" reiect that response of Consumers?

12

A Yes.
‘3; Q Did taey accept it? |
14 ; A I 40 not have full infcrmation =-- sufficient

15 | jnformaticn to make a statement that thay have, in fact,

30 TTH STREET, SW. | REFORTERS BUILDING, WASHINGTON, DO 20024 (202) 654 2145

16 accepted it,

7 Q Do you have an opinicn as to whether ycu Z2ind
‘ai that acceptable?

¥ A My opinion is that it depicts the present metihcd

20 that Bechtel guality contrcl perscnnel are ceing certifiec

21 by, and I have already stated that I have no precblem with
2 the adjusted certification process.

a Q mhe sentence tnat is a part of tals answer on
“ the botitom of Page 3 -~

s MS. BLOOM: Wwhat answer, please, I am not sure

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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jwhat you are referring to.

MS., STAMIRIS: It is the bottom answer that we
have been referring to before. They are not numberec. ‘

MS, BLOOM: The testimony? |

MS, STAMIRIS: VYes, Page 3.

MS. BLOOM: Oh, the testimony. That is all
wanted to know.

BY MS. STAMIRIS:

Q The sentence that indicates tiaat 3echtel is now a
documenting on-the-job training as parzt of its cc:tiiicatic&
training program, just focusing on that part alone, I
believe frcm what ycu have said before that tais was a
factor in your judgment of adegquacy, wasa't it?

A Yes.

Q Are you aware of the circumstances that are
portrayed in these communications that were sent back and
fcrth ¢a this subject in the first audit report frenm
July under which Bechtel agreed to co on-the-job training,

although their continued and final

‘0

osition thzougaocu

O
o

was %that it wasn't really necessary cr that they disagreed
with it but they would do it anyway?

MS. BLOOM: I am going t¢c object to tnat character-
ization of EBechtel's response only bDecause the cuesticn was
net whether taesy were doing eon-the-3jols training. 7Tae

question was whether they were documenting it adeguately.

ALDERSCN REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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MS. STAMIRIS: Right.

MS. BLOOM: And this is nct what Ms. Stamiris
said.
BY MS. STAMIRIS: ;
Q Well, I meant to ask him whether in his statement
that Bechtel is now =-- and I think this is what I asked =--
in his statement that Bechtel is now documenting on-the-
jeb training, that I asked him if he was aware 2f the
circumstances which he described surrounding their agreenent
to document on-the-job training. i
o Yes.
Q Okay. Do ycu believe that this is a fair
characterization of the circumstances under which 3Sechtel--.
A I can't speculate on all the circumstances. !
I an aware that Bechtel had a differen*t cpinicn concerning
the need fcr docunmentation. I am nct aware of all the
latters that went back and forth and I cannot ccncluce

anytihing from them other than thas end result that, i
fact, they are documenting on-the-jcb traiaiag.

Q Then are ycu saying t¢c me tihat the fast taat
they are now documenting on-the-job training is efficient
te tae point that it is 92f no conceran to you that if =--

I put this as a hypothetical:
12 shev wers dcing it grudgingly, if tiay were

. . i : . . ;
dzsing it though they <4idn'®t Delieve it was necassary, ta2

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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8063

fact that they were doing it is encugih to satisfy you?

1S .BLOOM: I ==

MS. STAMIRIS: I am asking and I ==~

MS, BLOO!: There is no evidence in the record
tc characterize Bechtel's positicn as suca. I can spcculatQ
about what Bechtel's positicon was and I don't think it is
fair for us to do so.

If she wishes -- if Ms, Stamiris wishes to ask
Ar. Gardner to characterize it, that's fins., But I doen't
think that -- there are many charactarizaticns andé nany
interpretations that can be made, ané I don't think taers

is any evidence on which we can base those.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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0 picture of how it's taking place, why it's taxing place and

1

12

13

14

15

to do it.

~
-

16

17

18 |

, Shere was a

19

21
22
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Centzeol anéd

MR, WILCCVE:

MR. ZAMARIN: You did.

| the circumstances surrounding it?

ask that guestion.
#1S. BLOO!M: That is a gocd guesticn.

EZ WITNESS: Would you asx that guestioen?

(Question resacd.)

