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1 P R 0 C E E D I N G S 

2 [3:05 p.m.) 

3 MR. CLAXTON: For the record, today is March 

4 22nd, 1999. This is an interview of Frank Koontz. This 

5 interview is being conducted at Watts Bar Nuclear Plant in 

6 Spring City, Tennessee. Present at the interview is Darrell 

7 White, who is a Special Agent with the Nuclear Regulatory 

8 Commission, Office of Investigations, and myself. I'm Gary 

9 Claxton. I'm also a Special Agent with the Nuclear 

10 Regulatory Commission, Office of Investigations. Both of us 

11 are assigned to region two in Atlanta, Georgia.  

12 Also present is Mr. Tom Fine, who I will allow 

13 him to introduce himself at this time and give his purpose 

14 for being here.  

15 MR. FINE: I'm Thomas Fine. I'm an assistant 

16 general counsel with the Office of the General Counsel of 

17 the Tennessee Valley Authority, and I'm here to represent 

18 Mr. Koontz and the Tennessee Valley Authority.  

19 MR. CLAXTON: Mr. Koontz, have you met Mr. Fine? 

20 THE INTERVIEWEE: Yes, I have.  

21 MR. CLAXTON: Okay. And you're aware that he is 

22 an attorney for your employer? 

23 THE INTERVIEWEE: Yes, I've asked him to be here 

24 and to provide continuity between the interviews for TVA.  

25 MR. CLAXTON: And you realize or do you realize 

ANN RILEY & ASSOCIATES, LTD.  
Court Reporters 

1025 Connecticut Avenue, NW, Suite 1014 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

(202) 842-0034



4

1 that he can provide any information he hears here today to 

2 your employer? 

3 THE INTERVIEWEE: Yes.  

4 MR. CLAXTON: Are you also aware that you have 

5 the right to provide confidential information to the NRC at 

6 any time? 

7 THE INTERVIEWEE: Yes.  

8 MR. CLAXTON: All right. With that, I will ask 

9 you if you have any objections to providing this information 

10 under oath? 

11 THE INTERVIEWEE: No, no objection.  

12 MR. CLAXTON: Would you raise your right hand, 

13 please? 

14 Whereupon, 

15 FRANK KOONTZ, 

16 the Interviewee, was called for examination and, having been 

17 first duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

18 DIRECT EXAMINATION 

19 BY MR. CLAXTON: 

20 Q Would you provide your full name, please? 

21 A It's Frank Albert Koontz, Jr.  

22 Q And if you'd spell your last name? 

23 A K-o-o-n-t-z.  

24 Q Ehat's your home address, please? 
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Q And your telephone number here at your office at 

Watts Bar? 

A (423) 365-1261.  

Q Are you now employed by the TVA? 

A Yes, I am.  

Q Here at Watts Bar? 

A Here at Watts Bar.  

Q What's your occupation? 

A I'm a nuclear engineer specifically. The title 

is senior engineering specialist for the engineering 

department here at Watts Bar Nuclear Plant.  

Q And how long have you been employed at Watts Bar? 

A At Watts Bar since about 1989.  

Q Would you give me a brief history of your 

employment? 

A Yeah, I co-oped with TVA starting in about 1971, 

and served in various functions as progressing from co-op 

student, and I came to TVA full time in 1977, with a 

master's degree in nuclear engineering from Purdue 

University. Since that time I've been involved in safety 

analysis at TVA, both at corporate office, which at the time 

was in Knoxville, Tennessee, and then later here at the
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1 Watts Bar site.  

2 Q Have you been involved in TVA nuclear the whole 

3 time? 

4 A Yes.  

5 Q Now, prior to the interview -- I'm sorry, you 

6 said you had a master's in -

7 A In nuclear engineering.  

8 Q And your bachelor's -

9 A Bachelor's of engineering at Purdue University 

10 also.  

ii Q All right.  

