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MEMORANDUM FOR: V. Noonan, Project Manager
Comanche Peak Project .

FROM: H. Livermore, QA/QC Group Leader
Comanche Peak Project

SUBJECT: ALLEGER FEEDBACK ACTION ITEMS
I

REFERENCES: Attachment I, letter H. Livennore to V. Noonan, 3/22/85,
Subject: Staff Commitments.

Attachment II, letter V. Noonan to H. Livermore, 4/3/85,
Subject: Alleger Feedback Action Items (Reply to attach-
menti).

Action items listed in Attachment II have been assigned numbers 1 through.11.
Resolution of these items by the QA/QC Group is as follows:

'

1. The alleger stated that additional Document Control Center stamps were
being used by other groups.

The TRT QA/QC Group does not find it necessary to track down other
stamps. We have already. determined that TUEC used the stamps in an
uncontrolled manner without benefit of procedural direction (AQ-19).
Additional examples of stamps being used will not change our finding..

No action required.

2. Alleger asked for a total number of documents examined and in what time
frame.

The TRT QA/QC Group feels that SSER AQ-19 will address the subject
adequately and will stand on its own. A separate total count and time
frame is not necessary.

No action required.

3. In regards to QC training and qualification, the Alleger requested the
NRC talk to two specific people. The Alleger stated he/she would locate
the people. The Alleger has not located the people or contacted the
QA/QC Group. When onsite, the QA/QC Group attempted to contact one of
the subject people. The TRT was informed by staff that the person was
not available,
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The QA/QC Group has detemined that any additional findings frca these
two people would not change our findings. Enough other QC inspectors
were sampled to conclude our findings on the training / qualification area.

No. action required.

4. Alleger requested information on safety classification of fuel pool liner.

TRT staff action required.
.

No action required oy.QA/QC Group.

5. Alleger was to send NUREG information to Mr. Noonan.

TRT staff action required.

No action required of QA/QC Group.-

6. Original allegation was that material was illegally upgraded frcm ~-

non-Q material by use of interoffi e memo. The alleger stated thatf
concernwasmisinterpretedang'realconcernwaswithtrendingort
upgrading of material.

The QA/QC Group notes that the original concern was not misinterpret .

Trending was never mentioned in any of the Alleger's previous testimony.'

The QA/QC Group notes that only problems and discrepancies are trended in
order to obtain correction action. Normal activities of upgrading material,
per procedure, would not require trending.

The QA/QC Group feels that SSER AQ-5 addresses the matter of upgrading
material adequately, and that trending in general will be adequately
addressed in Executive Summary.

.

No action required.

7. The Alleger asked the TRT if the NCRs in regard to tubing traceability
and color coding were reviewed.

The QA/QC Group has detemined that SSER AQ-40 addresses the subject of
tubing color coding and traceability adequately. The QA/QC Group notes
that CMC was issued that solved TUEC's tubing traceability problems (not
NCRs).

The Alleger also requested who the TRT talked with onsite in regard to
tubing traceability. The QA/QC Group considers thi:: information as
private.

The QA/QC Group does not consider it necessary to chase down any more
infonnation on tubing color coding traceability as SSER AQ-40 stands
alone and is adequate.

No action required.
.

t
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8. The Alleger asked the question if it was necessary to maintain trace-
ability on weld filler material on non-ASME welds - specifically the fuel
pool liner welds.

The QA/QC Group notes that this question has been addressed by the Piping /'
Mechanical Group SSERs.

The QA/QC Group notes that 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion VIII, requires
traceability of all safety-related material, not just AMSE.

Action required: Piping / Mechanical Group owes the A11eger an answer.
.

9. Original allegation was that safety-related eye bolts were fabricated
without any instructions or documentation. QA/QC SSER AQ-77 addressed
this allegation in its entirety. No specific examples were found,
although the TRf did conclude that the fabrication shop was manufacturing
parts without drawings and instructions. The A11eger now states he/she
can point'out a specific example if allowed onsite. The QA/QC Group feels
that the A11eger may be confused with the use of non-safety threaded rod
installed in the plant.

The QA/QC Group position is that a specific example is not needed at this
time since the SSER did find a generic problem with the fabrication shop.
The QA/QC Group feels the SSER may be released as is, but that a phase 2
followup 'with the A11eger is required. Any ncteworthy additional infoma-
tion will be added in an SSER Supplement.

No action required at this time. Future A11eger contact recomended.