4E WITNEZSS: I can only answer that in my

difference c¢f cpinion setween BSechtel

8068

I kind of wanted to set an extreme hypothetical example,.

involved in. I want to know the process :the inspectors

use. Are they concerned conly that they see cn-the-jod

I might suggest that she just

epiaica

Cualiisty

Consumer's Pcocwer QA. QA won the argument or

' the difference of opinion.

1
i‘

! The end result is that the documentation

1

-5

' being performed. I do nct believe that 3echtel is dcing

a lesser j0ob of decinc the documentation taan thev would
o -

dave if they agread witi the interpretation o2f AlSI.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.

she did. She talked about whether it would be begrudging

MS., STAMIRIS: That is when I said "If," because

training taking place or are they concerned with the whole

-

i MS. STAMIRIS: To elicit the process that he was
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: Do you believe that Mr. Turnbull was expressing
2% 2 fact that at the end of this exchange -- well, <do you
3, belisve that Mr. Turnbull's expressing a fealing tiat
4 : L - ;
| Consumers -- or that -- well, I will just withdraw that |
i
- .
E 5 ! question. !
2 i . : . |
= ‘ | In the statement that you added at the éencd ;
g .. . . . . .2
- :!o- your testimeny a shor%t time ago, I believe that ycu salc
3 | ‘
. » e i - L)
8 8 !that in view ¢f errcrs found ia iiz. Urdaay's zecczce that
2 9
; | this 100 percant reinspection was being pgerformed. 1Is
E 10|
s i Mr. Urbany the only inspector whcse recorcs are cein
| b 4 7 P g
3 u |
- ! overviewad 130 percent?
g 12 : Sy
z | A No. Let me ccrrect what you are -- the ¢cenclusicn
= |
= 13 ) - A :
- | YCu are coming to. As I stated, there were nine laspecticrs
8 14!
- | involved with non-conformance reports written by PQAD
g 15i
z . during their over-inspecticons.
.‘. 16! - ] N $ 3
3 For inspectors, lat's categcrize %them as 2
= 17 , . y .
= through 9. 100 percent of those inspections were over-
£ 187 _, . e . 4 : 50
- i vieweé for Inspectcr ¥o. 1, Mz, Urbaay. At this time 500
& e
2 of his inspection have been cverviewed andéd that is
20 | . . Gt S A it
approximately 500 that couvld be couplec plus O minus,
|
!
21 |
k23 1
2
1
23
24
25

ALDERSON REFPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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8069

EVENING SESSION
6:00 2.M.
Q I was having trouble taking notes-and I am
not sure that I understand exactly what it referred to,
but .did you make a statement that Consumers at this

point had not agreed to this cover-inspection?

-~

A As I stated, we reguested, as a result of this

second 230 size lot ¢of over-inspectionsor Mr. Urbany's
inspections, that the licensee perform 100 pexwcent of

-

the remainder of Mr. Urbany's inspections, and I di

(31

state that the licensee has not at this time acreed to
de this.

Q Is it not a reguirement?

A It may end up being a regquirement. I have
recuested the licecasee to do this. I will convey
reguest to my supervision and it will be handled at
that level.

Q Well, dié ycu have a discussion with some

O
'J
[¥8
<
(8]
[ ™
o
(8]
o
P.
0
(1]
[
b |
<
Lh ]
m
| B
(™
0
%
o
b |
(3]
1
8]
6
r
s
(17
'O
[
"
r
(8]
Iy

Consumers to do this?

A As I've stated, they have not agreed to dc 1=
Q Well, that is what I aa trying == I mean, &0
you know why? Did this come up in vour discussicn?

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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8070

A They are still looking at the data and if in
fact they have a reason that they want to present, then

we will review it.

It- will not change my position

unless it involves evidence which I have not seen thus

far.

MS. STAMIRIS: I don't have anymore guestions
©f Mr. Gardner at this time.

CHAIR%AN BECHHOEFER: OQOkay, Ms. Bloom?

MS BLOOM: Can I have about a minute before I
start mine?

CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER:’ Yes. We can take a five

Minute break.

(Brief recess.

MR. ZAMARIN: I would like to adé a lis+xle

confusion to what I just said. Apparently I was a listl

‘0

renature.

