
-_

'

- eel'..?E C , y ,> m 3gg- -
,

September 4, 1984

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA [ 7-

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION *

. g4

6Bef or e ' 6fle ' Abomic' Safety and ' idcensing ' Board . -Pg ,g -
~ '

&:.d :; c.

I?) S 5 > .;.,

2 %[yyd ' , iIn the Matter of )
_) '

METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY ) Docket No. 50-289 SP i
) (Restart - Management Phase) |

'(Three Mile Island Nuclear )
Station, Unit No. 1) )

UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS' SECOND SET
OF INTERROGATORIES .AND .D.O.CU. MENT REQUESTS

TO GENERAL PUBLIC UTILITIES

TO: GENERAL PUBLIC UTILITIES NUCLEAR CORPORATION

Pursuant to 10 C.F.R. 2.740(b) and 2.741, the Union of

Concerned Scientists hereby requests General Public Utilities
'

Nuclear Corporation ("GPU" or " licensee") to answer the

following interrogatories separately, f ully, in' writing and
under oath, and to provide access to the requested documents.

All persons who answered or assisted in answering the

interrogatories should be identified and the answers to which

(s)he contibuted indicated.

These interrogatories and document requests are deemed to

be-continuing. And any additional information relating in any

way to these interrogatories and any documents relating to

these document requests that GPG acquires subsequent to the

date of answering them,' up to and including the time of

hearing, should be furnished to UCS promptly after such

information is acquired.
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The instructions and definitions to be used in answering

Lthese interrogatories and document requests are the same as

those stated in Union of Concerned Scientists First Set of

Interrogatories to General Public Utilities and First1 Request

to General Public Utilities for' Production of Documents.

The following questions relate to the Special Report of the

Reconstituted OARP Review Committee, June 12, 1984. Unless

otherwise indicated, page references are to that document.

1. State on what days and for what hours the Reconstituted

OARP Review Committee (hereaf ter " Committee") met during the

weeks of May 28, 1984 and June 4, 1984. If all.five members

were not present at all times, indicate which members were

present.

2. If any person (s) other than memb'ers of the committee

were present during any of these meetings, interviews or

reviews of the committee (excluding the person interviewed),

provide the name(s) and identification by job title if a member

of GPU or subsidiary organizations and include address if not

associated with GPU or subsidiaries.

3. Provide any written directions, memoranda, letters or

any other documents from GPU to the committee or its members

indicating the subjects that they were to consider, the scope

of their review, any limitations in time or resources, and any

other communication between GPU and the committee.

4.- The June 12, 1984, Special Report of the Committee

(hereaf ter "Special Report") states page 3: "Whether or not

the committee undertakes the more definitive study is a matter

---
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for GPU Huclear to decide at a later date."

a. Has GPU decided to undertake the "more definitive

study" referred to above?

b. Name the person (s) who decided whether or not to

undertake the "more definitive study and provide any GPU

memoranda, letters and other documents related to the decision.

c. If GPU decided to undertake the "more definitive

study," provide the "more definitive study," and any and all
'

drafts thereof.

d. If the "more definitive study" has been undertaken but

no written material is yet completed, describe the manner in

which the "more definitive study" is different from the Special

Report in scope, subject matter covered, persons interviewed,
documents reviewed, facilities inspected', and any other

pertinent differences,

e. If the "more definitive study" has been undertaken,

provide any written directions, memoranda, letters and other

documents from GPU to the Committee concerning the subjects to

be considered, the scope.of the review, any limitations on time

or resources and any other communication between GPU and the

committee.

5. Provide any and all drafts of the Special Report and

sections thereof.

6. Provide all notes of the Committee and members thereof.
7. Identify all persons other than the Committee members

who were given copies of the Special Report in draft or final

form prior to its submission to NRC.
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6. Ident'ify anyLpersons who reviewed or commented on the
-

,

Special Report' prior to.its submission to NRC and provide-

copies of any notesJor other documents that'these persons wrote

or had written that are related to their review or comments.

9. State which individual Committee members were assigned

3to which " areas of responsibility " (p. 4) Provide all

" individual reports"-(p. 4) and describe the manner in which

and the time period during which the " individual reports" were

! reviewed by the full Committee.

