o LATED CORRESPONDENGY

DOCKETED
BLFORE The USMRC

UNITED STATus
NUCLEAX ReGULATORY COMMLSSLION 86 SEP 22 P1:08
Berore tne Atomic Safety ana Licensiny soara

\
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Station, units L ana ¢,

CPRT DISCOVERY - ¥

enaix G

L. wvescrioe in precise detail tne circumstances unaer wnicn

the senior review Jveam \drl') directea tnat "a written aescription

OL yuality assurance measures controliing CPRI tnira-party
activities oe aeveiopea" (Appenuix u, pe L)

inciuae in your answer the followinyg:

a. laentity tne inaiviauais trom the SRT wno gave the
airection to estaoiisn the iaentitied Jualiity assurance measures.

0. laentiry aii tne aocuments that provide tne airection.

C. lQentiry tne time ana aate that tnese airections were

yiven,

4« Vescrioe 1n precise aetaii now it was aecided which

Criteria ana principlies trom LU CFR Part 50, Appenaix B8, were

feievant to tne PRI ertort.
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3. Descripe 1n precise detaii how tne CPRT guality
assurance progyram aescrioea in Appendlx ¢ Or revision 3 meets the
Joals of tne proyram as descrioed 1n tne statement made Dy w. G.

Counsii 1n niw Auy. lo, ivo>, letter to vincent nNoonan, in wnich

ne states (p. 3):

At 18 our view tnat tnese Steps ana tne Oyl,
taken toyetner with tne caretuliiy structurea
tnira party nature or tne CPRY progyram pian
itself, proviae a vigorous ana open process
wnicn meet tne reyuirewments of lvu CFR 2V,
Appenaix B, ana essentially gyuarantees 1its

inteyrity ana tnat or tne finai proauct ana
concliusions.

inciuae 1n your answer a aescrigtion, in precise aetail, or what
Mr. Counsii peilevea woula pe aaaed to tne CPRT generaily ana/or
Appenalx ¢ 1n particuiar tnat woula proviae a ovasis for this

Statewment ana that has not been added to tne CPRT generaily

ana/or Appenaix ¢ in particular.

4. wvescrioe i1n precise aetaii what Mr. Counsil meant in his
/AUgust 1o, iYe>, letter to Mr. Noonan wnen he statea tnat the
CPRY efrort wiili "meet thne reguirements or iu CFR su, Appendalix
8." For instance, was tnis intenaed to indicate tnat the
feéguirewents or tne proyram, i1f met, wouia proviae compliance

wWith ail tne aetaileu criteria or iv CFR Part 50, Appendix B¢

2+ Lescribe in precise aetaii what 1s meant Dy the
Statewent i1n tne summary at page 35 of Appenalx G tnat
"verrtormance to tne feéyuirements or tne yuality Assurance Program

will ensure nigh yuaiity stanaaras in accoraance with tne SR1s

angd 1Uelo manayement's expectations and commitments to guality,"”
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For i1nstance, was tn.s intenuea to w1ndicate tnat tne reyuirements

OL tne progyrawm, 1t met, wouid proviue compilance with ail tne

Jdectalleu criteria ot iv CFK Parc 20, Appenaix o¢

©. ldentiry aili IRI LSAPS tnat were onyoiny as ot Juiy 43,

i%00 1n tue “4iVii, bdtructurail, Mecnanicail, miecctrical, resting,

anu Miscellaneous yroups.

