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R UNITED STATES
E _‘ : NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
( ¢ WASHINGTON, O. C. 20856

April 20, 1982
OFFICE OF THE
COMMISSIONER

MEMORANDUM FOR: Secretary P
FROM: John Ahearne {\'j ‘} L»-O\-’/
SUBJECT: DIABLO CANYON PHYSICAL

SECURITY ORDER
(SECY 82-70)

Attached are my additional views on
Secy 82-70.
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cc: Chairman Palladino
Commissioner Gilinsky U ; Crmation
Commissioner Roberts
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/o UNITED STATES
% NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
} WASHINGTON D.C. 20885
’.'t“
OFFICE OF THE
COMMISSIONER

MEMORANDUM FOR SAMUEL J. CHILK, SECRETARY

Please send the attached memorandum from the General Counsel
on "lLicensed Reactcr Operator Examinations" to the parties
to the Diablo Canyon and Shoreham cperating license
proceedings. I would also like this memorandum to be sent
to the parties in the other pending operating license cases,
as well as %o the applicants in uncontested operating

license cases.
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Chairman Pal.adino
Commissioner Roberts
Commissioner Asse.stine
Commissioney Bernthal
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Congress of the Tnited States
ouse of Representatipes
Mashington, B.C. 20313

July 30, 1984 Information in this record was deleted
in arcordance with tne Freadom of Informaticn
Act, exemplions .
Honorable Nunzio Palladino r"?1¢97
Chairman
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
1717 "H" Street, N.W.
washington, D.C. 20555

e —

Dear Mr. Chairmar.

Thank you for your assistance in making Isa Yin of the NRC Region
111 staff availabie for a briefing on the Niablo Canyon nuclear
facility on July 25. We sincerely appreciate your help in complying
with Longressional requests of th.s kind, and hope this spirit of
cooperation will continue.

We initially requested the S:iefing with Mr. Yin out of concern about
his resignation from and lack of confidence in the investigation
conducted by the NRC Peer Review Croup (PRG) into the design contrel
and quality assurance issues raised by Mr. Yin before the ommission
on Mareh 26. As you know, the PRGC was organized to review and
evaluate the Diadlo licensee's compliance with seven License Con-
ditions attached to the low power test Operation License issued by
the Commission on April 13.

At the July 25 briefing Mr. Yin outlined his concerns about the
inadeguate score and improper documentation of the PRG's effcrts, and
conveved his belief that additional measures were necessary tO ensure
compliance with the seven License Conditions. Specifically, Mr. Yin
discussed: 1) the necessity of properly documenting and performing
additional analysis of small bore piping suppert computer calculations,
2) the need to more closely analyze the spacing and shimming of
closely-spaced rigid support sTructures, 3) the importance of examining
design assumptions relative to the placement cf snubbers close to
rigid restraints, and &) the need to perform additional theoretical

nd on-site analysis of potential main stem pipe contact with

evuctural and electrical interference objects.

Me. Yinm also detailed his continuing concerns about the improper use
of vauick fix' design changes at Diablo and possible inadequacies in
the Independent Design Verificaticn Program. He believes these
problems point to a substantial quality assurance breakdown in the
areas of small and large bore piping design control. Mr. Yin also
discussed his findings of inadeguate personnel training and the
improper control of critical documents relative to the On-Site

Project Fngineering Croup. Lj)
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asle Nun:i Palladinoe
July 30, 1984
Tw

we are particularly concerned that while it was MNr. Yin whe raisec

she issues which led to the License Conditions, he was not considered
essential to the PRG's effort to ensure the licensee’s compliance with
them. Mr. Yin said that many of the PRG's meetings and on-site
investigations were conducted whilehe had other commitments, and that
he was denied access tO critical docuzents when he requested them
later. Mr. Yin alsc indicated that tide PRC examined the various
igsues related t0 +he License Conditions simultaneously, and as a
result, he was unable 10 participate in many staff sessions,

