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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA- i
_. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

OCT 25 gg g.

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD g
GN5h,? 3 .-

y roc
In the Matter of. -

METROPOLITAN EDIS0N COMPANY, ET AL. Docket No. 50-289
(Restart' Remand

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

NRC STAFF'S SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE
TO INTERVENOR UNION OF CONCERNED

SCIENTISTS' FIRST SET OF INTERR0GATORIES
TO NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION STAFF

-

. Pursuant to the Licensing Board's rulings at a prehearing conference

on September 24, 1984 and its oral ruling in a telephone conference call-w

of Octcber 18, 1984, the.. Staff provides the following supplemental

sesponses to Intervenor Union of Concerned Scientists' First Set of

Interrogatories to NRC Staff.. In accordance with the directions of the'

Licensing Board, answers are being provided for the period of time

:beginning with the close of the record in this proceeding, that is,
-

' October 1981. Tr. 27510. The provision of-answers to these interroga-
-

tories is not a representation by the' Staff that-.the information is
.

relevant to the issues to be heard in this remanded proceeding.

INTERR0GATORIES -
.

' Interrogatory 2'

Identify all individuals whom the NRC Staff intends to call as witnesses
on_the remanded issues related to the GPU training program. For each
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such witness, state or identify the following: -

* * *

h. The topics to be covered in the individual's testimony.

Response

Mr. Buzy, Ms. Morisseau, and Dr. Persensky will prepare testimony

as a team. Their respective roles are:

Mr. Buzy - Subject Matter Expert on nuclear operations

Ms. Morisseau - Training Assessment Specialist and Behavioral

Scientist

Dr. Persensky - Management Oversight and integration of responses

as responsible supervisor with expertise in

training and behavioral sciences

The testimony will be limited to addressing the Reconstituted 0ARP
.

-Committee's testimony and Special Report insofar as they address the

questions raised by the Appeal Board remand of May 24,1984(ALAB-772)

regarding the quality of the TMI-1 training program. The approach which

. the Staff intends to use in preparing testimony is: to take each Appeal

-Board question,-combined by issue where appropriate, and to. review the

conclusions on these issues in the 0ARP Report of June 12, 1984, -

information contained in Licensee's responses to interrogatories in

this proceeding, and Licensee's testimony, when available; and to

provide the Staff's comments on the conclusions reached by the 0ARP

Committee. Team conclusions regarding these comparisons will be part

of the testimony. At this time, the above response is as specific a

~ description of the topics to be covered as possible.
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' Interrogatory 9 -

It has come to the Staff's attention that it possesses further

(information responsive to Interrogatory 9. That additional information

is set forth below.

Supplemental Response

(a) Interviewees were guaranteed anonymity, and thus names of

individual' operators were not taken by those conducting the interviews.

This is indicated in the fourth paragraph on page 3-11 of NUREG-0680,

Supplement No. 4,_TMI-1 Restart.

(b) Messrs. Samuel E. Bryan and Jerry A. Wachtel of the NRC Staff

have conducted interviews,of TMI-1 operators, as described below.

.(c) - Messrs. Bryan and Wachtel interviewed twenty persons (11 R0s,

8 SR0s and 1 STA) during the period June 13-17, 1983 to evaluate TMI-1

operator attitudes toward procedures and procedural adherence, and

opinions about management policies relative to procedural adherence.

.The individual answers were not kept; however, NUREG-0680, Supplement

No. 4, TMI-1 Restart, characterizes the responses and provides the

questions asked. This information is contained in Section 3.3,

Procedures and Adherence, of the report and in Appendix D, NRC Staff -

!

Evaluation of TMI-1 Operator Attitudes Toward Procedures and Adherence,

to the report..

-(d) The only written documentation of the interviews is contained

in the document sections identified in response to Interrogatory 9(c).

(e) -Staff evaluation, conclusions, and documentation regarding the

interviews are contained in Section 3.3.1.5 of NUREG-0680, Supplement

| - No. 4, TMI-1 Restart.
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Interrogatory 10 -

Does the NRC believe that the 0ARP relied too heavily on memorization?

Response

The Staff has no basis for determining the extent to which the OARP

relied on memorization.

Interrogatory 11

Provide the basis for the answer to #10.

Response

See response to Interrogatory 10. .

-

Interrogatory 12

Does the NRC believe that any other GPU training progran relied or
. relies too heavily on memorization? -

Response

No.

'

Interrogatory 13

Provide t'he basis for the answer to #12.
~.

Response

The GPU licensed operator training program is a multifaceted program

consisting of classroom instruction, simulator training and on-the-job

training, evaluated by both oral walk through examinations and written

examinations. The training program is designed to develop and test both

' knowledge of specific subjects and analytical skills required to utilize

that know' ledge. NRC inspections indicate that the overall training

program strikes a proper balance and is performing its intended function.
.
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Interrogatory 16 -

It|has come .to the ' Staff's ' attention that .it possesses further

.information responsive to Interrogatory 16. That additional information
.

- is. set forth below.

