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ATy & NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISS|
= : WASINGTON, & € 20088
‘\ Janvary ¢, 1988

NEMORANDUM FPR : Thomas A, Rehm, Assistant for Opearations
Office of tho,fucuﬁvc Director for Mperatians

Thewas B, Murley, Director
Office of Muclear Peactor Regulation

FrankiJ, Miraglta, Associate Director
for Projects
Office of Muclear Reactor Pogulation

Dennis M. Crutchfield, Director |

Division of Reactor: Projects « 111, v,
Y and Spacial Projects

Office of Nuclear Peactor Regulation

FROM : Jose A, Calvo, Director
Project Directorate: - IV
Division of Reactor Projects - 111,
IV, ¥ and: Sreul Projects
0fffce of Muclear Raactor Regulation

SUBJECT: SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT (STP) PLAN FOR EVALUATION
AND RESCLUTION OF ALLEGATIONS PROYIDED RY THE
GOVFPMNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY PROJECT.(GAP)

The plan for the evaluation and resolution of STP allegations pravided by GAP
1s presented 1n Enclosure 1,

T™he WoC Safety 317n1"cm:o Asessment Team (SSAT) (Enclesure 2) Ms completed
¢ preliminary review of the allegations and rssociated materia'e at RAP off{ces
in Vashington, D.C., and has compiled, summarized, and Catecorized thee by
discip'ine or topics see Enclosure Cf. [t 1s fmportart to note that the SSAY
had difficulty during 1ts review 10 assessing the safety ufnlﬂum of many
of the allegations due to the Yack of spectt city and detal]l of the {dertifica-
tion of 2 particular component or a{stu previded by the o1legers (referred to
by GAP as concerned Individuals - Cls).

Bectuse of the cenera) lack of specificity of the allegations, (¢t s imperative
that the SSAT contact the allegers ard determineg 1 they can idemify locations
or components that exhibit the corditions that they have a concern over at STP,
This wil) “acilitate the SSAT subsequent inspection te substantiate the concerns
Cr determine that the concern has been satisfactorily carrected, 1¢ an 1 leger
cannot be contucted nr 1f the contact yields mo additiona) specific Information
to focus the faspection on & particular area or component, the Individue) .
d1legation will be dispositioned as unsubstantiated and the neral subfect
matter will be pursued further only 1f other related allecst ons provide some
Basis to assume that there 15 validity to the concern,
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The SSAT wrote 4 brief description of each allegation reviewed. Ne fee) that
the subject matter ysed 1n some of the allegation descriptions might reveal the
fdentity of the alleger. Thus, the GAP allecatior cescriptions prepared by
SSAT myst remain confidentia) until such a time that the need for the confiden-
tiality of the allegers 1s no longer required,

Enclosyre § 1Yets the 10 primary allegetions that the SSAT will favestigate at
STP. Enclosure 6 Yists the secondary alleqatiors that wil) 2130 be corsidered
u:e'mo v:th the primary allegetions cdue to their similarities to the primary
allegations. .

The proposed SSAT fnspection team (Enclosure 7) are the same individuals that
performed the initial review, eviluation, and screening of the allegations.
Given the time remaining to gnun for the inspaction and the genera)
non-specific rature of the allenations, the ytilization of these experienced
reviewers or ingpection team mewmbers will graatly facilitate the effort.

GAP has bewn contacted and civen tha primary and secondary #)legation Tists to
allow them to contact the appropriste 4)legers and any others t rey provide
any additional information concerning the allegations selected for nspection,
Cepending on the results of GAP contact with the a'lecers, the proposed tenta-
tive schedule for the inspection effort will commence curing the weet of
Jamvary 11, 1988,

'ho“;;g you have any questiohs regarding these matters, please contact re at
X27 .

IZ,‘," G el

Jose A, Calve, Nirector

Profect Nirectorate » IV

Divisior of Reactor Projects - !JI,
I¥, and Spectal Projects

Office of Muclear Reactor Regulation

cc w/enclosures:
SSAT Members
¥. Stello, EDO
Parler, 0OGC
Snfezek, NGR
Martin, PIY
Pussell, R!
. Johnston, R
Sheo, NRR -
Roe, NRR ’
Partiow, NRR T
Hayes, O! |
. Briges, OGC
. Smith, C&C
Lieberwan, OF
. Rrady, l“'
Martin, EDO
Farde, QAP
Condit, GAPY
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SOUTH TEXAS PPOJECY ALLEGATIONS REVIEW