'0
r

apparently there is still some ccnsideration

on the proposed supplemertal £finding,

cther matter that I want to raise now in view of

at the conclusion of this it might get ané

overlcoked,

that is the zsuestion about whether

.(.

the probable maxinmum

£lood and scme associated possibility 6f overla

'

eing

the dike and, rather than keeping water out, the water

somehow came in. There was a matter before

this heazias.

3

I provided

ot

we <

H

a tati

the 30arzd.

P
O
o |
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o
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0
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[
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Y one, none
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! ] of the witnesses ocelieve that it is related to the soils
2| fy:ndacion rr perties and that it is properly a matter
3 to be addressed at the OL stage once there is scme resolu-
4 tion of what the probable maximum flood is.

2 S F MR. PATON: Mr. Chairman, I agree with that.
S
§ 6 My only request is I think the record would be a little
= j
g 7 Cleaner -- if everybody is agreed with that, that's £fine.
- i
~
= 8 i I thought there was just some light confusion about that
S ;
= %1 in the record.
z :
= 4 . . o
3 10‘ I agree with the Applicant's positicn that that
z "y Could be taken care of at the OL proceeding.
= y
z 12 MS. STAMIRIS: Well, I have a concern. If I
2 13 ‘
- can find in the transcript pages where it was. Let me
Z 14
- | look for just a minute. If it is not here, I will come
2 el
= ]‘. back with it later.
= H
* 18 |
2 { Okay, here it is. All right, when Mr. Paton
' |
= ! ! . : . : .
- ‘7; ané Mr. Zamarin were discussing whether or not the probd-
; ol able maximum £lococd should be an issue £for this Becard cr
® 9]
H in the OL proceeding, on page 3521 -- well, I Zfouné pars
20& of it, but I didn't find the response here. Why don't
21 , . .
! I wait until I have the guotes.
!
22 | . "
: But the concern is that Mr. Paton saic sonme-
3 a . . . : \
2 place that the Applicant at first had said that -- that
24 . . A gy
is the part I Adid £ingé.
- MR, ZAMARIN: Oh, I know what she is referring

| ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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MS. STAMIRIS: That the dike wasn't in the

proceediné and now he is taking a complete change. 0Oh,
here it was here. It says, this is Mr. Pa2ton talking,
anéd he says:
"Now the Applicant began with the theory that
the dike wasn't in this proceeding at all and ncw

he has taken 2 compleste change and now he wants

(81

an

[

to get approval of the entire dike, the fil

.J

the till. I frankly don't object strecn

1]
’-J

<
A
(¢}

or

that, but anyway, Judge Bechhoefer, that is

o

®

reason I made that statement.”
S0 what I want to know is if we are to postpone

that until the OL, the guestion I have in mind is whether

n
ot

ability of the dike, as I believe Mr. Ran

®

said some-

th

Place, Mr. Zamarin, you probably kxnow all of this ZJaircly
well that Mr. Kane said that =-

MR. ZAMA

u

\

I &o.

-
.

=
-~

< 4
m
wn

TAMI

w

IS: Mr. Kane answered your guestion

one way and then he saié, but if vou

1Y
"
®
"
14
ul
[
"
f2
b
e |
oy

stability, that he &8id consider I think that that was

MR. ZAMARIN: Okay, what he said was, and iz
is 3651, he said:

-
P

"That's correct, but you saythe shear str

-
-

o

..y

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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the Boaré,

said:

8073

and I would agree with that, but the ultimate

question of stability, it does affect that."

And then my gqQuestion was:

"What I am talking about is the matter of
probable maximum flood doesn't have anything to
do at this point with guestions of the soil
properties of the dike which might be related

to improper compaction or sand or something oaf

that nature, is that correct?"

And then after socme colloguy among counsel and

the Witness Xane:

"My answer is that is correct.”

I note particularly at 4136, I asked him, he

"y

I don't have a time schedule because issue

has to be first resclved, is resolving the '’ and

the necessary freeboaré above that. T!

hydraulcgical consideration.

issues are rightly OL issues, but they are nc:
connected with plant £ill precblems.”

The response was:

"You 3ust answered tiae guestion. . It is not

- : 8 99
Prodb.ens s;ec;flca-.-.v .