10. During what specific period of time was the Special

Report actually written? -

11. Was any person (s) other than members of the Committee

involved'in the preparation, drafting and/ review of the Special
(

Report? If so, identify and describe'his/her-function.
i

12. Which " training facilities' were inspected by the
,

L Co mmit tee? (p.3)- What did such " inspections" consist of,

specifically? What member (s) of the Committee conducted which

inspections?
,

13. During the preparation of the Special Report, did the

Committee observe any actual training? If so a) describe what

was observed, b) state the time and the duration of the

observation (s), c) state what member (s) of the Committee who

conducted the observation (s), d) provide any written

documentation of such observation (s).

14. During the. preparation of the Special Report, did the

Committee review the content-of any GPU administered
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examination? If so a) identify which examination (s) were

reviewed, b) describe what the review consisted of, c)

stateWhat member (s) of the committee conducted the review (s),

d) provide any written documentation of such review (s).

15. During the preparation of the Special Report, did the

Committee review any GPU Operating Proceduz es, Emergency

Procedures or-ATOG guidelines to determine whether the training

program is consistent with said procedures and guidelines?

16. If the answer to (15 above is "yes" a) identify the

procedures and guidelines reviewed, b) describe the' nature of

the review, c) provide any written documentation of such

review, d) provide the results of the review, e) identify

which m mber(s) of the committee conducted the review (s)..s
17. During the preparation of the Special Report, did the

~

Committee or any members thereof review the content of any NRC

examinations for any purpose? If so, a) identify the

reviewer (s), b) describe the nature and purpose of the

review, c) state the amount of time devoted to the review, d)
,

identify the examination (s) reviewed, e) provide the results

of the review, f) provide any written documentation of the

review.

18. The Special Report states at pp. 5-6 that the cheating

incidents involve "a very few individuals." The Appeal Board

concluded that one-f ou'rth of those who took the April,1981,

NRC exams were either directly involved in cheating or were

implicated in some manner that could not be satisfactorily
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explained. ALAB-772, S1.op at 63-64. .Does the committee i

consider this' to be "a very few individuals?"
! i

19. State specifically which persons by name or letter !
!

- designation are considered by the committee to constitute the

"very few individuals" referred to on p.6.

20. The Committee repr oduces at pp.11-12 and " endorses" !

the two-page section on training taken from a report prepared

by Admiral Rickover et al. in November, 1983. The Committee

'states (p. 10) that this section " comprehensively summarizes

the development of the training activities since 1979-1980 when

the OARP Review Committee was preparing its report." (p. 10)

State specifically which elements of the training program as

described in the reproduced excerpt from the Rickover Report

were developed or significantly changed 'after the OARP's

original Report and thus were not considered by the original
.

OARP.

21. The Special Report states (p.13) that the current T-E

staff and budget is more than an order of magnitude increase

. since the TMI-2 accident. How much has the staff and budget .

been increased since the time that the OARP testified before
the Special Master?

22. The Committee States (p. 16) that it is "not privy to

the basis for assignments and promotions within GPU Nuclear"

and thus cannot "second guess" GPU's decisions regarding

Messrs. Long, Coe, IJewton and Frederick, for example. Did the

Committee ask GPU or any GPU employee for the " basis for the

t
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-assignments and' promotions" of the. named individuals? If so,

what was the response? Provide any documentation.

23. Has the Committee considered in any way the roles of

the individuals named in .122 above in the cheating incidents

and in the implementation of the training program as described

by.the Special Master, ASLB'and Appeal Board. If so, describe

the manner in which the Committee considered such roles.

24. Did the Committee reach any conclusion concerning

whether the individuals named in #22 above have demonstrated

the attitude required to effectively-implement a training
~

program? If so, provide all material considered by the

Committee in reaching such conclusion (s) .

25. Does the Committtee believe that any of the
~

individuals named in #22 bear any responsibility or should be

held accountable in any way for the " widespread disrepect" for

the training and testing program found by the ASLB? See 16 NRC

at 318-319. If so, identify who bears responsibility and who

should be held accountable and in what manner.
L

26. Does the Committee believe that any individuals beyond

the actual cheaters (0, W, G and H) bear any responsibility or

should be held accountable in any way for the " widespread

disrespect" for the training and testing program. If so,

identify who bears responsibility and should be held

accountable and in what manner.

27. Does the Committee agree with the Appeal Board that

. . .the underpinnings of the Board 's earlier decision (i.e. ,"

the consultants' predictive testimony) were shaken" by the

.-
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evidence-in.the reopened proceeding en cheating? ALAB-772, S1.

op. at 65.n.49. Explain-why or why not.