10. Alleger requested the numbers of 14 procedures that the Licensee had
revised. The TRT QA/QC Group does not have a record of these procedure
numbers as 13 had nothing to do with the original allegation of changes
required of ASME documentation review. SSER AQ-116 adequately addresses
the original allegation in regards to Procedure CP-QAP-12.1.

No action required. The QA/QC Group cannot support the A11eger's request.

11A. A11eger stated he/she had an IR with a forged signature that he/she would
provide to the NRC. Mr. Zudans of NRC stated he would pick it up the
following day.

TRT staff action required.

No input to QA/QC Group has been performed as of this date.

11B. A11eger requested the effectivity date of the current IR procedure requir-
ing trending of irs. The requested information is CP-QP-18.0, Rev. 19,
dated 7/10/84.

TRT staff action required to forward information.

.
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In sumary, no QA/QC Group action is required. TRT staff action is required
for action items 4, 5, 9,11At and 118. TRT Piping / Mechanical Group action is
required on action item 8.

**

DL4MGL G
H. H. Livemore
TRT QA/QC Group Leader
Comanche Peak Project '-

*

cc: C. Poslusny
A. Vietti
L. Shao
J. Calvo
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i.: MEMORNiDUM FOR: V. Noonan, Project Manager }i, Cc=anche Peak Project
v .

FROM: H. Liver = ore, QA/QC Group Leader
' ..; Comanche Peak Project1.

^?
i; . SUBJECT: ALLEGER FEEDBACK ACTION ITEMS

*$
-_ REFERENCES: Attachment I, letter H. Livermore to V. Hoonan, 3/22/85,

.F Subject: Staff Cocmit=ents.
@.
5'} Attachment II, letter V. Hoonan to H. Liver = ore, 4/3/85,
p.: Subject: A11eger Feedback Action Items (Reply to attach-
,

menti).p
.c

ti.
Dj Action items listed in Attach:aent II have been assigned numbers 1 through 11.
[j. Resolution of these itens by the QA/QC. Group is as follows:
9..

n 1. The alleger stated that additional Document Control Center sta=ps were
,D being used by other groups.
.i -
'

D The TRT QA/QC Group does not find it necessary to track down other
.I sta=ps. We have already determined that TUEC used the sta=ps in an
ff

uncontrolled manner without benefit of procedural direction (AQ-19).
p Additional examples of stamps being used will not change our findings.
r.

Q. No action required.
te
b 2. Alleger asked for a total number of dccuments examined and in what time
y frame. |
e ..

Y The TRT QA/QC Group feels that SSER AQ-19 will address the subject
y' adequately and will stand on its own. A separate total count and time

iU._
frame is not necessary.

,9 No action required. ./

;- 3. In regards to QC training and qualification, the Alleger requested the'

; - NRC talk to two specific people. The Alleger stated he/she would locate
the people. The Alleger has not located the people or contacted the'

QA/QC Group. When onsite, the QA/QC Group attempted to contact one of-

,1 the subject people. The TRT was informed by staff that the person was
not available,

:
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~ The QA/QC Group has determined that any additional findings frc:a these
7,. two people wuuld not change our findings. Enough other QC inspectors

were sampled to conclude our findings on the training / qualification area.}-
,:. .

.f ho.jiction required.'

%

!
4. Alleger requested information on safety classification of fuel pool liner..

'

TRT staff action required. -
*

*

s

"l i- No action required by QA/QC Group.

5. Alleger was to send NUREG information to Mr. Hoonan.,.;
p TRT staff action required.
g

b
Y.

No action required of QA/QC Group.
-

*

Original allegation was that material was illegally upgraded frca Q@to _~
1

.
.

i 6.
non-Q material by use of interaf.ficp memo. The alleger stated that'

$ concern was misinterpreted anc. - real concern was with trending of tEs"
3

f upgrading of material.
-

b The QA/QC Group potes that the original concern was not misinterpreted."

i Trending was never mentioned in any of the Alleger's previous testimony.
f.;f The QA/QC Gruup notes that only problems and discrepancies are trended in
? order to obtain correctiun action. Nor=al activities of upgrading material,-
j per procedure, wuuld not require trending.
U The QA/QC Group feels that SSER AQ-5 addresses the matter of upgradingU material adequately, and that trending in general will be adequa:ely-'

addressed in Executive Sumary.,
.

'.