/« UL tne lsArs iaentitiea aoove, proviae tne cowmpietion
Qate or tne actual document review Or inspection process,
LXplanation: when aia the yatneriny Ot raw aata stop ana

the preparation or the Results Report beygins

0. BXplialn Ln precise cetail tne LOLllOwling statement trom
the Juiy <43, Llvoo, letter trow Counsil to nNoonan:
Inese as well as otner CPRI audit activities
are desiyned to ve 1n-process activities;
thererore, uniess specicic auait finainys
lnaicate a neea to audit cowmpieced TRT LsAp
activities, audits wilil not oe conauctea of

tne 1mpiewentation ot a TRT L3AP arter its
Resuits neport nas pbeen suomitted to tne sRrI

LOr review ana approvea,
Y. ldentiry ail tne "measures pEEVIOUSLy 1nstituted by the

orl" reterrea to in the lLast sentence on page 1 Or ctne July <3,

AYoL lecter,

V. wnat was tne oasis or tne SKi's aeterwination tnat tne
“CPRI' proyraw principies, impiementation regyuirements, ana
pOlicies ana yuivelines, i1n conjunction with tne aetailea
yulaance proviaed in eacn IKT L5AP are sutricient to ensure tne

MUality pertormance ot onl [SAY activities and resusts"ys



In proviainy tne answer, lagentity aii aocuments or oral

aavice (rrom whom) upon which tne SRI reliea.

41. @BXplain in precise agetaii what yuality assurance
lieasures were 1n place tor each of the compietea L5APS not
coverea by Appenaix ¢ ana iaentity wnat aocuments existed tnat
descrived tnose measures and/or were used to yovern or carry out

tnose measures, 1nciuaing procedures and training manuais.

l<. FOr eacn I[SAP 1dentifled above, explain the pasis upon
wnico tne CPRT 1ntenas torely to estaoiish the quality of the

WOLK pertrormwea,

43. Proviae tne vasis ror tne aecision wmaae Dy the SRI tnat
Adaitional guaiity measures "woula pe appropriate to ensure the

quality®™ ot tne LOC program.

laoentity ail aocuments, memoranaa, or any meetings at wnhich

this 18sue and dec1sion were discussea..

44. TO wnat extent, it any, dia tne SRY review the NRC
inspection record of tne exC proyram at tne Braidwood taciiitys

At tue nrC inspection record was consiaerea, iaentify the
pErson or persons wno performed the review and iaentity aiu

aocuments tnat were reviewea,

43, luenticry tne status or aii YUC activities at the time
the SKI requirea the QuC Review [eam to lipiement a yualiity

assurance progyram ror i1ts activities \P. 3).




-0-

lo. laentity thne process by wnicn tne Senior Review Team
Will review all audits ana corrective actions taken in response
to audits. Inciude in the response to tais Juestion tne

lgentitication or aiil procz2aures used to accomplisn tne review

‘Po e

4/. Bxplain tne pasis or tne statewent that "CPRT
activities associatea witn lLuplementiny these LoAPs were
yveriormea oy a swaii numoer of pPersuns 1n accoruance witn tne
principles ot tne CPxT Program Pian" (P. 4). Include in your
answer now tne CPRI nas any assurance that the work was pertormea

in accoruance with tne plan since tnere was no wA progyram tor the

plan,

i6. laentiry eacn or tne consulitations oetween the skl ana
the various Review leam Leaders tor the I'RT [SAPs tnat Led to the
aeterwination that "auaitionai liplementiny proceaures, proviaing

aetails or management controls Deyond tnat existing in the [SAPs

anu (PRI Program uocuments, were not requirea” (p. 4.

1y, laentiry tne pasis or tne RIL'S decisions to issue or
NOC €O i1ssue supplewental instructions for eacn IKT LSAP. Tne
answer snouid pe trom eacn indiviaual KRTL and shoula state what

aoCuments ne or she feviewea or uiscussions ne Oor sne naa to

feacn tnat dgetermination,

LV, For eacn iwy LSap laentirty now the quality assurance

Criteria regyuirements ot i1v CFR U, Appenalx ¥, are deait with.

FOr example:
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For exampie:
ISAP IL.A.s.

Agglxcao;cgNA Ilncorporatea

Criterion i NA inaepenaence not required
because not tne program of
record.

