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MEMORANDOM FOR: ~  Samuel J. Chilk: =~ . e Se L

: Secretary
FROM:  Nunzio J. Palladino ;?

 RESPONSE TO CONGRESSMAN UDALL'S QUESTION .

SUBJECT: I8
. ABOUT REPORT OF LEAK RATE INVESTIGATION ~—_

'¢n order to resolve any confusion that may still exist with — -~
regard to NRC action regarding the Hartman allegations,
please circulate the proposed response (attached) to the

first of Mr. Udall's February 25, 1983 questions for the

formal concurrence of OGC, OPE, OIA,, 01, and the EDQ. = -
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e calculationg Performed in ¢he weeks Preceding "."';'-'
$.1- 3 the March 29, 1979 accident? what was the oo k.
i d - Sposition of any such Tepors? Bigerad f
Mm: :”:‘T‘;: - g -2 E - : - ~ -
The Commission Tecently hag Teceived a Teport fr Genera) X
Public Utilitiesg (GPU) on e allegead manipulation of the - -
leak rate Calculationg R

received ROT requested further infomation,.

The DoJ investiqatxon is still ongoing,  on a ril 12 1983, % -l
Chairman Pajla wrote the Attorney General, s [ = 3 Fept
whether pog would ‘complete its aneltiqation Yy May 15, . . B et B R F"“
1983, | The™ Tman cxplaincd__:i,n that letter that the poy - peimm. T
= invatiqati'on might’ Telate to the Coammission's decision op - L

restart of pnis 1,/ and thae the Commission was rapidly
approachinq t{:n Point whgte failure to resolve these
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MEETING ON REPORTABILITY
OF GPU REPORT AND DEPOSITIION
RE: HARTMAN
A. . Substance of Documents
Do they:
1. raise new safety issues
.2 suggest new violations
—3. relate to ongoing issues
§. provide new data
5. provide new insights
6. resolve any outstanding issues
= 1. contain information which could influence any staff position
8. contain any information of significance
3. Violation of Specific Reporting Requirements
C.  Board Notification
1. by staff

2. by licensee

0. Material False Statement (MFS)