SAFETY STENIFYCAMCE ASSESSMENT
STATUS REPORT

BACKEROQNO

Direct Interaction between MRC sta®f ang The fovermment Accountadility
Profect (GAP) on the matter of South Texas Profect safety concerns oytstde
of the Titigation arera, becan o November 19,1987, A Meeting was ha'd
in the Office of the Executive Director of Aparations (EDO), Bathesde,
with Thomas A, Rehm leacing the NRC staff representatives and Bi1l4e P,
Farde leading the GAP representatives. The backérep for thig meeting wy
the decision by the US Nistrict Court dated October 27, 1087, The Court
had rvled to demy enforcement of a KPC subpoera on Ms. Garde because of

rights.® 1In addition, the court stated that, “Alternatives minimizing the
intrusion on umut‘o«‘l rights must be carefully and consclentious y
explored bafore resort ray be had te the court's process.®

Prior te the meeting of November 19, 1987, agreement had been reached
betwean the ENC and Ms. Garde on the mein alemants of &4 process that would
provide the NRC staff limited sccess te ‘nformation which wioht be of
relevance 1n the forthcoming Ticensing decistons regarding South Texas
Project, Consequently on Nevember | + 1987, NRC staff reviewers were
permitted to ses brief suwaries of the allegations in the possession of
GAP, An attempt was made by the techrical experts present to 55088 the
safety u’niﬂccm of the allegations, Unfortunately, the {rformation .
made available to the staf?f was 1o lacking 1n specificity that mo comely-
sfons on safety slonificance cou'd be resched. . In order for the NRC gtaff
to gein access to mere detat'ed Information, arrancements were dgreed ypon
for the WRC technical sta*f o visit the RAP offices in Nashington, 0.C.
The protocol for the NRC staff's work 0t the GAP offices war agreed upon
to protect, to GAP's satisfaction, the fdentity of individusls who have
rade the allegations. The MRC staff has complated 1tz prelimingry review
of the Information made svailabdle by GAP as described below within the
fromevork of agreements reached with RAP thus far. In acdition, 1t is
urderstood that CAP has provided the Office of hvnt!,utiom {01 allece-
tions of harassment and Intimidation and wrongdoing. To assure that ol
CAP fdentified allegations are reviewed and evaluated, the WRC Safety
Significance Assessment Team (SSAT), which wAS tsembled to perfore the
Inf29a1 review of BAP's records, wil) forward to N1 ANt allegations that
they reviewed and categorized as harassment and intimidation or vrongdoing,

iFobad- .
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INITIAL KPC STAFF REVIEW DF AL|EFATIONS

An NRC team was essemblec, referred hereinafter os the SSAT (sofuty
sfonfficance astessment team), to review SAP records of ‘nterviews with
sllegers (referrad by AAP a3 concarned incividuals (CIs)) are fndiyidys)
allegations that FAP enumerated from the fnterviews.. Enclosure ? presents
the KRC SSAT participants as ve)) as the disciplines that were fnvelved in
this fr9tial review of GAP's allegations documentation. As a reed, FR(
SSAT reviewed GAP'S records at 's officas in Washingom 0.C., These
recores consisted of eudfo tapes of most of the interviews conducted by a
GAP comsultant with the Cls, the consultant hand-written text extrapolated
from the tapes, and allegation data sheets that contsined esch allegation'y
unfque alpha-numeric code and a brief description of the concern.

The GIF tonsultant's handewr'tte™ text was assembied 1in numbered file;
which contained reference materinls related to Megations, There are
soprorimately 30 files with varying quantities of text and reference ’
materials and two-3 ring binders containine the 576 {ndividual W1 legation
data sheets, GAP has catesorized the allegations into the following
areas: safety-related, 1nt‘ni«t1¢n end harassment, wrongdaing, and nom
sefety-relzted. Enclosure 3 presents the Categorization and designa-
tion of allegations used by GAP,

The ¥RC fnftial screenino was performed by NRC SEAT members with sxpertise .
fr particular aress of corcern: mechanica) eroirgaring, electrical
enqineering, civil/structural engineering, Ouality Assurence and Control,
and management: (Including the safetverelated aspects derfved from harqssment
and ‘rtimidation, and wronodoing concerns),

The GAP consultant was availadle to the team to explain whare and how
the records were kept and assembled ond to answer ey questions for the
team,

SSAT merders reviewed sach aliepation, 1ts associated {nterview text
nd re‘arence material file 4n their area nf expertise. Screenirg alseo
included Tistening to selected audio tipas. to verify the accurscy of the
written text extrapoiated froe them, |

The results of the SSAT review and initial screening ware documented and
fdentified by allegatior number. Each SSAT mewder wrote a brief

description of esch allegation as fdenti“ied by RAP's consultant and
indicated 1f the concern sppeared to be safety-related ar non satety-related.
Also, SSAT membe~t noted (f other disciplines may be involved with &
particular aliegation and whether the C! needs to be contacted for
sdditional information,

Generall -. tﬁo SSAT's inftde) scrnﬂn’ determined that a darge mafority
of the alTecations lacked specificity in identifying & particular Tocattion,
componant . or systew about which *the C! was concerned.