-

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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MR, PATON: The cause of the instability if any
woeuld not be related to Fh. soils.
MR. ZAMARIN: That is exactly rigat.
MR. PATON: That is what I understood from

Mr. Kane and that is why I am satisfied at least taat

this issue can be postponed.

MS. STAMIRIS: Okay, my concern is that I want ;

- - .

te make sure I understand i# this Board is to rule on tha

stability of the dike per se, I would not like to see
the Board rule that the dike is stable without having
considered the probakble maximum £lood. In other wcords,
yeu are not going tc give some overall ruling of stability.
CHAIRMAN BECHEOEFER: Our ruling will not be on
matters that we have not taxken up yet.
MR. ZAMARIN: That is rigat.
CHAIRMAY BECHEOCLFER: Anything that nas to de

.

1 e only inscfar as what nas already

[

<
-

%

. e
with stability

b

hnad o0 do with soi

PON: I taiak you navae statel exact.y

:'1R . ?

J
.

ds =¢ é¢., T7They 4o nct intead %0 nake

what the Becazd inten
a ruling on =~
MS. STAMIRIS: Overall stability of the dikes?
MR. ZAMARIN: We would neot ask taen to do taat.,
CHEAIRMA BECEHOEFER: Not at this point.

MR, ZAMARIN: Again, I would suspect that &

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: All right. Well, my real

problem would be that I would nct want to rule that we

pestpone it and then cutoff !is. Stamiris from.participating

in this.

MR. ZAMARIN: That is right, and I do not think
we are asking you to rule to postpena it. I taink what
we are doing is taking the position that it is not in
this hearing at all because it does not relate at all
to the properties of the dike, the.soil, the fill and till
properties c¢f the dike. It is not really a matter of
aking that it be postponed; it is arguing that it is nct
here in the first place, that it is outsicde cf the scope
of this proceeding. It is obviocusly something that we
are gecing to have to address befcre tne license.

CHAIRIAN BECHHOEFER: I might say, we will oe
willing to rule that it is part of the cperating license
proceading, but as to this one where Ms. Stamirils has
expreassed concerna about it, I taiax we would waant ¢ maas
sure that she could participate in that one at least, and
I do not want to rule that way until I aave nheard your
positien on that, If you would want us %o rule now,

I will say we will do that, but taat lis. Stamiris will,
at leas* to =hat issue, if sha wishes, she would be allowedl
Lo participacte.

MR. ZAMARIN: Unfortunately, quite fraaxkly 1

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.




’\‘c

MPANY.

-
n,
- -
-\

a

Chairm

0
Z
}
1 4
O
L
Ll
e
Z
O
U
x
W
0
J
<«

QLT ¥ (Zo) 1200 DU NOLIONIIISYM TN SN OAAaN MS LAAaNIS L




- .

- , 8080
22-3rt2

L CEAIRMAN BECHHOEFZIR: But I want £o Xxaow, and I

2 | do not really want tc hear about it on other issues a*

3 the mcment becauss Ms., Stamiris so far has Aot expressed
< a4 desire or an interest in tae operating license issues.

5 ] MR, ZAMARIN: } will let everybody know what

6 | our position is as scon as I find out what it is, sir.

7\ CHAIRMAN BSECHHOEFER: Okay. Well, as scon as

8 | we £ind out andé mayvbe five days =-- would five cdays after

? ! vyou tell us, maybe thes Staff will tell us what is's

IO; Position is. Put you do not need +o go into a csrcaé

11 | discussion of other issues.

12 MR. ZAMARIN: Thank vou.

13 CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Because that may come up

14

.

sater. But I den't really want to have to rule on it

15 a+ %£his moment+.

16 | MR, ZAMARIN: We alsc have a proposed schedule

¥
17 | for the supplemental findings submission propesing %that en

18 | Marech 13 the A i

LA

ant file

‘0
P
0O
s J

2

‘o
'y

opcs

€ supplemental findings,

19 ' on March 26 +he S

1]
o
12

£iles

5
Ve

at

200 TUH STREET, SW. | REPORTERS BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 654 2345

e
r

s and on darech 30th urs.
20 | gtamiris files hers.

21 | MR. PATON: Yes.

23
24

a5

ALDERSCON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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MR. PATON: Mr. Chairman, Ms. Stamiris indicated

that she had to step out for a minute to make a pheone call,

but she indicated that we had her permission to say that
she would like to file her finding on the 30th and that
this would also give her an opportunity to hand the
£indings out, so that =~

MR. ZAMARIN: Oh, at the hearing?