12 A They didn't have a nuclear undergrad program so 

13 we went in a program called interdisciplinary engineering.  

14 Q Okay.  

15 A Master's and also a licensed professional 

16 engineer in the State of Tennessee.  

17 Q Before the interview started we talked a little 

18 bit about the purpose of the interview.  

19 A Mm-hmm.  

20 Q And specifically we talked about some ice basket 

21 screws that were examined by the Central Labs Services.  

22 A Mm-hmm.  

23 Q Can you tell me first of all if you became 

24 involved in that issue at all and if you did, how you became 

25 involved? 
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1 A Yeah, I sure can. Back at the time this occurred 

2 I was transitioning between responsibilities here at Watts 

3 Bar, I had been the lead mechanical nuclear engineer, say in 

4 the January, '95 time frame, and I had been selected on a 

5 new position of senior engineering specialist, but I was 

6 still doing more or less an acting job in the lead 

7 mechanical nuclear position, while they were making a 

8 selection for that position.  

9 Under that responsibility I had really a couple 

10 different groups that got involved in this. One was the 

11 material engineering people and we were providing a service 

12 primarily at the time to Mr. McCormick, to examine the 

13 screws that he brought over to us through the Central Labs.  

14 We were the more or less the interface with the Central Labs 

15 at that point.  

16 So if somebody on site -- Mr. McCormick was not 

17 in our organization. Mr. Overall and Mr. McCormick were in 

18 the technical support organization, which was under 

19 operations. We were over in the engineering department so 

20 what he did is when he needed some materials analysis done 

21 to support his CAQ, condition adverse to quality on this ice 

22 basket screw issue, he brought those over to one of my 

23 engineers and she coordinated that down to the Central Labs.  

24 Q And that was -

25 A Vonda Sisson would have been the engineer 
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1 involved in that.  

2 The second function that we had at the time in 

3 mechanical nuclear was we were the interface with 

4 Westinghouse, so I had an engineer assigned to specifically 

5 be an interface point with the NSSS vendor, which was 

6 Westinghouse. We would have been involved in setting up the 

7 work for -- at the time I don't remember if Mr. McCormick 

8 was involved in it, but certainly the civil engineering 

9 group on site needed some analysis done for reportability, 

10 operability type call, reportability for the CAQ. And we 

11 would have coordinate that activity through Westinghouse.  

12 In other words, we would have turned Westinghouse on, made 

13 sure they were authorized to spend money, and that then they 

14 would technically interface with the civil engineering 

15 group.  

16 So that was the two principal functions. One was 

17 the materials and then the other one was the Westinghouse 

18 interface.  

19 And following me, Mr. Smith picked up the 

20 organization. I don't know if he was involved in the screw 

21 issue. I don't remember exactly when he was selected but if 

22 you need a copy of these org charts, I can give it to you.  

23 That's the January one, and then the one that's closer to 

24 issue, I've got one here that was back in April. And it 

25 shows that at the time I was acting as the lead there, and 
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1 then over here I had been selected on this senior 

2 engineering specialist position.  

3 Q For the benefit of the record that would be Watts 

4 Bar organizational chart basically? 

5 A Right, and the people underneath me were divided 

6 into several sections. Mr. Wiggall was over a section that 

7 had Mr. Briggs, who is a materials engineer, and Vonda 

8 Sisson, who is a materials engineer, and Steve Robertson, 

9 who was our interface with Westinghouse at that point.  

10 Q So Mr. Robinson would have been the direct 

11 liaison, which would have come under your oversight? 

12 A Yes, he coordinated activities back and forth 

13 with Westinghouse, mainly turning on the contract, making 

14 sure they had the funding to go do whatever they needed to 

15 do and things like that.  

16 Q Did you have any personal involvement with the 

17 screw examination at Central Labs? 