The Individual SSAT membar's dats way whined and recatecorize into
alTeontion oroups: Mecharica); Flectrical; Civi)/Structura); QA/OC:
Herassmant and [ntimfdation; Wrongdoing;, NRC Region 1V; and. Manaoement

art
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fssves. ' Each category has severs! subsets that was use? to SDeCi’y more
slosely, frsues that esch a)lrcation appears to be ddcressing, Enclosyre
4 {dentifies the a'lugation groups used hy the NRC SSAT,

COMPILING ALLEGATION BATA

A brief suwmary was prepared for each allegation that was made avatiable
by RAP. Three files cuntaining dpproximately 50 allegations have been
withheld by GAP due to confidentiality concerns on the part of the

alleger.

The allegation sumwaries Mave been entered ‘nto a computerized cata base
tlong with the SSAT'g preliminary catecorization of the safety significance
of the ellegation, the ’mﬁ'(" of common or Limilar aVlegations, and
detarmination whether the & leger must be rontacted to provide specifie
1?:orﬂ:un needed by the SSAT to detervine the safaty significancs of the
sllagatior, .

GAP's inftfa) categorization of these AlMegations Tisted ¢unlicate concerns
under different review disciplines. Recavse of this, the $SAT inftfally
had to consider approximsrely 700 concerns. When thess duplications were
reconciled there were £7¢ concerns, representing the same number of
t1Tegations, {dentifind by 2AP, oOf these, 159 concerns are varfations of
an Initial concern realatine additions) facets of the origina) concern such
s possible documentation problems, or Intimidation or harassment related
to or caused by the fnitfe! concern.:

The remaining comcerns Mave been combined inte croups with similar cerceras
(allecations) and will he ravieved together to assure that the magnitude
of each fssue it recoanized and that corwon concerns are detected, Also,
the groupisre 0f the concerns wil) ePSUTR 2 certain degree of protection of
the identity of allegers. In adcition, FAP wil) advise whethar the
tilegations withheld from Wec review. because of ressons of ernfidentiality
Or becsute they involved members of the Nor staff, are covered by ihe
establieted NRC SSAT allegatien groupt. The NPC s1lecation {concarn)
grouping scheme 13 shown 1n Enclosure .,

The SSAT's primary effert will be expended on these allegations that

dre identified as sa“sty-related concerns. These fssues will be inftially
txamined to determined whethar they could affect criticality or powsr
pscension either hecause these operations could represent unacceotadle
safety risks due to the alleger's concerns or because the allegation
would be uninspectable after the plant sterts Up. Following this, the
rost sefaty significant allecations will be fdent{find and reviewed in
detail by the SSAT,

Fecause there 13 very Yittlg Specificity Included n the GAP allegationy,
't s imperative that the SSAT contact the d17ecers and ask them to
‘denti?v specific locetinng, svstems, or components that exhibit the come
Aitiers that they allege to erist at Sovth Texas ’rotect so that the staff
can substantiate the allegers concer. ar conclude that the concarn has been
satisfactorily corrected.
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ALLEGATIONS SELECTED FOR STTE INSPECTIONS

Faclosure § Yiste the 10 primary allegations that the SSAT wil) frvesticate
at South Texas. fnclosure 6 1ists the secondary allegations that will alse
be considered along with thase primary allegetions dur to thelr
timilarities to the primery allegation,.

Out of the 576 GAP allegations enumerated, orly those 16 concerns
identified In Enclosure 6. 43 "specific® can be tied to A speci®ic
Tocation, =ystem, or comporant. The rast refer only in nnonl teres to
{tems of concern. [t 11 therefore frperative that the SSAT contact the
AlTegers 4in the remaining concerns to rbtain enough specific ‘nformation
to conduct a detailed review. Some of the GAP's allecers wi'l require
;'M’t l’c:nﬁdntulm tgreement ba completed by NRC before *they agree to
e) with us,

I an alleger cannot be contacted or 1f the contact yie'ds no additiorsl ¢
specific Information to focus the dnvestigation or a particuler systewm,
component or location, the fndividual alvegation will be dispositioned as
unsubstentiated and the rml subject matter wil) ba pursued further
only 1f other ralated al'egations provide some basis to assume that thers
fs validity to the concern.