Most important, Mr. Yin believes that the scope cf the PRG's review
was inadequate, ard that many of the original design-related problems
at Diablo may persist. As he states in testimony prepared for the
Commission's August 2 Full Power Cperations License hearing,
"Subsequent Teview of the Peer Review Team repoTrts contained in the
draft SSER revealed that they contain mostly undocumented reviews

and casual chservatiens. There were cases where the inspection
sample selected was extremely small, where problems originally
identified continued to exist, where review criteria were compromised
without technical justificationm, and where Team failed 1to© address

the specific program deficiency issues."”

Last year, Mr. Yin was able to step into the Diadlo licensing process
and identify substantive design and quality assurance problems which
had gone unnoticed by the NRC staff and on-site inspectoTrs. in shere,
while he was largely responsible for the imposition of the seven
License Conditions, he is far from satisfied that they have been
complied with. In fact, Mr, Yin responded to us in the negative when
asked directly if he pelieved Diablo should be given 3 full power
license at this time., In this connection, we arve VeTry concerned by
the issues he raised with us, and feel he is uniguely qualified to
evaluate the licensee's compliance with the seven License Conditions.

Therefore, we respectfully recuest that you provide Mr. Yin with the
additional time and organizational freedom necessary to undertake a
thorough analysis of the critical design anc quality assurance issues
at Diablo which he feels have not peen adecuately addressed. We feel
mat such an investigation should be conducted prior to the
ammission's consideration of a full power Operation License fer the
iablo facility.

tIOH e

Ve, Yin indicated to us that suth 2 review could be accomplished in
only three to five weeks, after wnich time he could repert his
findings directly to the Commissioners, While thnis additional
analvsis may mean a ghort delay in the licensing process, such action
is clearly warranted given Mr. Yin's experience and continuing concer”
Ve, Yin is viewed in the local cemmunity and by Members of Congress as
& man of great perscnal integrity and substantial technical expertise,
and such a review weuld §¢ fay toward assuring the public that every
step has been taken 10 provide for the safety of the Diadle facilit).




“ame-zble Nuniic Palladine
aly 30, 1684
age Three

sur Fedruary 17, 1983 letter IO Representative Morris K.
1. Chairman of the House Committee Cn Interior and InsulaTr

ire, you stated that "we will require a high level of confidence
significant design oT construction deficiencies affecting

tv at any authorized level of operation exist at the facility

Zere reaching a decision to authorize that 1evel of cperition.’

)
3 "

Given that Mr. Yin has serious doubts about the rescluticn of issues
which he himself first brought to the Commission's attention, Wwe do
-0t believe that 2 "high level of confidance' in the full power
operability of the plant can exist at this time. Accordingly, we

urge you 0 consider authorizing a £u11 and independent {nvestigation
of =hege issues bY Mr. Yin in the interest of ensuring compliance with
<he Commission's high licensing standards.

nank vAu Vvery much for voui .*nsideration of our views.

Sincerely,

B 7 Y.t
Member of Congrescs
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20858
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Cha -mar Ahearne

FROM: Harold R. Denton, Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

THRU: Executive Director for Operations ,5375726;:.494(1 ?,

SUBJECT : DIABLO CANYON SCHEDULING ESTIMATES

As you requested during a discussion of the monthly report to Congress,
NRR and OELD have prepared an anticipated schedule “or the Diablo Canyon
proceeding which reflects comments from the Chairman or the ASLBP.

The enclosed schedule is based on the time provisions of the Commission’s
Rules of Practice in 10 CFR Part and an estimate of the procedural rulings
which could be made by the licensing board pursuant to the Commission's
Revised Policy Statement on TMI-Related Requirements. A definitive schedule
is expected to be established in the Board's prehearing conference order
(1tem 2 on the enclosure).