18 A No. What we did is we sent the screws down to 

19 Central Labs. I think Ms. Sisson probably took them down 

20 there. She was pretty much active as an interface between 

21 our group and the Central Labs on a wide variety of issues, 

22 and this one was treated the same as any other issue. So 

23 she would have taken -- and she'd have to confirm this, but 

24 my recollection was that she would have taken the screws 

25 down there, dropped them off for analysis at the lab, and 
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1 then coordinated with the lab to make sure the report got 

2 written and bring the report back to Watts Bar.  

3 Q Did you personally read the first report that 

4 came out? 

5 A I scanned through the first report. I remember 

6 that, and I know that Mr. Briggs and Ms. Sisson discussed it 

7 with me, because I remember they had some really nice micro 

8 photographs of the screws and the cross sections and things 

9 like that.  

10 Q Now, did they discuss any problems or questions 

11 they had or -

12 A As far as difficulties with the screws or the 

13 testing or anything, I'm not aware of any of that.  

14 Q Okay. The best of your recollection did they 

15 have any argument or did they have any conflict or problem 

16 with what was produced? 

17 A No. I remember out of the first report that Mr.  

18 Woods had some issues with it, and that's principally why we 

19 had it revised. Mr. Woods, I can explain that a little bit, 

20 was branch chief over the materials group in Chattanooga, 

21 and of course we were getting close to fuel load, and we had 

22 a lot of work going on at Watts Bar. What we were trying to 

23 do is gather whatever resources we could to help us get 

24 through our workload, and we had asked Mr. Woods to come up 

25 and assist us, along with some of his people in the 

ANN RILEY & ASSOCIATES, LTD.  
Court Reporters 

1025 Connecticut Avenue, NW, Suite 1014 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

(202) 842-0034



11

1 materials area, and Terry was very good at that.  

2 You could assign him tasks, and he would go off 

3 independently, and you could be pretty much assured that he 

4 would do a good job on it, it wouldn't fall in the crack and 

5 that he would do an accurate job of it.  

6 What his issue was on the report as I recall it 

7 was that the lab report that came back had some statements 

8 or some things in it that he felt were not representative of 

9 their investigation at the Central Labs. In other words, he 

10 felt that it got into the area of speculation or certainly 

11 into design basis issues that they would not have direct 

12 knowledge of, and that he was looking for lack of a better 

13 word purity in their report, and that he was interested in 

14 having them rewrite the report strictly on a factual basis 

15 of what they examined, what they found at the lab, and not 

16 speculate on some of the causes. He felt that was more 

17 appropriately the job of the materials engineers at Watts 

18 Bar.  

19 Q Did he telephone you or come by your office? Did 

20 he express this -

21 A Oh, I'm sure he expressed that to me directly at 

22 the time. I remember -- I mean, it just sticks in my mind 

23 that Terry was worried about the fact that they had gotten 

24 into some areas he didn't feel were a result of their 

25 personal analysis of the situation.  
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1 Q Did he give you any sense that he discovered this 

2 on his own or did he say that he had received an inquiry 

3 from someone? 

4 A I don't remember that. I do know that he came 

5 in. I thought it was a reasonable request. He had done a 

6 lot of work with the lab. He knew the people pretty well.  

7 He was trying to get them to be very professional about what 

8 they did, and he didn't want them to be putting things in 

9 the report that perhaps came from Watts Bar, circulated 

10 through the report, which evidently may have been the case 

11 here.  

12 Q Now, why did he come to you and discuss this? 

13 A Well, again, I was over the materials group and 

14 so he was up here basically at Watts Bar helping us out,<and 

15 so I would have dealt with him. He dealt with myself. He's 

16 pretty good at, like I say, if you give him a job, he will 

17 generally take action on it, be proactive on it, and he is 

18 very good at keeping the managers up to date. In other 

19 words, he would have come in, you know, given me a status 

20 report on what he thought about the lab report. He would 

21 have gone in and talked to the engineering manager and said 

22 gee, Walt, you know, I also think we need to do something on 

23 the lab report. He was good at keeping people up to date.  