In addititn to the SSAT fnspection on site, other sources of information
such as Regiona) frspection reports pertaining to the. resotutior of South
Texes Profect allegations, MRR {nspections dats and safety avaluation
reports, the Ticensee's SAFETEAR records, ard other documentstion that
currently exfsts will be reviewed to detarwmine vhether they provide anry
additiona] information related to an alleger's concern. These tupplements)
investigations »11) not focus explicit)y om an Individua) allecer's
corcern, thay will al30. Include other unrelcted fssuss such that the
d17eger's identity will' be protected, 1f recuired.

SEAT INSPECTION ROLE

The SSAT will {nspect the selected GAP al'egations it the South Terss
Profect (STP) site. The SSAT consfsts o experts in construction and
fnspection activities fn nuclear Dowar plants. The proposed organization
o the WRC Inspection team, as well as the fnspectrrs names and their
sssignsents are presertes In Encloture 7. The staff selected for the
inspection tesm are the same individuals that parformed the initis)
review, evaluation, and screening of the allegatfons., Given the time
remaining to prepare for the inspectior and the geners! non-specific
nature of the alleqations, the use of thess exparienced reviewers ot
fnspection team members will greatly facilitate the effort.

A major comcarn of the allegation review and {nspection process is the
protection of the confidentiality of the allegers (concerned Individuals).
Arra nts will be made ta contact the allegers by GAP, 17 recuired,
the NRC will draw-up any confidentiality agreewents with the allegers,

e L



In addition, the Inspection plar wi'' consider combinire nther relyted or
unrelated concerns with the selectad GAP ¢1legations to ensure that the

substance of the allegations does not reves] the idertity of these a)legers

recuesting confidentiality,

A detatled inspection plan will be prepared by the SSAT leader and its
Omt{ with assistance from the tesm membars. [ngpector guidance will be
established prior to the commenceseni of the frspection to assure congise
tancy in the inspection process. Frphasis will be placed en root cause

detarwinationrs of any substantiated *Vegations. including the {dentifica-
~ tion of any gereric Implications.  To further facilitate the selected
t17egation resolution process. the SSAT wil) wtilize avatlable Regton ¥
{nspection reperts on disposition of 0 )egations, s well as any NRR
inspection reports and safety evaluation reports for 7P,

T™he follewing tantative schedule 13 proposed for this Yrspection effort:
*  ODecember 28, 1987 - Junvary 1, 1988 ’
« Inftia) plumin'
= Selection of GAR allegations te be fntpected
= Salection of inspection tesrm members
= Present {dentified allegations to be "nrctnl to AP
(A11°the above actions have been cospleted
i Janyary 4 <« P, 1988

- Detatled inspection planning and inspector guidance preparation
= Arrangemants with GAP to contact a)legers

' Jarvary 11 - 18, 1988
« Interview allagert 42 WRC {3 successful in arraroing interviews.
threugh GAP
= Tentative start of onsite fospection depending on number of
allegers to be fnterviewed
" Jamvary 18 - 22, 1988
- Onsite Inspection of selected a)lecations.
. January 25 « 76, 1988
- Susmary of allegation inspection results
*  Jenvary 25 - February 3, 1988
« Allegetion inspection repnrt preparation
. Februery 1, 1988

= Tentative Corwission briefing on ful) power Yicense
for STP, Unit 1

=
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SOUTN TEXAS PPOVECT l&t!“?]ﬂs

SA SIGNIF CE MSSESSMENT T\ yrwRens
INVOLVED IN THE INITIAL PEVIEN OF GAP RECORDS
MEMRER ORGANTZATION DISCIPLING
Paui 0'Connar PO~ TV/NRR: Project Vanager
- Edward Tomlinson PO IN/NRR T Beed, Iest. § Mige.
Jat Fajan EMEB/NRR ! Mecharical s
Pomuald Lipingkt ESAR/NRR Civil/Structyrs
Hansrej Ashar ' ESGR/NRP Civil/Structum! .
Jieve Dyrr Region I QA/0C
Patrick Milang oF /e
Richard Correda LOAB/NRR | . th/0C
George Joheser oTe/NRR | Ve léing
Jose Calve PDTW/NRR