MR. PATON: So it would save her some mailing
scsts. And the Applicant, Mr. Chairman, has agreed t2
get their findings to the Staff as guickly as possible.

MR. ZAMARIN: You mean method of delivery?

MR. PATON: Yes.

MR. ZAMARIN: Obviously. Sucre.

JUDGE CECRER: The grand reply?

MR. ZAMARIN: Is that something that will be
done simuitaneously?

MS. BLOOM: No, we just have a chance =20

"
]
0o
'd
L ™

CHAIRMAYN BECHHOETER: That is the way the rules
work. Yeu didn't reply tec the other.
MR. PATON: You have the burden of proof, so
you get two chances.
CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFEZR: We'll keep you Dusy.

MR, ZAMARIN: I would say that assuming tiere

"

.
- -

is a possibilisy we may go into that first week e{ AP

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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first full week of April, the 23rd of April. That is a
Friday. What I am looking at is the possibility of us
receiving that at the hearing on the 30th and that
hearing running over into the next week and that would
give us just two weeks just to prepare it.

MS. BLOOM: The week after is Easter, too, so

it's better the 26th.

MR, ZAMARIN: 1It's not a problem for me but it's

a problem for scme 5f the associates in cur iz,
CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Does the Stalf have any
problem with £iling supplemental f£indings prior to Ms.

Stamiris?

MR. PATON: N¢, Mr. Chairman, we wanted to file

at the same time, at approximately the same %time, and we
prefer to file on the day.
MR. ZAMARIN: They 'prefer to move theirs up.
MR. PATON : Since the issues are limited,
Mr. Chairman, we weild like to file them at that time.
If it were a full hearing, we might want %o ¢go afzer
Ms. Stamiris. But unless the Board instructs us otilere
wise, we would just as soon file them.
CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: We wun't., It's usually
the Staf?'s preference and the rules contemplate you ges
a couple extra days.

MR, PATON : Considering the issues invelved,

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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we would prefer to file on the 26th.

CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: I might add the supple-
mental findings are not on the corrective action.

MS. BLOOM: 77-32, MPQAD and SALP.

MR. PATON: That is correct.

CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: I guess to the extent
they raise management issues, if any party thinks they
do, you can include that, but nothing of the technical
aspects of it. To the extent they reflect management
issues or QA issues.

MS. STAMIRIS: I was going to say that
I was done and I forgot to ask two questions on this
Comstock that are very brief.

CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Why don't you do that and
than the Applicant.

BY MS8. STAMIRIS:

Q Mr. Gardner, d4id you say that the Comstock
emplovee was a former Comstock emploves?

X Excuse me, which employvee are we talking adcut?

:
:
i
5
Z
:
2
2
z
:
H
-
|
’-
:
4
-
B
E
i

Q The anonymous one.
i1 didn't say.
Is he a former employee of Comstock?
MR. ZAMARIN: I think the problem may >oe
tecause of the anonymity.

MS. BLOOM: He can't say.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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MR. PATON: May we have just one =-- I don't see
that as a problem. Could we have one minute, Mr. Chai:manq

(Brief interrupticn.)

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY,. INC.
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MR. PATON: Mr. Chairman, could we ask the
witness if answeriang that question could possibly lead
to information that might reveal his identity?
CEAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Right.
MR, PATON: May I ask him that gquestion.
Mr. Gardner, do you think that answering that
‘quoleicn might have some danger of revealing ais identity?
4 THE WITNESS: There's a possibilisy,
f MR.PATON: We would prefer --
! MS., STAMIRIS: I am not going to ask taat.
; MR, PATON: Ve would ask that she not ask that
iquolticn unless sha has sone strong reason to do so.
? A8. STAMIRIS: wWell, the guestion about who
;hc is -~ I mean I want %0 knew if he is a former enmployse.
MR, PATON: That is the answer he Fave, answering
| that quasticn might lead to informasion.
| M§. STAMIRIS: Hew abeout if I promise nevar to
' a8%?
! “R. PATON: There are a lot of people, it's nct
, Just your kncwledge,
l MS.STAMIRIS: The reascen I want to know 48 Secacse
;I wender Lif he is a former emplovee, Lif %hat is pare of
!thl reason Ra i3 unable %o provide specificaticns as *sis
time
THZ WITUESS: I can only speculate as o wihy, and