The schedule does not reflect the possibility that the Commission might
exercise its right under Appendix B to Part 2 to step in at an earlier
stage of the proceeding to review the record on its own motion.

Lyl LA

Harold R. Denton, Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosure:
Schedule

cc: Commissioner~Gilinsky
Commissioner Hendrie
Commissioner Bradford
B. P. Cotter, ASLBP
A. S. Rosenthal, ASLAP
M. K. Shapar, ELD
SECY
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Diablo Canyon Scheduling Considerations

for Low Power Test Authorization

Prehearing Conference

Prehearing Conference Order

4.
15.
16.

(Staff SER on full ‘power scheduled for issuance)

Discovery Completed

Discovery opened

(minimum time - 10 days following service of
interrogatories (5 days) to file; 14 days
following service (5 days) to respond = 34 days)

Motions for Summary Disposition due by March 2

followed by 45 days to earliest hearing - (Response

due by March 27, 1980)

Hearing on Contentions (if required)

Record closes

Applicant's Findings due

Joint Intervenors' - Governors' findings due

Staff findings due

Applicant's reply findings

Licensing Board decision

Exceptions«to Initial Decisfon due and Stay request
due

Responses to Stay request due
Brief on Appeal due from appeliant

Appeal Board decision on whether Initial Decision
should be stayed

January 28

February 13
March 31

April 10

April 10

April 26, 1981
May 4 - B, 1981
May 29, 1881

June 18, 1981

June 29, 198)

July 9, 1981

July 20, 198)
September 14, 198)

September 29, 1981

October 14, 198)
October 29, 1981

November 13, 198)



17.

*eels.

19.
20.
21,
22.
23.
26.
25.
eeedé.

27.

28.
29.

30.
veedl.

Commission decision on whether Initial Decision

should be stayed

Estimated date for issuing low power test
authorization if no stay of initfal decision

Response briefs or. Appeal due

Staff response on Appeal due

Oral argument on Appeal

Appeal Board decision

petitions for Commission Review
Responses to petition for review
Commission decision on whether to review

1¢ no review by Commission but a stay was
issued estimated low power authorization is:

1f Commission review {s undertaken briefing
schedule as follows:

Briefs on issues designated by Commission

Decision by Commission if no argument ‘s
scheduled

Decision by Commission if argument scheduled

Estimated low power test authorization where

stay is granted and Commission review ensues
1f argument scheduled:

-

December 3, 1981

December 3, 1981
December 3, 1981
December 14, 1981
January 14, 1982
February 19, 1982
March 11, 1982
April 5, 1982

April 20, 1982

April 20, 1982

May 20, 1982

June 14, 1982
July 14, 1982
June 14, 1982
July 14, 1982
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‘ ", S September 21, 158¢

*reet
CHAIRMAN

The Honorable Edward Markey, Chairman
Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations
Committee on Interior and Insuler Affairs
United States House of Representatives

Dear ¥r. Chairman:

This 48 in response to your September 17, 1984 letier repeating a
recquest ‘or three transcripts of clesed Commission meetings and
SECY-B4-281. These cocuments ceal with 1itigetion of 2 contested

igsue--earthouakes and emergency preparecness--in the Diable
Cenyon case.

We are transmitting these documents uncer the agreement which you
expressed <0 me by telephone on September 21, 1984 that you and
your s22f¥f would preserve the confidentiality of these

gocumerss and 1imit them %0 interna] Sybcommittiee use.

I very much appreciate your desire to develop improved working
reletionships betwcen the Subcommittee anc the Commission, and 1
will work with you toward that enc.

Sincerely, Cgizz::>
Nunzio V. Pelladgine

Erclosures:

1 2 aAr Al a4
A% st2tec Inormption 1A this !g.,c_d .\\agn d e :‘”ﬂ“ 2
in accordanie w 1B Lhe Predso™ i v p
SE:  Rap. Ken Nerienes Act, exampliolis
m.w}
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