24 Q Now, before we went on the record we talked about 

25 the new screws or the Section B screws that were reference 
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1 in report number one. Did he refer to the new screws at 

2 all? 

3 A No, he didn't. I don't remember just, you know, 

4 like I said, I don't look through my file notes and I didn't 

5 retain anything on this issue, but four year memory here, 

6 but I don't remember anything specific or special about any 

7 given set of screws in there. This was more a case that 

8 from what I recall that he was more interested in them not 

9 writing anything in there that wasn't the result of their 

10 lab review. You know, drawing conclusions about what the 

11 cause were or something like that, because the lab would 

12 have been pretty remote from knowledge of the ice condenser 

13 system design itself and what the screws were for, but he 

14 felt very comfortable with their ability to do fracture 

15 mechanics or metallurgical analysis and microscopic analysis 

16 and things like that.  

17 Q Do you have any oversight over the Central Labs 

18 Services? 

19 A No. No, they're a contractor to us. I mean, we 

20 send stuff down to them. They produce the reports and we 

21 get them back.  

22 Q Now, would you have a counterpart so to speak who 

23 would have had oversight over the CLS? 

24 A Not really at Watts Bar other than Ms. Sisson 

25 would have been our interface. You know, to go down and 
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1 give them the work and get the work back. I really didn't 

2 deal with their management down there.  

3 Q Do you know whether or not that first report was 

4 transmitted to Westinghouse since Westinghouse liaison comes 

5 under your responsibility? 

6 A I don't -- I know that Westinghouse got a copy of 

7 the report, but I don't know if it was the first report, the 

8 second report, or both. I just don't remember at this point 

9 in time whether they had both sets or one or the other.  

10 Q Okay. You used a phrase a while ago that I'd 

11 like to expand upon a little bit. You said something about 

12 authorized to spend money.  

13 A Yes.  

14 Q If you send a request to Westinghouse, does that 

15 cost TVA money? 

16 A Absolutely. Yes.  

17 Q Is there a process by which you must or a process 

18 you must follow by which you transmit requests to 

19 Westinghouse? 

20 A Well, there's not -- it can actually take two 

21 forms. Sometimes if we need to send them specific data, we 

22 send that under a letterhead from the engineering manager up 

23 to Westinghouse. I don't remember if any data was 

24 transmitted relative to this. We also have teleconferences 

25 with them to provide information or generally the scope of a 
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1 problem, and then Westinghouse can give us a verbal 

2 estimate, which the engineering manager can approve and say 

3 yeah, that's a reasonable estimate, we'll allow them to 

4 start work on the subject.  

5 Q Now, if Westinghouse received a copy of the 

6 report without an official letterhead, do you have any idea 

7 what they would do with that or let me rephrase that. If 

8 they received a request for an evaluation without an 

9 official letterhead, do you have any idea what they would 

10 have done -

11 A Well, if it was the subject of something we had 

12 turned them on to work on, then they would go ahead and use 

13 that as input to their, you know, their report or their 

14 writing or whatever. I mean, if it was something that 

15 somebody from a site sent them that was not the subject of 

16 an active task they had, then they would either call us up 

17 and say what do you want us to do with this, or you know, 

18 somebody sent us something, we don't know what it is, you 

19 know, that type of situation. But if we provided some 

20 information by mail, telecopy or whatever that was related 

21 to a task they were working on, then as a minimum we would 

22 expect them to read it, consider it in whatever they were 

23 doing.  

24 Q Did you have any discussions with anyone from 

25 Westinghouse concerning this issue and either the first or 
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1 the second lab report? 

2 A I don't remember discussing the lab reports with 

3 them. I do know that when they got started on the task and 

4 they were working with the civil engineers that they came up 

5 with a plan of attack to go in and analyze the design basis 

6 of the ice condenser to see what impact missing screws might 

7 have on the design basis, and actually that's the way the 

8 report turned out at the end, which I thought was a pretty 

9 innovative way of going about it, but that's really why we 

10 involved them was because of their design basis knowledge.  