Project Mrector

Soolnbtaddbe ok -



Enclosure 3

SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT ALLEGATIONS

GAP ALLEGATION CATEGORIZATION AMD DESIGNATION
——— TR TN B0 GRS IGNAT ION

H- Fire Protectice
I~ GA/QC/N-5/Systens

SECTION® ¢ DISCiPLINE CATEGORY ALLEGATION __RELATER ALLEGATIONS
[ - Safety Malated A- Piping/Mech/Inst a. Hordware 0001 -9999+* 2, .2, .3, ete.
=5 8- Electrical - d
IT - Intimid/Marass. C- Civii/Structural -
D~ WVAC b. Doc./Drwgs. .
11 - Wrengdoing €- Engr/Design c. Insp./Testing ¢
F- Pracureseat/Purchas . .
IV - Non-Safety Rel. G- Equipment Qualir. d. Other i
«t

*  Mote: MRC allegation mumbers use Arabic numbe
& compulsrirzed data base.

Comp letion
J- veiding

N- Generic (al) disc)
0- Personnel

'-

@ Training

R- MRC

X~ Qualification of
Personne

Y- Bechtel :

1- Document Contre)

‘
EXANPLE
I A a - 0001= Safety related/Piping/hardware
& . specific allegation nusber

|
1ADb - 00011 (same), subset docusentation

!

nlWOrmuuh-.n-nlsuVuﬂ‘uumof

"% Allegation mmders are cross referenced to actual GAP ali&..uci aﬂw '

“. ‘.'-‘c".'ﬁh‘:’a: ‘J . E ‘ ‘0
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SOUTN TEXAS P T A T

NRC SSAT ALLEGATION GROUPS

HANICA PIP

1. PIPING | A Pipe

8 Mydro
2. VALVES A, Limitorgue

) 8. Ipstallation __

3. MATERIALS A Traceadd 1 ity

8 Compatadbility
4 WAL A, Procoresent

8 Installation
5.  SESIMIC QUALIFICATION
6.  FASTENERS A, Countarfeit/Foreiga
7. WELDING © A, Weld Rod

8. Qualifications
0. OTHER
ELECTRICAL
1. SPLICES A, Raychew
2.  CABLE AND CONDUITY
3. INSTRUMENTATION |
4. ENVIRONMENTAL QUALIFICATION
0. OTHER

C. Configuration
0. Chloride Contamination

€. Minaing

.. - -—

C. Fabricetion
0. Testing

C. WValder ID
0. Traceadility

. e Bt s, B



T o »om

SIVIL/STRUCTURAL
CONCRETE

SOILS

COATINGS

OTHER

w« e AN — - T S W BB - —
DESIGN CONTROL

PROCUREMENT

DOCUMENT CONTROL

QC INSPECTION

Inspection Records
Travellers

Mold Point

Authorized Nuclear Inspector
NCRy

ASBUILT ve DESIGN

SYSTEN TURMOVER |

H]
6
7. FSAR/SPECIFICATIONS
8
0

D W N e

W N e

mon®»

PROCEDURES .
OTHER

MARRASSMENT & INTIMIDATION (SAFETY RELATED ISSUES ONLY)

WRONG DOING (SAFETY RELATED ISSUES ONLY)

NRC
BANAGENENT

1 H

2. BECHTEL

3. EBASCO

4. INTERMECH

5. PERSONNEL PRACTICES
8. TRAINING -

7. SAFETEAM |

0. OTHER

E

‘ .:‘"" . -

Y
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VIII,
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Aclosure €

SOUTH TEYAS FROVECT ALLEGATIONS

PRIMARY ALLERATIONS SELECTED FOR IMEPECT!ON

Mechanice! Piping 14a-0560 - CI eoncerned with the ouality of pipe
Joints,

Velves - 100-0563 - CI corcerned that sany valves are installed
backwards,

HYAL « Wa-0356 - C! concerned with adecvacy of NVAL walds.

Fastaners « 1Fe-0082 - CI concerned that counterfeit fastenars are
instalied at STP,

Welding - 1080130 « C1 concerned with the adequacy/quelity of vel< -
rod used at STP,

Flectrica) Cable/Instrumentation « 1Re-0119 . Cl concarned with the
ddequacy of Raychew splices at STP,

A) Civi)/Structura)l 1C4-0638 « . CI concarned with concrete drilling
through rebar,

E) 1Ca-04%4 - C1 concerned with crack fn bottom of fue) hand'ine
building.