..
. ' -. No action required. ,

7. The Alleger asked the TRT if the NCRs in regard to tubing traceability
and color coding were reviewed."

The QA/QC Group has deter =ined that SSER AQ-40 addresses the subject of
'

tubing color coding and traceability adequately. The QA/QC Orcup notes
-

that CMC was issued that solved TUEC's tubing traceability problems (not
NCRs).

The A11eger also requested who the TRT talked with onsite in regard tc
tubing tracecbility. The Qi/QC Group considers this infonnation as'

private.

The QA/QC Grcup daes not consider it necessary to chase down any mora
infon::ation on tubing color coding traceability as SSER AQ-40 stands,

1

alene and is adequate.'
. .

No action required.-

} ..........
. orricap .............. ............. .............

............ ............. ,.............
..................... ...........................

. ............ ............. .............
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! ! 8. The A11eger asked the question if it was necessary to maintain trace-
g, ability on weld filler material on non-ASME welds - specifically the fuel

pool liner welds.-

!

| The QA/QC Group notes that this question has been addressed by the Piping /
Me'chanical Group SSERs.

._

.( The QA/QC Group notes that 10 CFR 50, Appendix B Criterion VIII, requires

| |:.
traceability of all safety-related material, not just AMSE.

! (!
Action required: Piping / Mechanical Group owes the A11eger an answer."

Y;

U 9. Original allegation was that safety-related eye bolts were fabricated
,y without any instructions or documentation. QA/QC SSER AQ-77. addressed
|'. this allegation in its entirety. No specific examples were found,
y' although the TRC did conclude that the fabrication shop was manufacturing

parts without drawings and instructions. The A11eger now states he/she( can point out a specific example if allowed onsite. The QA/QC Group feels
- that the A11eger may be confused with the use of non-safety threaded rod

, I;> installed in the plant.
:
M The QA/QC Group position is that a specific example is not needed at this
5 time since the SSER did find a generic problem with the fabrication shop.
t The QA/QC Group feels the SSER may be released as is, but that a phase 2

h'}
followup with the A11eger is required. Any noteworthy additional infoma-
tion will be added in an SSER Supplement.

7*
- No action required at this time. Future A11eger contact recomended.
e

~ ,.. 10. A11eger requested the numbers of 14 procedures that the Licensee had

! }<
, ; revised. The TRT QA/QC Group does not have a record of these procedure

numbers as 13 had nothing to do with the original allegation of changes
:* required of ASME documentation review. SSER AQ-116 adequately addresses
j the original allegation in regards to Procedure CP-QAP-12.1.

i

, . - No action required. The QA/QC Group cannot support the A11eger's request.'

'u
11A. A11eger stated he/she had an IR with a forged signature that he/she would-

! provide to the NRC. Mr. Zudans of NRC stated he would pick it up the
' following day.<

.-
!, TRT staff action ~ required.

No input to QA/QC Group has been performed as of this date.

11B. Alleger requested the effectivity date of the current IR procedure requir-
: ing trer. ding of irs. The requested infonnation is CP-QP-18.0, R.v.19,
; dated 7/10/84.

TRT staff actit,n required to forward information.

* * * * > '.............. ............. ......................... ............. ............. ..............

A"" > ............ ............. ............. .............. ............. ............. .............

............ ............. ............. .............. ............. ............. .. ....== ..
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In sucmary, no QA/QC Group action is required. TRT staff action is required>'

f- for action itects 4, 5, 9,11A, and 118. TRT Piping / Mechanical Group actior, is|

required on action iteci 8..,

.

f v.>w> -

H. H. Livermore
'

.
TRT QA/QC Group Leader
Comanche Peak Project'

,

.' cc: C. Poslusny.

A. Vietti.

1 L. Shao
'

J. Calvo
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MEMORANDUM FOR: V. Noonan, Project Manager
Comanche Peak Project

FROM: H. Livermore, QA/QC Group Leader
Coma'che Peak Projectn

SUBJECT: ALLEGER FEEDBACK ACTION ITEMS

REFERENCES: Attachment I, letter H. Livermore to V. Noonan, 3/22/85,
Subject: Staff Commitments.

Attachment II, letter V. Noonan to H. Livermore, 4/3/85,
Subject: Alleger Feedback Action Items (Reply to attach-
ment I).