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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1 1 I think the fact is that he cannot cr he will not or ne
2 has not given spaeacifications at this time.
3 BY MS. STAMIRIS:
4‘ Q Wall, what about if he wanted to but ae could not?:
5 MR, WILCOVE: I must object to that. This is
6 | Pure speculatiocn.
7; MS. STAMIRIS: I know it is.
8 MR, WILCOVE: The JRC asked the anonymous

9; gantleman to provide the answars %o those guestions and
101 e did not do so. We don't know why. YWe cannot say why.

A BY MS. STAMIRIS:

12 Q 7Tou said that teqa:dinq'ths lack of specificity
131 2{ the allegatiocns from this person that you éid nots
l‘i Selieve there was -- you did not believe taat the R

!

18 eould pursue any furtiher the allegations regarding tae
16 | two ungualified guality assurance workers any furtaer

17 | than what you did already.

00 TTH STREET. SW. | HEPORTERS BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) 554 2456

18 A That's correcs.
19 MR, WILCOVE: 1I'm =« go ahead.
20 | 3Y M5, STAMIRIS:
|
2‘: Q I wondered if ycu ever considered the possiscility

22 | of locking into tie records of the work performed 5y taess
23 swwe pecple.
24 MR, WILCOVE: I believe that lir., Gardner sais,

25 in nis cross examination, that he did do so. Corrsct nme

ALDERSON REPCRTING COMPANY, INC
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if I'm wrong.
MS. STAMIRIS:
there were --

| 2.

— -

Guality control individuals?

N0t have any area in which to
{OF elactrical, nor do we have

' 4n regards to. 1In looking at

N0t a very goeod indication ==

8u87

That he looked in the records if

WILCOVE: 1I'm sorry. I apologize. f

BY MS. STAMIRIS: |

!

Q Did the NRC ever consider that they cculd lock at |

the racords of the work pericrmed by thecse twe narmed

: A That is always a possibility, but again, we do
10

look at wnethar mecnanical

any specific area to look

records is not in my opiniocn --

L}

er, excuse me, will nct provice

very good illumination of a hidden hardwars probism,

dS. STAMIRIS: Okay. I den't have any ctaer
questicns.
f CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFEZR: Ms. sicom?
t “8., BLOCH: Thank yeu.
CROSS EXAMINATION
3Y S, BLCOM:
J Q “Ar, Gardner, when the certificaticn process nas

been discussed sc far, it's been discussed in terms of

oral examinaticn. It's true,

isn't it, sShat the certificaticn

Frocess of a guality control iaspector alse invelves

training and an applicant must perform -« do a performance

ALDERSON REPCRTING COMPANY, INC.
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test in the actual narrow area of inspection to which the
individual is being certified?

A That's correct.

4S. BLOOM: No further gquestions.
EXAMINATION BY TEE BOARD
BY JUDGE DECKER:

C Mr. Gardner, why were these nine pecple selected
for reinspection?

A These nine inspectors were the ianspectors that
MPQAD wrote non-compliances or non-conformance reports
against as a result of over-inspections.

e Now, it strikes me a little odd for eight of
them they were going to do 100 percent and for one cf them
on 25. Can you explain that?

A Right., As I stated, they originally informed
us that they had done 250 ocut of the 1,147, We asiked tuen
for the results of that inspection and they said taey

had fcuni one error in that.

Wt
O

We told them that that was not satisfactery
stop at that point, that we did not consider 250 to Dbe
satisfactory. And we told them they would have to do
et least another 250 and we will review tihe total results
in cecntext and make a determinaticn based on the results

of Shat.

4

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY., INC.
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A Some of them are. As I stated, the pericd that
we request a licensee to look was from the pericd at
which thes inspector was certified to a period at which a
ncn-conformance report was written and he was given
Temedial training and recertified,

JUDGE DECKER: I think that's all.
BY CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER:

Q Did that 5.6 perceat -- is that applied to all
nine inspectors or is that just for Mr. Urbany?

A That applies to all nine.