Coatings « 1Ra-0059 « C! concerned wiith coatings uted on the
structures and equipment, .

QA/OC = 172-0A01,1 « C1 concernad with "as buflt* v, "8y derigned*
configurations of walves. .

NRC/Recton TV « 1A0-0554 - CI called WPC severa) times cencerning
certair problems and had mo return response.




Enclosyre €

SOUTY _TFXAS PROJECT ALLEGATIONS
$ DARY ALLFRATINNS

CATEGORY - WECHAN]CAL/PIPING

ﬁ"natigg No.

1A3-0860

Ye-0162 g
1820107

1Eg-0754

1Pe-r278

1Ea-0556

e300

1E0-0556

Wa 0432

YALVES

1Aa-05€)3
UAe-0C81
‘h’wo’ . ‘
Aa-0445

""S"!S‘E

Defictent Pipe Joints -

Pipe to Tank Conmections

Filrer Screeny: 1n NSSS Loop » foecific (sp,)
Installation of Pumps, Velves, Instruments
Installation of Purps, Yalves, Instrumenrts
Insta))lation of Pumps Valves, Instruments
“team Generstor mw’mm (u.)
Insteation of 5, Yalves, Instrumems
Pipe Matertals (sp.)

Volve Installation (See 10g-075¢ tbove)
Valve Painterance /3p,)

Valve Installation

Yalve Iretallation

MATEPTALS  (Covered under other categories)

“YAC

1Ca-0046 .1
10e-0109
1Pe-0117
10a-0296
10a-033?
'u"'O,“
100504
1Ah-0714
Me-0619

Muctwork Nelds

HYAC. Trstallztions

MYAC Materia) Treceahility
WYAC. Instellations

KVAC. Seal Materia' 7gp.)
NVAC, Welds

MYAC. Damper /s5p.)
WAC.M“?“‘

WYAC Instaliation

(fee 103-029¢)

= T L



FASTENERS

illegatione Mo,

TAg-0C26
1Fa 0048
\Fa-C0Re
la-0387
"Fa-0011
1Fa-008€2
1Tes0082
Ya-0087
We-0132
1Fa-0164
‘F.'om . ‘

T ———4 . — >

R R L L R

WELDING

Wa-0104
V=130
17¢-08N
U..“.'.' N ‘
\0a-0120
Waeh10?
102.0354,2
Wb-008)
1;(’%

ELECTRICAL TRr COMPONENTS

1Ba-C110
1Ra-r17§
10s-0849
182 -0008
1Fe-0409
Aa-0126
1Ea-0465
1Ay 0546
1Aa-128

— -

CIVIL/STRUCTURAL

1Ca-0€38
Ca-0494
1Cc-014
214.0121.1

Qescripeion

Bolts Installation
Bolt Traceabt)ity

Bolt Tracesdility

Rolt Installation

Bolt Traceabi ity ame-- e
8ot Traceabtifty

Rolt Traceability (5p.)
Rolt Traceability

BoIx Tracesdildty

Bolt Traceahility

Ro'® Traceadildity

Weld Pod Traceability
Weld Rod Traceedility
Welders

Weldery
Velders
Neld Rod Tracesh ity

Cadle Installations

Cable Installatiors

Cable Insta)lations

Cable Tnste!lations

Cable Installatiens

[ncore Instrumentation

fhielding for Panels (gp.)
Instrument Valves (gp,)

Flow Transmitter Insta'lation fap.)

Concrete Prilling
gg?frcto Settiements (3p.)
FiN

. & okl

e -



(PATINGS

Alleqation Mo, seriptd

16a-0059 Coatine Traceability/Appication (sp.)
Qa/¢

114-0040 - . Configuration Control

1Fb-0C24 Corfiguration Contre)
TTa=0601,1 Configuration Contro)

1Eb-0612 Confiouration Control

1I1b-0708 Fonfiguration Contro!

1Ib=0751 _ Confiovration Contro!

10b-0M90 : Recrwds

16a-314 S. 6. Inspection

1Eb-159 Pipe Whip RPestraint Inspection
160-0159.2 Pipe Whip Restrgint Inspection
1Ja-0284 FYAC Wald Inspection

1Eb-0§1? Support Irstallation Inspection
1Ab-0174 HYAQ Instellation Inspection
1Cb-06328,1 Concrete Dril11ing Inspecties
NRC/TTY
154-0267.1 Confidential ity
1Aa-0854 Defictencies (sp,)
1700888

Nefictencies (sp.)
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