Criterion (1§
Criterion LIl
Criterion 1v
- v
- Vi ApplLlicaoie Checkilst ana proceaures,

s.ct. ‘.‘.o.
Vil

VIiIii
Ia
A

AL
ALl
011
ALV
AV
AVl
AVil
AVLILL

4l. Expiain i1n precise aetail tne basis tor excluaing eacn

Of the tolilowiny Appendix B criteria from tne CPRT:

Criterion Il = Desiyn Control
Criterion (V - Procurement Document Controi
Criterion vIl = Lontrol or Purcnased materials,

Ejuipment ana Services

laentitication and Control ot Materials,
Parts, ana Components

Criterion Ia = Control or sSpecial Frocess

Criterion x1 - Test Control

Criterion X1l Control ot Measuring and Test Eguipmentt
Criterion ALll Hanaiing, Storage, and Snippiny
Criterion Alv inspectin, Test, and Operating sStatus

Criterion VIIL

44, laentity an, other measures not aescrioed ir Appendix o
Upon wnicn tne Appliicants rely to uemonstrate that there 1s

assurance oL tne gualiity ot TRT ISAP activities,




€3. laentiry ana proauce ail audits ana/or 1nspections
conauctea i1nto tne CPKI prograw plan or any ot i1ts elements since
uctooer 1yd4. Tnis i1nciudes but 1s not limited to TUuGCo audits,
LNPU auaits, audits by the NRC inspectors, MAC, Brown & Root,

Stone « wWeoster, Comoustion tEngineeriny, EBASCO, TERA.

<4. In reyara to tne Overview wuality Team (Oyr), 1aentify
tne criteria upon wnicn tne SRT wisl concluage that "the iLevel of
CPRT activities no longer Justities tne neea for the OLT" (p. 2

<3, luentity the criter.ia Oy wnicn the Oyl wiil evaluate
tne i1mpiementation ot tne CPRT wA progyram "reiative to

acnievement"™ or tne oojectives Listea on pagye < ot thne Oyl.

4o, Identity tne "other measures" -- and identify ali
Qocuments that descrioe these measures and/or are usea in
lmplementing tnese measures, including procedures ana training
llanuals ==~ tnat assure the quality or tne following activities:

a. ORI activities;

D. Tecnnicali Review Ot results Reports;

€. Assessment or the CPRT Proyram Auequacy.,

/. laentity ana expiain the pasi1s on which the OuT willd
llake the determination as to wnetner personneli "are aageyuately

qualiriea ana trainea to pertorm their assiynea tasks" (p. J4).



<0. ladentity ana explain tne oasis on wnich the OyT wilil
fiake tne determination as to wnetner personneli "can perform tneir
dSSiyned tasks oojectively ana without intriuence trom prior

Oryanizational acriiiations” (p. ).

4Y. EmXxplain 1n precise detalli tne Lollowiny about the Oul's
Proceaure review, section 3.2 of tne oQT (p. 4):

4. HOwW are tne procedures to we reviewed by tne OuT
selectear

O. laentity tne criteria upon which tne OyT makes 1its
aeterwination on wnetner tne proceaure, 1if properiy 1mplementea,
"will acnieve tne ovnjectives ot tne WA proyram,"”

C. Is tne yA proyram reterrea to in tnis section the CPRY
WA proyram as descrioeda 1n Appendix G, or the site wA progyram?¢

@. EXplain in precise detail now tne OQT processes,
Comwents on, or yuestions tne procedurai i1mplementation, e.g., on

what torm are comments or Jyuestions recoraea?

3U. iIn reyaru to Section 3.3, "Auait Plans ana Record
Review," 1dentity the written torm Or procedaure upon wnich the
Uul will 10y any aesireaq additions or Changes with tne DAP and

WOl (p. 4).

J4. laentity tne written rorms or proceuures upon wnich any
areas ot aisayreement wiil pe reterrea to tne SRT tor resolution

‘yo ‘)o
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34. laentiry tne criteria the Oyl wili use to determine if

Selected audit plans are "adeguate"™ i1n regard to audit frequency,

timeliness, ana thorouynness (p. 4).