11 Watts Bar was not the designer of the ice condenser. That 

12 was Wither, Antrop, Westminter, so they have all the 

13 calculations, all the stress reports, all the, you know, all 

14 the background calculations and everything.  

15 Q According to your experience and knowledge, would 

16 it be significant that a report such as this lab report or 

17 the first lab report contained information regarding a 

18 possible manufacturing defect in ice condenser screws? 

19 A I think it might have been if I were 

20 Westinghouse, I think it would have been of interest to me, 

21 if I were Westinghouse.  

22 Q How about TVA, would it be significant to TVA? 

23 A It would be significant to TVA if we thought this 

24 was something Westinghouse should look at, you know, on a 

25 more generic basis.  
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1 Q Tell me a little bit to the best of your 

2 knowledge about the responsibility or the responsible 

3 parties regarding a situation like this, and to restate the 

4 issue, you've got a set of new screws that your/own lab has 

5 evaluated as possibly having a manufacturing defect.  

6 According to your knowledge and experience, what happens 

7 then? Where does it go? Who owns that problem? 

8 A Generally that would get resolved under the 

9 condition adverse quality. That's our process for resolving 

10 conditions such as that, as you write a CAQ, the CAQ deals 

11 with the situation, and then comes up with a conclusion. It 

12 also goes out for generic review internal to TVA. I'm sure 

13 at the time we had informal contact with Sequoyah to see if 

14 they had observed similar situations to ours. My 

15 recollection is that they had not, but I could be wrong in 

16 that. It's just what I recall.  

17 But also in the CAQ there would be a formal 

18 checkoff for Sequoyah to do an internal review and then they 

19 would have to respond back if they thought they also had the 

20 condition or they did not have the condition.  

21 Q Now, let me ask you, who would be responsible for 

22 ensuring that information made its way through? Would that 

23 be the author of the CAQ? 

24 A Yes.  

25 Q And in this case that would have been -
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1 A It started off with Mr. Overlid and Mr.  

2 McCormick. The CAQ later got transferred over to our civil 

3 engineering organization, inside engineering.  

4 Q Just so it's clear, you said Mr. Overlid.  

5 A I'm sorry, Mr. Overall.  

6 Q Overall.  

7 A I have to be careful here, because I had an 

8 Overlid that worked for me and then we had an Overall, so 

9 I've got to be careful. Thanks.  

10 Q Can you briefly tell me what the process is for 

11 transferring a PER? What's your understanding of that? 

12 A Well, generally what happens is you have to have 

13 an agreement between the organizations to do the transfer.  

14 Once that occurs, then it becomes basically the 

15 responsibility of the receiving organization to complete the 

16 CAQ and see that it gets resolved, handled in whatever 

17 fashion and then closed out.  

18 Q Typically what would bring about a transfer? 

19 A it could be workload. It could be knowledge 

20 based. It could be agreement between the organizations to 

21 levelize work, you know, things like that.  

22 Q Do you have any idea what the basis for the 

23 transfer of this PER was? 

24 A From a memory that I have on this, I believe that 

25 Mr. Elliott, the engineering manager, had agreed to accept 
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1 it from Mr. Koontz, because they felt that engineering could 

2 better handle the solution, because it did involve design 

3 basis issues with the ice condenser issue.  

4 Q Let me show you a memo that Mr. Fine probably has 

5 there.  

6 A He showed this to me the other day and asked me 

7 about it.  

8 Q All right. This is for the record, this is an 

9 undated memo from -- is that your signature at the bottom? 