2 8._ The Special Report states: "The Committ ee believes

that any deficiencies.that existed at the time of the cheating

.have been corrected."(p. 19) Describe the deficiencies that

existed at the time of the cheating.

29. State specifically how each deficiency described in

128, above has been corrected.

30. The Appeal Board stated: "One or more of the

instructors evaluated by The OARP Committee were involved in

the cheating episodes.... Would that alter the. committee's

generally favorable perceptions of the instructors?" ALAB-772,

Sl. op. at 68, citations omitted. Provide the Committee's

answer to the quoted question posed by the Appeal Board.

31. The Special Report descibes a detailed rating sheet

for evaluation of instructors. (p. 21) During the preparation

of the Special Report, did the committee itself evaluate any

instructors according to this rating system?-

32. If the Committee did so evaluat'e any instructors,

a) provide the rating sheet (s), b) identify the evaluator (s),

c) describe the method of evaluation, d) provide any written

documentation of such. evaluation (s).

33. During the preparation of the Special Report did the

Committee review the content of the questions used in any

aspect of GPU's training program?
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34. If the Committee reviewed the content of exam

questions, a) ' provide the questions. reviewed, b) identify the

reviewer (s), c)' describe the process of evaluation, d)

describe the criteria used by the reviewer (s), e) provide or

describe the evaluation (s), f) provide any written
.

documentation of the review and/or the criteria used.

35. During the preparation of the Special Report, did the

Committee review any examinations (either GPU or NRC) to

determine whether "the licensee and NRC. examinations are an

effective way to measure an operator's ability to ru'n the

plan t? " ALAB-772, Sl.op at 63. .

36. The Special Report States: " All licensed operator

requalification examinations are closed book."(p.26) Which
'

examinations may be "opea book?" Describe the procedures for

open book examinations.

37. .May any examinations be "take-home"? If so, identify.

38. During-the preparation of the Special Report, did any

members of the Committee observe the administration of any

examinations: If so, a) identify the observer (s), b) state

what examination (s) on what dates were observed, c) state the

duration of the observation, d) provide or describe the

results of the observation, e) provide any written

documentation.

39. The Special Report. states at p. 28: " Curricula;

incorporating all of these topics [as listed in Recommendation

A] have been developed..." State what the Committee did during

-
.

- . - .. ,-
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the preparation of the Special Report to review and evaluate

the. content of the " curricula incorporating all of these

topics." Provide all documentation of any such review (s) and

evaluation (s) and identify the reviewer (s).

40. The Special' Report states at p. 29 that "the NRC has

reviewed many aspects of the program...." Identify the NRC

reviews that'were considered by the Committee during the

preparation of-the special Report.

41. Provide the Data-Design Laboratories report referred

to on p. 29 of the Special Report..

42. Recommendation D on p. 30 deals with the Band W

simulator programs. State what the Committee did during the

preparation of the Special Report to evaluate whether the

simulater programs are a) "complementar'y to other operator

training", and b) " responsive to changes that may occur in the

TMI Control Room design and/or procedurers. " Provide all

written documentation of such evaluation and identify the

evaluator (s).

43. State what the Committee did during the preparation of

the Special Report to evaluate the Basic Principles Training

Simulator (p. 31) and its use in GPU training programs.
,

Provide all written documentation of any such evaluation and,

identify the evaluator (s).

44. The Special Report at pp. 32-33 briefly describes a

- " program for instructors developed and implemented since the

fall of 1980." Did the Committee review the content of this

--
. .
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program during the preparation of the Special Report? If so,

a) provide all documentation which was given to the committee

during the preparation of the Spceial Report describing the

program, or elements thereof, b) provide all written

documentation of the review.

45. The Special Report States on p.33: " Instructor

schools need to be established and all training personnel

qualified in accordance with clearly stated criteria." Does

the Committee believe that such schools have been established?

If so, state what the Committee did during the preparation of

the Special Report to review the curricula, methods of

instruction and instructors at such schools. Provide all

documentation given by GPU to the Committee during the
~

preparation of the report and reviewed by the Committee in

connection with such schools, identify the reviewer (s) and

provide all documentation of the review (s) .

46. With reference to the sentence-quoted in #45, above,

does the Committee believe that " clearly stated criteria" for

qualification of training personnel have been established?

! Provide the criteria.

47. State what the Committee did during the preparation of

the Special Report to evaluate the instructors at TMI-1. State

a)- which instructors were evaluated, b) who performed the
1

evaluation, c) what the evaluation consisted of, d) whether

,



u. ;3
.

.