-Supplemental Response

~ Samuel E. Bryan visited the B&W training facility in Lynchburg,

EVa., February 23 and 24,1984 to observe a simulator demonstration of
~

the' Steam Generator Tube Rupture (SGTR) emergency procedurs. The

simulator exercise confirmed Staff's conclusion that the SGTR procedure

Jwas' acceptable. This visit was made during training on the new emergency

operating procedures. No documentation of the visit was made. This

observation was for. procedure implementation purposes, not to assess

whether 'the training ' program conforms with content of plant procedures.
_

Interrogatory 19

State what_ths Staff has done to review the accuracy of the facts and
-opinions presented-in the Special Report of the Reconstituted 0ARP
Committee, June'12, 1984. Identify the reviewer (s) and provide all
; written documentation of the review.

'

Response
.

-The Staff is continuing to review the "Special Report of the

Reconstituted 0ARP Review Committee." The Staff has reviewed
.

information contained in the Licensee's. responses to interrogatories in

this proceeding. The Staff also is performing a comparison of the'

. findings of the Reconstituted 0ARP Committee against Jnspection Reports,

4.
SALP reports, and other available staff evaluations, insofar as

~

- - relevant'to.the questions raised by the Appeal' Board remand of May 24,

.
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. 1984(ALAB-772). The reviewers are the Staff witnesses identified in

response to UCS Interrogatory No. 2. No written documentation of the

review exists at this time.

For the NRC Staff

| . le}3
Mary Wagner -

.

Couns 1 for NRC Staff

Dated at Bethesda . Maryland
this 19th d6y of October, 1984
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA-
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

UCI25 pio;4,
BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD cf

PO.
'In the Matter of. )

(J METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY, ET AL. Docket No. 50-289
) (Restart Remand

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

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of "NRC STAFF'S SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE
TO INTERVENOR UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS' FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
TO NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION STAFF" in the above-captioned proceeding
have been served on the following by deposit in the United States mail,
first class, or,~ as indic~ated by an asterisk, by deposit in the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission's internal mail system, or, as indicated by double
asterisks, by hand delivery, this 19th day of October, 1984:

*Ivan W. Smith Mr. Thomas Gerusky
Administrative Law Judge

_

Bureau of Radiation Protection-

Atomic Safety & Licensing Board Dept. of Environmental Resources
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission P. O. Box 2063
Washington, DC 20555 Harrisburg, PA 17120

*Sheldon J. Wolfe George F. Trowbridge, Esq.
Administrative Judge -

Shaw, Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge
..

Atomic Safety & Licensing Board 1800 M Street, NW'

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Washington, DC 20036
Washington, DC 20555 -

Thomas Y. Au, Esq.
*Mr. Gustave A. Linenberger, Jr. Office of Chief Counsel
Administrative Judge Department of Environmental Resources
Atomic Safety & Licensing Board 505 Executive House, P.O. Box 2357.

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Harrisburg, PA 17120
.

Washington, DC 20555
Michael W. Maupin, Esq.

Ms. Marjorie Aamodt Hunton & Williams
R.D. #5 - 707. East Main Street
.Coatesville, PA 19320 P.O. Box 1535

Richmond, VA 23212
-
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Mr. Marvin I. Lewis ** William S. Jordan, III, Esq.
6504 Bradford Terrace - Harmon, Weiss & Jordan

E ' Philadelphia, PA 19149- 2001 S Street, NW
Suite 430

Mr. C. W. Smyth, Manager Washington, DC 20009
Licensing TMI-1
Three Mile Ieland Nuclear Station Lynne Bernabei, Esq.
P. O. Box 480 Government Accountability Project

'Middletown, PA 17057 1555 Connecticut Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20009

Ms. Jane Lee
183 Valley Road Jordan D. Cunningham, Esq.
Etters, PA 17319 Fox, Farr and Cunningham

2320 North 2nd Street
Allen R. Carter, Chairman Harrisburg, PA 17110
Joint Legislative Committee on Energy
Post Office Box 142 Louise Bradford
Suite 513 Three Mile Island Alert
Senate Gressette Building 1011 Green Street
Columbia, South Carolina 29202 Harrisburg, PA 17102

'

Chauncey Kepford **Ms. Ellyn R. Weiss
Judith Johnsrud Harmon, Weiss & Jordan
Environmental Coalition on Nuclear Power 2001 S Street, NW
433 Orlando. Avenue Suite 430
State College, PA 16801 Washington, DC 20009

Ms. Frieda Berryhill, Chairman * Gary J. Edles
Coalition for Nuclear Power Plant Atomic Safety & Licensing

Postponement Appeal Board
2610 Grendon Drive U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Wilmington, Delaware 19808 Washington, DC 20036

~

Mr. Henry D. Hukill * Christine N. Kohl
Vice President Atomic Safety & Licensing
GPU Nuclear Corporation Appeal Board
Post Office Box 480 U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Middletown, PA 17057 Washington, DC 20555

Michael McBride, Esq. *Reginald L. Gotchy
LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & McRae Atomic Safety & Licensing
Suite 1100 Appeal Board.

1333 New Hampshire Avenue, NW U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20036 Washington, DC 20555
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* Atomic Safety & Licensing Appeal Board Panel -

- U.S.' Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington,.DC 20555

- * Atomic Safety & Licensing Board Panel
- U.S. Nuclear Regulatory-Commission

Washington, DC 20555

* Docketing & Service Section
Office.of the Secretary-
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555 *'

y . , Qp
Ma'y . Wagner |r

Couns for NRC Staff
.
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