Action items listed in Attachment II have been assigned numbers 1 through 11.
Resolution of these items by the QA/QC Group is as follows:

1. The alleger stated that additional Document Control Center stamps were
being used by other groups.

The TRT QA/QC Group does not find it necessary to track down other
stamps. We have already detemined that TUEC used the stamps in an
uncontrolled manner without benefit of procedural' direction (AQ-19).
Additional examples of stamps being used will not change our findings.

No action required.

2. Alleger asked for a total number of documents examined and in what time
frame.

Ad2
The TRT QA/QC Group feels that SSER)hf-19 will address the subject
adequately and will stand on its own. A separate total count and time
frame is not necessary.

No action required.

3. In regards to QC training and qualiiication, the Alleger requested the
NRC talk to two specific people. The Alleger stated he/she would locate
the people. The Alleger has not located the people or contacted the
QA/QC Group ,

hhen onsite, the QA/QC Group attempted to contact one of the subject
people. The TRT was informed by staff that the person was not available.
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The QA/QC Group has detemined that any additional findings /w%:-these
w

4

two people W u m would not change our findings. Enough other QC
inspectors were sampled to conclude our findings on the training /qualifi-
cation area.

.

No actich required.

Alleger requested information on safety classification of fuel pool liner.4.

TRT staff action required.

No action required by QA/QC Group.

5. Alleger was to se'nd NUREG information to Mr. Noonan.

TRT staff action required.

No action required of QA/QC Group.*

a +n
Original allegation was that material was illegally upgraded frcm s

6. The alleger stated tha M G M~
non-Q material by use of interoffife memo.real concern was with trending of theconcern was misinterpreted and
upgrading of material . -

The QA/QC Group notes that the original concern was not misinterpreted.
| Trending was never mentiened in any of the A11eger's previous testimony.

The QA/QC Group notes that only problems and discrepancies are trended in.

order to obtain correction action. Normai activities of upgrading material,|

per procedure, would not require trending.
.

*

The QA/QC Group feels that SSER AQ-5 addresses the matter of epgrading
-

material adequately, and that trending in general will be adequately
addressed in Executive Summary.

.

No action required.

The Alleger asked the TRT if the NCRs in regard to tubing traceability7.
and color coding were reviewed.

!
The QA/QC Group has determined that SSER AQ-40 addresses the subject of

t

tubing color coding and traceability adequately. The QA/QC Group notes
that CMC was issued that solved TUEC's tubing traceability problems (noti

'

NCRs).
I

! The Alleger also requested who the TRT talked with onsite in regard to
i
I tubing traceability. The QA/QC Grouo considers this information as,

;

!
private.

!
The QA/QC Group does not consider it necessary to chase down any more

! information on tubing calor coding traceability as SSER Qi-40 stands
-

alone and is adequate.
!

No action required.
;
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t

! 8. The Alleger asked the question if it was necessary to maintain
j traceability on weld filler material on non-ASME welds - specifically the
i fuel pool liner welds.

f The QA/QC Group notes that this question has been addressed by the
Piping / Mechanical Group SSERs.

The QA/QC Group notes that 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion VIII,
.,

requires traceability of all safety-related material, not just AMSE. |

Action required: Piping / Mechanical Group owes the Alleger an answer.
A4

9. Original allegation was that safety-related eye bolts wer abricated
without any instructions or documentation. QA/QC SSER - 7 addressed

,{; this allegation in its entirety. No specific examples were found,
' although the TRC did conclude that the fabrication shop was manufacturing

parts without drawings and instructions. The Alleger now states he/she .
} can point out a specific example if allowed onsite. The QA/QC Group
{

feels that the Alleger may be confused with the use of non-safety
i threaded rod installed in the plant. -

I
j The QA/QC Group position is that a specific example is not needed at
: this time.since the SSER did find a generic problem with the fabrication
j shop. The QA/QC Group feels the SSER may be released as is, but that a
j phase 2 followup with the Alleger is required. Any noteworthy additional
,! information will be added in an SSER Supplement.
+

j No action required at this time. Future Alleger contact recommended.

! 10. Alleger requested the numbers of 14 procedures that the Licensee had
revised. The TRT QA/QC Group does not have a record of these procedure

3
numbers as 13 had nothing to do with the original allegation of changes

i required of ASME documentation review. SSER AQ-116 adequately addresses
i the original allegation in regards to Procedure CP-QAP-12.1.
i

No action required. The QA/QC Group cannot suppcrt the Alleger'si

j request.