2 _* -
.

.

+~
.,

.

-
- -12-

the instructors were observed-or interviewed, e) if'

interviewed,: provide the questions and answers, f) provide all

' written. documentation of the evaluations.-

_

By:

h h $k%
Ellyr/R. Weiss

f/ pf fGeneral Cousel /-
Union of Concerned SciIntists
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UNITED. STATES OF AMERICA
, NUCLEAR; REGULATORY' COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

Insthe Matter-of- )
) $ P -f ph *p"

' METROPOLITAN EDISON. COMPANY ) . Docket No. 50-289
) (Restart Remandron.

' --(Three Mile' Island Nuclear' ) Management) ' . < ' . _ ,-,
.

~ ''
. Station,. Unit No.cl) ) ~ gf!GS '

')
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

;I hereb'y certify that' copies of UNION OF CONCERNED

i : SCIENTISTS' EMOTION TO REQUIRE THE NRC STAFF TO ANSWER <UCS' FIRST
I
L tSET OF INTERROGATORIES, UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS''FIRST
L

'

' REQUEST-TO THE EXECUTIVE. DIRECTOR FOR OPERATIONS FOR PRODUCTION
'

0F DOCUMENTS,' UNION'OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS' FIRST SET OF
i

-INTERROGATORIES' TO.NRC STAFF, UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS'

SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS TO GENERAL,

PUBLIC UTILITIES,.were served this 4th day of September 1984, as.

{ follows: _ (1) By hand:on all parties marked by an asterisk onLthe

attached service list, and (2) by U.S. mail, first class postage-;

I prepaid, to-the other-parties on the' attached-service list.
.,

#M
Williams. Jorda III

.

._

k
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UNITED STATES OF AMERI2A-
,

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION.

EEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETi AND L:CE';Sn:G ECARD '

~In1the' Matter'of. )
~

)
1 METROPOLITAN: EDISON COMPANY' . ) Docket No. 50-289

). -(Restart 1 Remand on--

- (Three. Mile Island Nuclear! : ) Management)
Station, Unit No.' 1)' )

)

SERVICE LIST

sdministrative. Judge'
inry J.-Edles, Chairman * Jack R. Goldberg, Esq.
Ltomic Safety & _ Licensing Appeal'Bd. Office of the? Executive Legal Dir.
RS. Nuclear Regulatory Commission U.S. Nuclear: Regulatory Commission.

_

iashington, D.C'. 20555' Washington, D.C.' 20555

(dministrative Judge
Ichn H. Buck * George F. Trowbridge, Esq.
4tomicjSafety & Licensing Appeal.Bd. Shaw, Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge
J.~S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 1800.M Street, N.W.
itshington, D.C. 20555 Washington, D.C. 20036

Administrative Judge
:hristine.U. Kohl Mr. Louise Bradford
Atomic Safety-& Licensing Appeal Bd. TMI Alert
J.S.-Nuclear Regulatory Commission 1011 Green Street
dashington, D.C. 20555 Harrisburg, PA 17102

4dministrative ' Judge -
[ van W.' Smith, Chairman Joanne Doroshaw, Esquire

.

4tomic' Safety & Licensing Board The Christic-Institute
J.S. -Nuclear Regulatory ' Commission 1324 North Capitol Street
4 shington,~D.C. 20555 Washington, D.C. 20002

4dministrative. Judge
Bhaldon J. Wolfe Mr. and Mrs. Norman Aamodt
4tomic Safety & Licensing Appeal Bd. R.D. 5

.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Coatesville, PA 19320
403 h i ng to n', iD . C . 20555

jdministrative Judge. Lynne Bernabei, Esq.
Justava A. Linenberger,1Jr. Government Accountability; Project
htomic Safety-& Licensing Board 1555 Connecticut Ave.
J.S. Nuclear.- Regulatory Commission Washington,~D.C. 20009
dcshington, D.C. 20555

Docketing and . Service Section . Michael P. .McBride, Esq.
.

bffico'ofLthe~ Secretary
.

LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & MacRae
U.S. NucleariRegulatory Commission 1333 New Hampshire Ave, N.W. #1100
f03hington,D.C.L 20555 Washington, D.C. 20036
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i- :Hunton.&~Willigmc
'707--East' Main Street:.

;P.O.: Box 1535e
iRichmond,yA :23212.-

3

: Thoma s :.Y . : Au , -' E sq.
Of ficelof ~ Chief : Counsel-
-Department;of Environmental. Resources
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