10 A Yes, it is, uh-huh.  

11 Q From Mr. Koontz to L. L. McCormick. Can you tell 

12 me what you recall about that memo or -

13 A Well, actually I don't remember the memo, but 

14 just looking through it and reading what it has here, this 

15 would be a memo that was typed up either by Mr. Briggs or 

16 Ms. Sisson, who again was in my materials organization, and 

17 they were interfacing with the lab on these reports, and 

18 this would have been a transmittal from me to Mr. McCormick 

19 to provide to him a copy of the lab report. And based on 

20 some of the -- based on some of the statements that are in 

21 the paragraphs here, it appears that comparing that to the 

22 reports that this one looks like it was transmitting the 

23 first report. I can't give you that as an assured but that 

24 appears what it is based on the content.  

25 Q Do you have any specific statements in the letter 
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1 or the memo that lead you to believe that that was the first 

2 report, anything you can point out to me? 

3 A Yeah, I think if we compare the first report I 

4 believe down here where it talks about overload stress could 

5 have occurred during torquing and that the failure mechanism 

6 was stress overload. I believe that's a quote out of the 

7 first report as we looked at it the other day. And I 

8 believe the same paragraph in the second report was worded a 

9 little differently. So I think what happened on this, and 

10 generally what Ms. Sisson would have taken or Mr. Briggs 

11 would have taken the lab report, they would have read 

12 through it. They would have summarized it here for Mr.  

13 McCormick, and then this just would have been simply an 

14 internal transmittal of that report to him for his use in 

15 the CAQ.  

16 Q And just for the record, if you can tell me why 

17 would you be -- and when I say you, I mean your organization 

18 -- why would you be transferring the report? 

19 A Well, again it appears that this would have 

20 occurred back when Mr. McCormick owned the PER, and we were 

21 probably providing the -- he was probably the one that 

22 requested to us, brought the screws over, and we were 

23 providing him the information back. Again, we were serving 

24 as a service organization here.  

25 Q So this would come through you rather than coming 
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1 straight from the lab to Mr. McCormick? 

2 A Well, it actually has -- it's kind of an informal 

3 transmittal mechanism. There's probably several ways it 

4 could have been done at the time. The materials personnel 

5 that we had liked to provide at least some summary when they 

6 provided those lab reports so the people weren't confused 

7 about reading them. I'm not a metallurgical engineer and I 

8 don't know about yourself, but if you read through some of 

9 those reports, it may or may not mean anything to you.  

10 And so they would have been trying to summarize 

11 what the findings were and send those over. Now, this one 

12 there is really a couple ways it could have happened. It 

13 could have been just hand carried over. The lab report, I 

14 believe, was RIMS'd in itself or had its own RIMS number, 

15 which means it was stored in the system, so they simply 

16 could have made a Xerox of it and hand carried it over.  

17 That was one option. The second option they 

18 could have put this more or less informal memo on there.  

19 The third option, they could have done was to send it from 

20 Mr. Elliott, the engineering manager, over to Mr. Koontz, 

21 the tech support manager, which would have been a much more 

22 formal transmittal of it.  

23 Since the report was already RIMS'd and they were 

24 providing it for Mr. McCormick's use, they probably felt 

25 that this was an adequate transmittal memo and I didn't have 
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1 any problem with that either.  

2 What would have happened to this is Mr. McCormick 

3 could have taken this and put it into the CAQ package, the 

4 closure package, as part of the backup information that he 

5 had and it would have been vaulted with that CAQ that way.  

6 Q Were you involved in any meetings that were 

7 posted by Terry Woods where the reports were discussed, the 

8 two lab reports? 

9 A I don't remember any specific meetings. I know 

10 we did have some meetings initially when we were scoping out 

11 -- there were meetings that we had between Mr. Overall and 

12 ourselves as far as helping him try to scope out the problem 

13 to see what was wrong and there would have been later on 

14 meetings that, like I say, we trusted Mr. Woods to manage a 

15 task for us, so we would not have been concerned about him 

16 hosting meetings at the site for us.  