11A. Alleger stated he/she had an IR with a forged signature that he/she would
provide to the NRC. Mr. Zudans of NRC stated he would pick it up the;

j following day.
1

i TRT staff action required.
J

j No input to QA/QC Group has been performed as of this date.

11B. Alleger requested the effectivity date of the current IR procedure
requiring trending of irs. The requested information is CP-QP-18.0, Rev.
19, dated 7/10/84.

.

TRT staff action required to forward information.

.
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In sumary, no QA/QC G oup action is required. TRT staff action is required

p- for action items 4, 5,411A, and 11B. TRT Piping / Mechanical Group action is
| required on action item 8.

~

l

H. H. Livermore
r TRTQA/QC/roupLeader
4 Comanche Peak Project
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|
s

mgx 17-2 there's a set of tables that shcw you how much cercsit r is 7' ,

- I .I

acceptable to the length of weld, how this porosity. must .
!2 ,

| -

; !be distributed, what's the dif ference between the ccres. '

:3

I

There shouldn't be a line, these tyces of things. .#
t

O. Okay. trow , you, I guess, just recited the various5 |1
o *

indications that are used for inspection these welds.6 text ,

7 Do either of these codes, the ASE . Code ' r the | i. o
:,
.

!

AWS Code, specify a particular method for testing, i.e. just8

a visual method versus a --
-

'

A Well, there are several methods. You have te go tc10

differen,t sections of the ccde for different classes er'' ,

i

structures. Class I, of course, if you are in the pipinc or-12 ,

. .

[ systems of that type, the ceneral acceptance criteria is a f h.,

'3 ! Y
)] volumetric examinaticn by radiography. If ycu go te sc=e ofI' ,

s

15 the other st'ructural members, they may anni"i a m.ac carniclej
,

,

j ;-|
- '4 depending on the material invcived.;3 '6 or a liquid penetrant test, i

.
F

But the visual instection is cne of the easiest enes i- ;
k>

''
6 i

- - :
S*

to do and gives vcu a tremendcus a cunt cf information about i
is , ii

the quality of the weld. It's the crime leader in 10: king at
-

!-
i

|to
t
.

20 all these welds thamselves, hcw they're radc. :
:

. . . , ,, ,,.

,e.", m' W
,

s.#. .aw' , e .

: , h. ,.s 2.s all v:..sual, except where i.
.

n%; .w r *u^
. ?,q egg.- . -21 '

4s9 e : wx r, .sn r ;gwp 1?=vam .

specifically adds on by desien, by the designer, so it relies"2*
!

23 strictly on visual.
.

O Mr. Taylor, have vcu had an coportunity at any timea4*

|
while you were at Cc.anche Peak as a Senicr P.esident Inspector /jA

,

t 'S'

U.)
'

B

. ;.
'

,
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-

*

h h.
g[ .. ,3
. -p

I i.
L. ;

i: a

>'
: -:: 17-31 to review the OC/GA procedures for inspection of welds?

,.-
. .

,fjh(f[ | Yes,'I have.
'

(2 A
,

__.

l' 3 Q~ And generally, did the inspection criteria and 'the | . '

,i 1. -

!. , , .
type of inspection that was used cc= ply with the requirements :4

. ..

1. *

34 5 of the AWS Ccde and/or the ASME Ccde? '

l u .

r r . * ' g.'.'.1 6 A. .They match or exceed. , . .

, ...
-

3 ;

I 7 MR. MIZUNO: No further cuestions. '! |

x. . . .
l. ,.-

t
:

.{' 8 JUDGE BLOCH: Recross? k;o ;s:'!-!'

:,. .-

,,, r ,.
9 EXAMINATION iP.L %

f:( n - h n;. ,

(f,{{[fh{E{h] l- 10

- m _ (
.\; ' -

11 0 In regard to the total number of'succortsl locked
~

W .
'.

-

1 ~~ '
,M . ,

9f- 12 at in the north yard cable roca and the south yard tunnel,
.

' ' '
-

u ,

14 a*

[IE ' ''13rl how long did you spend on your inspections en each of these?
- .,

r.

e

ff,'d Id A. (?7itness Gilbert) About a half a day in the south .

:M
+v 7

15 yard tunnel, and about twelve hours in the' north c5ble '. 44+ ..
,

h'
l' to spi eadinc| recm.

-
, a*

{ 'Ig

[[ '1 i '

37q1 (Pause.) -1o
y: . 3

-

6

pi '8 0 Are sc=e of these supporrs a goed ways away frca ?; -
a .i.