33. ldentity the process wnich records and evaluates the
Uul's concerns in tne event that the records review rererred to

in section 3.3 yenerates a yuestion from tne Oyl witn respect to

whetner or not auait oojectives were achieved (p. 4).

34. wxplain 1n precise detail tnhe reason that tne OyuT's
adaitional auaitors or 1nspectors "work under the airection ot
the DAP ana QUC proyram auait team ieawvers,” i1nstead of under the

Outl (pe 4).

35. laencity tnose auuits conauctea by tne A orgyanization
Of tne VAP ana YOC progyram review teams wnich tne Oyl members
Will participate 1n as observers (p. 4). How 1s this seiection

made and what criteria are used to make ite

Jb. laentity those overview inspection activities for which

the OyT wili pertorm airect observacions (p. 5).

37. ldentity tne written torms or aocuments on which the
Oyl wlil recora 1ts observations trom reviewing the activities

aescrioead 1n Secclion 3.5 ana 3.0 Ot the OyuT.

Jo. laentiry alli written rorms or aocuments upon wnicn the

Oul will 1aentity any proolems or i1ssues it pelieves need

resolilution,
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39. laentity tne criteria tne OuT will use to determine if
the work proaucts or yA activities are conducted 1n accoraance

wltn appllcaoie 1naustry standaras ana practices (p. 5).

40. Identity ana proviae ali Oyl open 1tems tracking sneets

alscussea i1n y3.11 tnat nave peen Completed to date (p. 6).

41. i@entity and provide ail periodic proyress and status

reporcs of tne Oyl ertort (Pe. 0).

44. ldentity the individuai(s) who are assiynea to the

pOS1tions listed on Figyure <.1 yA/yuC Review Team Organization,

43. In regyara to Fiyure 3.4 or tne CPRT wA/wC Review Team
wuality Assurance Matrix, laentity each Lu CFR pPart 59, Appendix
8, criterion that 1s not aeemed appliicaole to the yA/UC Review

Teaw Activities ana explain tne pasis for 1ts exclusion.

44. On page 26 of the MP plan, Rev. 4, unaer the
Procurewent pocuwment Control, section 4.y, 1t states thnat
"lcjertain procurements tor services were accompiished prior to
the estabiisnment ot this MP Pian.” For each or these
prtocurewencs, 1dentiry it ana provide the documents reviewed and
tne criteria oy wnich ERC determinea that there was proper

inciusion ot quality assurance reguirements,

45, Explain inprecise detaili what is meant Oy tne term

"non-contorming haraware and gocumentation® as usea 1in the Mp

Yian on payge 33,



4v. laentity wnat part or tne CPRT reinspection or nardware

dana aocumentation 1s not aone Oy tne yA/yC Review Team according

Lo tne MP Plan,

47. &sxplain 1n precise detail now a non-conforming

condition 1S Luentitied.

40. Tne MP Proyram states tthat tne DRs "are used only tor
wA/wC Review leaw mvaiuation purposes.” ldentity ail persons who

PEerrorm tne evaluations ot tne DKs.

4y. laentiry ail tne procedures usea to 4o the evaiuations

OL tne wrs.

V. EXxplaln 1n precise detail wnat trackinyg or trending ot

tne dericiency reports are aone.

4. 1s eacn nonconforming conaition, whether or not it is
determined to oe a deviation, documented on a aeviation report?

on any reports It SO, wnich one or ones?

4. BeXplain i1n precise aetalil tne process by which
aericiencies "unueryo an evaluation to verity vaiidity." Incluae

In your answer an i1dentitication of all the procedures usea tor

verityiny tne valiaity,

23. baplaln in precise aetail what 1s the aisposition or
the deviations tnat are deemed invalild accorainy to tne criteria

€xplalned 1n response to yuestion 54,
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4. EXplain in precise detail, including identifying, the
process tnat nas been estabiishea to ensure that rework or
repair 1s not aone until arter the safety siygnificance

evaluations 1s complietea,

23. lIagentity tne criteria used Dy tne S5SEG to aetermine
1L a geviation, 1f uncorrectea, woulia result in the 10ss of

Capapbiliity "to perrorm 1its intenaea satety function" (MP, p. 34).