17 Q Did Mr. Overall ever come to you or contact you 

18 in any way to discuss any disagreements he had with either 

19 of the two lab reports? 

20 A I don't remember any meetings with Curtis on 

21 disagreements with the lab reports. I was kind of -- part 

22 of my function as a senior engineering specialist is kind of 

23 a repository of miscellaneous information on site and so I 

24 had kind of an open door policy so I'm sure that Mr. Overall 

25 came over to see me several times, and at that point in 
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1 time, if it was after we took ownership of the CAQ, I'm sure 

2 I would have referred him back to Mr. Adair for the latest 

3 and greatest information on the status.  

4 Q Did anyone ever come to you, Ms. Sisson, Mr.  

5 Briggs, did anyone ever come to you and express any 

6 displeasure over the CAQ or the way it was being handled? 

7 A No, not that I recall.  

8 Q Or the revision of the lab report? 

9 A No, not that I recall. Again, the only 

10 individual that I remember specifically was Mr. Woods came 

11 in and was concerned about the purity of the report, that he 

12 thought it went beyond what they had actually analyzed at 

13 the lab.  

14 Q And I'll just ask you a more specific question.  

15 A Sure.  

16 Q Did you discuss this issue with Mr. Adair, the 

17 revision of the report? 

18 A No. Well, I don't remember discussing the 

19 reports with Mr. Adair or the fact that they were revised.  

20 MR. CLAXTON: Why don't we take a short break at 

21 3:50 p.m.  

22 THE INTERVIEWEE: Okay.  

23 [Recess.] 

24 MR. CLAXTON: The time is 3:57. We're back on 

25 the record with the same parties present, and Mr. Koontz 

ANN RILEY & ASSOCIATES, LTD.  
Court Reporters 

1025 Connecticut Avenue, NW, Suite 1014 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

(202) 842-0034



24

1 provided us copies of an organizational chart, which shows 

2 his responsibilities during the January to April time frame.  

3 BY MR. CLAXTON: 

4 Q Mr. Koontz, I'd like to ask you a question 

5 regarding the memo we discussed earlier.  

6 A Sure.  

7 Q Is that your signature at the bottom? 

8 A Yes, it is.  

9 Q Okay. Do you recognize the initials to the side? 

10 A Yes, that's RDB, that's Dave Briggs.  

11 Q Do you know why he would have initialed it? Is 

12 that -

13 A Well, what the situation was is over the years we 

14 have reorganized and different things have happened. At one 

15 point in time Mr. Briggs was the -- more or less the section 

16 manager over the materials group. Ms. Sisson was a junior 

17 engineer at that time, so he would have been her more senior 

18 advisor, I guess, if you will, and so most likely Ms. Sisson 

19 prepared the memo. Mr. Briggs reviewed it before he gave it 

20 to me to sign, that he was comfortable with what she had 

21 done.  

22 Q And do you feel pretty comfortable in saying that 

23 you believe this was a cover memo for the report that you 

24 believe was probably the June 2nd report? 

25 A Right. Like I say, I don't have a copy of this 
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1 in my files, but just reading through the subject matter in 

2 here, and based on some of the comments made here in the 

3 last paragraph, compared to the two reports, this appears to 

4 be a cover memo for the first report.  

5 MR. CLAXTON: All right. Darrell, do you have 

6 anything? Mr. Fine? 

7 MR. FINE: Nothing, thank you.  

8 MR. CLAXTON: Mr. Koontz, do you have any 

9 questions about what we've talked about? 

10 THE INTERVIEWEE: No.  

11 MR. CLAXTON: Would you like to add any 

12 information? 

13 THE INTERVIEWEE: No, I don't believe so. I 

14 think we've covered probably most of the things I remember 

15 about the situation.  

16 MR. CLAXTON: All right. Well, if there are no 

17 further questions, we'll conclude the interview at 3:59 p.m.  

18 [Whereupon, at 3:59 p.m., the interview was 

19 concluded.] 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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