.*n ,

',ID '' one another?'

..

y.,-
.

. . ,
,

e' 89 A ,I

A Yes.F -" i-

.| :I
:a

!. tLt

R
21 G Are some of them elevated? Ii' .

tt 34' ?.

g. 22 g,: Yes, they arbe. - l' h Ni
u. i.v,.

u . ::I.'5 23 0 Are sc=e of tne= difficult to get to?
..

M,<.
- ,d I.A. Yes.:: -

t ...
.,.. .

.), . ;
'

s 25 G So you iccked at rouchly cne every fifteen, twenty L
,

3- ,

'' 's

.I '.
; ,,.. ..'-It, 3 ,

S I
.,

*'
I

f' | |
to- i .

' !

> ; ,

( , e i-
,

._ -; g _ . _ _- --.-.- n - - m_-_________
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i
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f

( something like that, would you say, on an average 71

F mge 17-4 minutes, '

2 A It probably didn't take me that long, ,

:
'

the area which had been
3 0 When you were looking at I

i

could you g.ive us an idea of the range of sizes .

d welded, t

the amount of area that you had to
-
*.

5' that you had to look at,
p

I6 look at?

The amount of area depended on supports, how long !,
7 A i

I

it was, and these were I-beam type supports, and I looked8
i

, -

a ton both sides of the support.' . :
! o

I don't know how else to answer your question. |-
-

IO

Do you have an estimate of about how long and hcw ,

13 G ',
-

l '' wide the individual supports were?.

'3 MR. MIZUNO: Objection. This goes beyond th.e sccee [lIc(
< , '

:
F)- and in any case, could have been asked en-

'# iof redirect,
.

original cross-examination.15
A

tion_This was a follow-up to a cues10 "

~ * g I<

'I raised earlier. ,

18 MR. MIZdNO': Chairman' Blech? -
}'* ,

,

I
.

,t

It's a follow-up to the Scard's I" MR. ELCCH:
.

'

far age we going to go with this? <20 question. Ecw f
_ i

gygggggg g g@d I just want to find out how large thev21 .

,

- e .-

*

Our concern cces to the amount of time snent on this-,

I" were.

is actually cossible that he micht ha*1223 and whether or not it -
, .

| overlooked some of the carticular ones, because of the amCUS- 1na
-

'.
-

4

25 of time that was spent on them. f. I
[
[.
,

WW

}
.

6

a

. A* : q
. _ .

m,,w.



Mci
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I the intervenors to have the opportunity to present furtherg.
2 evidence on these ratters before we conclude our

.

3 proceeding. -

4 Please-continue, . k, (. :.
. .

. ,
, ,

.

5 All right. Another. possibility which

.m' . '
.;,,

i
- .

6 is that the'

J. s,

I conditions of the license would reflect whatever the Beard 4.
.. ..

8 decides finally needs to be addressed. We would urge, as we r
__ ~ -f

have in our jh[ kN Nt'J .ll'b that this not be done9 -
.

s
,

-

.,n_=. .. - . - . .-.

because {d_o * not feel that -the NRC_Regi.qn3Mffi,ce_tja,s7'
.

10

"

properlyamonitored,y::he construction ~iri~the"past and we ser
s.

11 t --

. %A L m;=q .. ; , ~sp.3 | ' - -- - - - - xm.m . .a ..- -

no'".,indicationg3 hat';1h'eyfNilEdd'~arbetter job. in,_the?-E
n . .....c- -

~.-

13 "fiiEdre a ,

.' ,r

14 These are some of the primary things that we had

13 thought of as possible ways for the Board to address this,
16 matter.

.

17 Now I would like to address specifically a few

la of the things that Mr. Reynolds noted. We have covered some

19 of them already.

20 I think that one of the things that should be-

,

( 21 emphasized is the importance of the Licensing Board. If one
i

22 were to buy the applicants' assessment, really there is no

{ 23 reason for the Licensi,ng .Ecard to exist or to be monitoring
.

24 any of this, As pointed out by former Judge Miller in the

|
25 September hearings to the staff, it is necessary for the

Q R'% 9 p{' b 4 :-
- * ~ ^

I

t )\An
TAYLOE ASSOCIATE 5'-

i

1623 i $7PIff, N.W. - SulTE 1004 N'

VA5H3HGTCH, DA 20006 aj

(232) 293 3950 Y

I .
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.