0. laentity, by exampie 1if necessary or neipruli, in wnat
cases tne yA/yC Review Team Leaaer "may aesignate other Review
Teams responsibie tor conducting evaiuations for safety

Slyhiricance 1in lLieu of the SSuG" (MP, p. 34).

/. dave any cases arisen to aate in which other RTLS
conauctea tne safety signiticant evaluation instead of the SSEG?

It so, specify.

98. Descrioe 1in precise detail the requirements and
procedures tor conauctiny root cause and generic impiication

analyses or sarety siyniticant aericiencies.

9¥. Lescripbe in precise detail the regyuirements and
proceaures ror tne review and evaiu«tion of deticiency reports

"tor tne purpose ot laentityiny aaverse trenas" (MP Plan, p. 34).

oU. Describe ana explain in precise detail the difterence
oetween a "prooiem," a “aeviation," and a "aericiency," relating

to IusCo's yA Proyram, as aiscussea on p. 35 of tne MP Plan.
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®l. wvescrioe ana expiain 1n precise aetail the airfference
vetween a "prooiem," a "aeviation,"” and a "aeticiency," relating

to cne Comancne Peak Station nardware.

©4. EXxplain i1n precise aetall the circumstances unaer which
prooiews, aeviations, or dericiencies would not be identified or
processea on a deticiency report (DR), but wouid appear eitner in

@ Kesults Report or 1n a coilective evaluation report (p. 35).

Treat eacn separately.

©3. Describe ana explain in precise detail the process oy

wnicn recommendations for corrective action are provided to

TuuwCo.,

©4. Identity the person(s) who make up the Procedures and

Proj,ect Assurance Group.

©3. kXplain 1n precise detail the process by which the
Proceaures ana Project Assurance Group ensures that identified

proolems are correctea,

vo. Provide eacn corrective action reguest written on the
Comanche Peak pro,ect since ERC pegan work under tnese proceaures

(P d0).

/. Froviae eacn stop work order written on the Comancne

Peak project since eErC began work under these proceaures (p. 36).
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bo. DLescrioe ana expliain tne pasis upon wnich, after a stop
WOrKk Oorder 1s 1n etfect, tne yA/yC RTL ana the Manager of QA

would ayree tnat work may be resumea (P. 30).

©y. laentiry wnat recoras are kept in the E&kSy files

aescrioea on p. 3/ Of the MP PlLan.

/U. Does the LRC auait proyram descrioed on ¢« 38 or the MP

Plan meet tne regquirements ot LU CFR rart 50, Appendix B¢

4. lf not, explain wnat portions or the program ao not
meet criteria requirements ana wny.

O. It 80, 1naicate which portion ot tne ERC proyram meets
whicn criteria. It tne compliance 1s not self-eviaent, please

explain now tne proyraw achieves the claimea complliance.

/L. ldentity ana produce all auaits conducted by tne ERC
Division managyer or yuality Assurance ot any of tne YA/yC Review
Team activities as "detinea in the CPRT progyram pian and

appenaices ... ana yls" (p. 38).

/4. laentity tne circumstances under wnich the managyer ot
wuallity Assurance woulia conduct or wouid be reguirea to conduct
auaits of erC suocontractors ana other third-party inspection

agyenclies utctilizeda Dy tne CPRT Review Teams.,

/3. dave any auaits oeen conaucteda pursuant to tne
Clrcumstances aescripbed i1n yuestion /< apove? It 80, proauce tne

auaits,
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/4. Produce for inspection and copying ail documents
igentitiea 1n tne answers to these Juestions and aii documents

reiliea upon ana/or examined in preparing the answers to these

guestions,

Respectfully submittea,

Trial uawyers for Public Justice
3444 North Marcos Lane

Appleton, WI 54911

(414) 730-8534

Counsel for CASE

Dated: Septempber ld, 19s6