Q Were any cignificantly higner or lower as tne

than that?

A You mean on an individual basis?

g Yes.

A Ar. Urbany was 6.3 percent,

G was that tihe highest individual?

A We did not calculate -- or I did net calculate
each inspactcr. I was interested specifically ia :r.

Urbany since there are approxinmately 730 cables that are

indeternminate as far as their acceptacility, and I want

' €0 get data specifically relating to him and, of course,

the to%al. And I 4id not calcsulas: for each individual

' inspector,

Q have you deternmined whether <he 61 misrouted

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC,
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their ccmplete findings.
Q Now, do any of those nine inspectors -- were
they qualified through use of what at least some other

witnesses in this proceeding have termed a waiver procedure

'who:oby gducation and training reguirements of ANSI are

{not met but gqualify experience of scm2 other sort is

used? Do you know what I am referring to?
A I believe I do but I believe the cnly inspectors
for which we made that detarmination are !'r. Urbany and

the three identified in inspection report &1ll2.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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Q Now, did the three -~ I assume Mr. Urbany had
the education and experience reguired by the ANSI from
what you have described; is that correct?

A That's correct.

Q What about those other three, the ones that
had essentially three weeks on-the-job training? Did
they have sufficient oduca:ica.eo quality them? !

A You mean do I think they had sufficient educa-
sier %o gualify them or did they need the licensee's
interpretation of ANSI requirements?

Q Well, d4id they make the strict regquirements
of ANSI without resorting to egquivalent experience or
eguivalent training?

A No, they 4id not.

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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li Q  Have you found in your inspections that there ;
2 have been more difficulties, more non-conformances with

3 inspectors who did not meet the formal ANSI ‘requirements
4 than those who diad? o !
$ | A I'm afraid I never actually made a study of thats
6.1 and, therefore, I cannot give a completely satisfactory }
7 ; answer to that. ?
- l Q Are you familiar with the recommendaczion of :

I

® ) dz. Gallagher in this proceeding that the Appiizant be

10 ? precluded from using any of the provisions which permic

1 ‘ waiver of education or experiencs reguirements? Are

l!i you familiar with that particular recommendaticon?

!3? A Yes, I anm.

l‘? Q Do you either agree with it or not agree with t‘
15 it, and 4if so, why, either way?

16 A I believe the waiver agreement as we have

17 | characterized it, which in my interpretation of what that

IS TUM STRENT SW | BREPONRTERS BUILDING,. WASHHINGTON, IO 20024 (202) 564 245

‘.; means is the statement in ANSI which states that she

"1 education and experience factors are not absolute and

20 i can be substitucsed for wish proficiency or testing of

3" proficiency type or oral type ,is acceptable. The reason
3’? I say that is that I don't believe that each inspection

2 activity regquires the same level of expertise, thaz i»

24 experience and education. I Delieve there (s a reguirement
¥ for flexibility.

ALDERSCON REPORTING COMPANY, INC,
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But on the other hand, I believe there have
to be checks and balances on that. I believe that there
has to be some kind of check to make sure that this is
not abused and that a person is not sent through the
qualification process, certification process so gquickly
that he will in fact not have time to receive enough
knowledge to do an adeguate job.

Q Well, would you have any recommendations for
any sort of standards to define what zhat is?

o One way of preventing that is to have a QA
overview., That pertains to Midland site. There are
cther ways to preclude the possibility of sending an
inspector through too quickly and I could give some
information for my opinicn on that, but they would neot 1
be site specific at all. v

< Well, that is okay. I assume they would not
e site inapplicadble either? I mean, I assume (3% wouldn':
Be inapplicable necessazily tec this size?

A Well, I shink that when AUNSI was considered,
that they 22uld have made 4 bettar 3905 4in defining some
ericeria for allowing a waiver, let's say. They could
have specified 2hat QA should overview cercsificacions
of shose pecple for which the waiver will apply, for
one, or they, 48 an alternative to that, they could have

sctated that shey recommend that QA certify QC inspecsars,

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY . INC.
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1 Q Do you think that such a requirement would be =--
2§ weall, either of those would be useful at Midland?

3 A Yes, I believe the former for which they are

4 | now comunitted to as of my talk with Mr. Marguglic, that

§ | the former, which is the overinspection by QA or over-

| wview, excuse me ,by QA of the certification process, is
{ Y

acceptable.