.

(
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,1 -

everybody identify themselves and passed around the sheet of pa r, but I'm

2 not positive about that.

h Q. What was the basis for your fei:.ing that tne NRC was not doing its

4 job?
~ ~

5 A. Because T' felt 0that.Mr. Taylor,:t.he tGC:Re'sident Inspector at"Comancheg
- : , ~ . .. :w . -

' ~

Peak"~w~isPnotrcatching'ths prob'lemsII knew'.w. ere occurring at"the plant all"the36
--

-

- - . . = . . . . .
- -

7 tim l As a' matter of fact, the whole time I worked there, I only recall seeinga
-te&J

8 him one time, And aid that only remembered seeing hiin

9 twice in the years as worked there.

10 Q. Did ycu tell the NRC investigators how you felt about this?
' '

11 ~ A. Yes. And I told the:n that that was another-allegation I wanted to .

12 make to them - that they should investigate the NRC itself. I specifically

told them that I did not want the NRC Resident Inspector out there told aboutg
14 my allegations before they actually checked out the' allegations thee.selves.

15 Q. And was Mr. Taylor told about your allegations before the investigators

16 checked out your allegations?

17 A. Yes. When Mr. Driskill atertochec:}into

18 further allegations, I asked him if he told anybody in advance that he was

19 coming to the plant. He stated that he had to tell Mr. Taylor that he was

20 ccming. I asked him if he told Mr. Taylor anything that I had told nim (Mr.

21 Oriskill) . He said that he had to tell Mr. Taylor kind of what was going on.

22 Q. You stated earlier that you were not supplied with a copy of I&E

23 .Repcrt 81-12 (Staff Exhibit 178) until CASE supplied you with a copy July 26.
!

h When were you supplied with a copy of the back-up " sanitized" statcNats and
'

25 notes taken by the NRC investigators regarding your allegations?

! O -

.

-

; .

r



-
.

k' , '.- E
. .-7-* - '

, .; ' .
*-

. ,

1 :' , .
- 4209

,

; - \

d- /*% e _ . . .

} -
- i.

,

~2 Q. Is a " sanitized" copy of the statement you signed 9/8/81 included

-Q as an Attachment to your testimony?
-

.)
'j 4 A. Yes, it's CASE Exhibit 666C-1 through 666C-5.

. .

2 5 Q. Is the handwriting of that statement your handwriting?
i

i4 '' 6 A. No. I assume that it's Mr. Driskill s.
1-

7 Q. Is the wording of.that statement your own wording?.
,

! I.' 8 A. No, it is not. It is the wording of Mr. Driskill. I asked him about
b ':.
J; 9 it and asked him if that was going to be the basis for his investigation. I

;

10 was concerned because it didn't contain all of the allegations and wasn't
,

,,
+- *;

- 11 really worded exactly the way I meant it. He explained that it was more
1 '

j 12 or less just a femality necessary.for them to. get the investigation started --
. -

" i r. , that they had to have sanething in writing signed by me in order to begin
.g

.

14 the investigation.;.
1. - - -

J - 15 Q. Did Mr. Driskill or Mr.- Herr explain to you what was meant by the
1

- 16 statement at the end of the statement, on CASE Exhibit page 666C-5, "I certify,

' 17 under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct." -- did

18 they tell you what the penalty for perjury is?

19 A. No, they did not.
__

h_hhkkkoh
~

Q. Was any written stat,m_nt taken fro20
~

I S % !n i M di d W M. d .'21
-

.
_

,,

I don't remember'gfgggy[(dif$QG22 A. Not that I recall.
~'

23 has stated to me that doesn't recall signing anything. Since there was
~e

Ds not a copy supplied with the "saniti:ed" notes on I&E Report 81-12, I assume>

2c there was not.

O
+ e

!

: I
i1

*

i
.I =* iw . .o. ma..._,r::::mm- .=. z,::w.=.n=w.?n: :x= >.tzu.=_- =, _ - : -...,..._.:: . . .:: . : .. . . -

, . . . . _ ~ . - - -

. .- . - . -- , . w . ; ... , - - - . - - _ _ - _ , - - - - - . . - . . - . . .
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f P3..o _ . _ . .

,f -Q. Are, the statements contained in your 9/8/81 statement true and correct?p
-,

| T2 A. Yes, they seem to be as far as I can tell from the " sanitized" copy
i

[&>y;; of the statement. I'm not sure that it's clear from the statement what I

4 meant about the hole in the ficor. I can't read some portions of the statement

.