TON, D C. 20021 (202) 654 2345
~

ai Q You understanéd thev will continue to do that?
i
I

9 A That is my understanding of his commitment,
g 10 ves.
£
z 1. Q Dces rthis apply to civil AC inspectors as well
s |
§ 12 as electrical QC?
% \
= 131 A I informeé Mr. Marguglioc of my concern that
- |
L { : . s y " y
: = 14 1t might not apply to civil, mechanical, anéd that while
= 1
r 15 I am primarily concerned with electrical, I would in
- |
; 1bj cact inform the Board if I did not %eel that this practice
-z |
& 17 would e across the board. His commitment to me was that
- |
= |
27 18 | he would make it an across the bcard recuirement.
; 19 Now, my understanding of what the licensee
0! will do is that for those inspectors which do nct meet
21} the full reccmmended or reguired education and experience
22 | factors, they will overview those inspectors, not neces-
|
23 sarily those ianspectors which have or exceed the educaction
24 and experience faciors.
25=2 25

ALDERSON REPCRTING COMPANY, INC.
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. Q Are there adequate requirements for detailing :
i |
2 the basis for which 2 waiver or an exception is made sc !
3 that an over-viewing organization can determine whether the
4 waiver or exception was warranted?
& $ A Quality assurance, and I'm speaking for electrical
] |
g 6 ! in regards to that particular question, since that is
g - what I have the most knowledce about, has informed me taat
s .
2 g | when an inspector is gcing to be certified, that QC will
B
S ¢ | notify them of that ané they will make the determination

10 at that time whether or not he mests the recomnenced or

e A B i

. recuired education and experience and then, of ccurse, that

l2i will either state that they have to make the overview or
| ' .

13 | they may or may not make the overview.
I

14 | Q Well, what I was really getting at is if they

15 dc make the overview, will they have enough information

16 | £9r the overview to be effective? Will they be getting

(43

ae.r

17 | encugh informaticn sc that thay can determine in

]3' overview that this walver or excepticn cr hiring cf

-

vidual is warranted or is in compliance with

[ B
=
‘

19 this inéd

SO0 TTH STREET, SW. | REPORTERS BUILDING, WASHHINGTON, D.C.

A

20 | tae recuiresments of the joi?

21 | A My understanding is that when thay participate

992 in the coverview, they will know the inspector's bacikgroundg,
93 ' that is his previous education and experience, and %that part
24 ©f that overview will iasure that he demonstrates sufficient

95 kncwledge to be acceptably certified.

ALDERSON REPORTING COCMPANY, INC.
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Q Will there be a paper record? In other words,
will all this information be adeguately documented?
A You mean will the QA decument in scme fcrx cor

another that they have inspected or overviewed a certain

inspecteor's qualifications?

Q Yes,

A I'm not sure if I could say that is the fact.

Q Would the staff like to see documentation of
this tyvce exist?

A Yes. In fact, I would suggest Lthat it ke a

2r2S s.nca taac
’

part of the inspector’'s certification re

0O

weuld be audited.

CHAIRMAN BECEEOEFER: That is all

the Board has.
Mr. Wilcove?
MR. WILCOVE: 1I have one guestion on radirect
REDIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. WILCOVE:

Q M. Garédner, is Mr. Crbany, is he s%till smzlcoyed

1 by 3echtel?

A No, he is not.

dR. WILCOVE: Thank you.

s, Stamiris?

M8, STAMIRIS: I don't nhave any cuesticns.
CHAIRIMAN BECHHKOEFZR: Ms. 3loom?

ALDERSON REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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MS. BLOOM: I don't have any questions.

CHAIRMAN BECEHOEF

18}

R: I think HMr. Gardner may
be axcused.
(Witness excused.)

CHAIRMAN BECHHOEFER: Let the record reflect taat
we approve the supplemental findings schedule. I anm
not sure we said sc bafore.

MR. ZAMARIN: Thank ycu.

CHAIRIIAN BECHHOEFEZR: I believe we are
aijourned until 9:00 o'clock March 30, 1932.

(Whereupon, at 7:00 p.m. the
aesaring was adjournec o

Marcn 39, 1982 at 2:00 a.m.)
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