5 because they've been blacked out. My primary concern is that many of the

[fdhhk.hhare not even contained in it.0' + 6
allegations made by

m.-

j:7 Q. Please tell us specific details about your concerns with the I&E

,d8 Report (81-12, Staff Exhibit 178). Please refer to CASE Exhibit 6660 page.

,f 9 numbers so it will be easier to follow.
>t
I if 10 A. On CASE Exhibit 666D-2, under " Areas Investigated," not all of the
[r

-

* 11 allegations are listed.*

k
|[-12 Q. All right. Let's save those until last and go through each allega-

$ -

fg
|f ' 14

tion first. . . . _ . _

,

A. On CASE Exhibit 6660-6, under Item 2, " Investigation of Allegation,

' 15 Allegation No.1," it states " Numerous pipe supports were fabricated utilizing

} 16 weave welds which are prohibited by procedure." There is one item referred
,

'

: 17 to in the " sanitized" notes which should be clarified. Where it stated that

18 '"deave welding violate the C-10 & A-10 welding procedures, as I knew it,"

19 C-10 and A-10 are actually codes for a welding process. The welding procedures

I 20 for the C-10 and A-10 welding process ccdes are iWilf,11065, and 10046.
buA

J 21 The precedure that states that weavenwelding is not to be used is CPM-6.9 //4 32.jj

} //* & $'s M /a s # (e *
22 This is also indicated on the Weld Parameter Guides issued fran the rod shack

23 ~ to each welder when material is picked up; if you go over the maximum bead

" S a. b "S u a e. o scill'A * ~ s Y'*' # b **[ width, ycu'd be weave welding. Or, IF Se-
mi1% g ch .*3 a. b- <,. s we bJ.[ w s. > <

25 Q. Who gave you your instructions about weave welding?'

.

*

, .

, 4 . W 9 .s *

(
^ ~ ~ ~ ~

. _ _ _ _ -
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'
'

I was told by my first welding instructorykhhk while I was
''

A.

I in the welding training center ing g g g g not to weave weld.2

h.g - When I was given the Cf5-6.9 procedure class , I was instructed by

1 '4 the instructor that weave welding was not allow 2d on the jobsite; I don't

i nimenter his name. This was around January 1980 or so. I don't5

56 remember the[ exact time. |y

7
'

,; .,

8;7 g ;( , . . ; 9i

$g N. - ,
__

"'

1|.,9.
t( , ,9

2-10
..

- -

{ ~,
"

| |.

]...,

t +; ;
'

.

a.-.
'

11. y.
' '

(L

. fl2
'

[
'

-

4- .. ..
.

. p:

7g i .
,. st 6

; 14 ~*
.

'

15 y _

= Au
~ -

-I 16 This was what I was rosa curing iiiy-training. -

h17 When I was in the field J # that

f 18 rather than run a bunch of little stringer beads to weave it in to build a .

19' floor since it was impossible to run stringer bead root passes because o,f the

20 size of the fit-up gap. At that time he also told me that it didn't make any

t 21 difference what was under the cap -- to just put anything in there that you

| , 22 could get in there (which sometimes consisted of breaking the flux off of the
.

23 rods, which he showed me how to do, and sticking a welding rod up in there

$} to run over to get your filler material in there) -- because what we can't

25 see, QC can't see. I was also instructed by him not to let QC see me doing
-

O
.

.

.

-
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MAR 2 21985

MEMORANDUM FOR: V. Hoonan, Director
Comanche Peak Project

FROM: H. H. Livermore, QA/QC Group Leader
-

,

SUBJECT: OPEN TRT STAFF COMMITMENTS

In the exit meeting with allegers conducted at the Granbury Inn on Dec.10,
1984, you and Mr. Zudans made comitments to perform additional work of an
investigatory nature. Most of the verbal comitments were made while
discussing the QA/QC group allegations (AQ) and therefore may possibly
delay' final release of the SSERs. These items are detailed in the transcript
on pages 23, 30, 81, 82, 83, 94, 98, 101, 102, 103, 107, 111-114, 121-123, 157,158, 163-165.

Please advise as to your or Mr. Zudans' follow-up or disposition of these
items.
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H. H. Livermore,
TRT QA/QC Group Leader

| cc: J. Zudans
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