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SYNOPSIS

On Mecy 14, 1996, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC), Office of
Investigations, Region IV, initiated an investigation to determine whether
United Nuclear Corporation (UNC), an NRC licensee, falsified employee training
records; released contaminated equipment from UNC’s work site; failed to
properly clean a contaminated area; and disposed of contaminated material in
UNC’s fuel storage tank. -

Based on the evidence developed during the investigation, the allegation that
UNC falsified employee training records; released contaminated equipment ¥rom

UNC’s work site; failed to properly clean a contaminated area; and disposed of
contaminated material in UNC’s fuel storage tank was not substantiated.
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DETAILS OF INVESTIGATION

A]iegg _i_n,-

De]ibeiate Vio]ation of Procedures and Fiisification of Emp]oyee Records

Aee]i_o__i_e_Reeﬁalj_en_ S .
10 CFR 30.10: De]iberate Hisconduct (1994 Ed1t10ﬂ)

Purpos! _qf__l_ev_eei_:mﬂlgn

This investigation was 1n1tiated on May 14, 1996 by the Nuc]ear Reguiatory
Commission (NRC), Office of Investigations (0I); Region IV (RIV), to determine
whether United. Nuclear Corporation (UNC), an NRC licensee, falsified employee
training records; released contaminated equipment from UNC’s work site; failed
to properly clean a contaminated area; and dispased of contaminated material
in UNC’s fue] storage tank (Exhibit.1).

ﬂackgr ound

On April 16, 1996, Juiie CURTISS& of the Navajo’ Superfund Project, 1nformed
the NRC, Nuclear. Mdteriai Safety and Safeguards (NMSS), staff of concerns she
hadkreceived from’ ‘;3 a former UNC empioyee, about UNC’s Church
Roc site ' - :

On Apri] 26, 1996, Robert 0 CONNELL NRC Ailegation Coordinator, NMSS, in a
Jetter to] - summarized and abbreviated what NMSS understood to be his
il iconcerns (Exhibit 2). [ __ concerns.were listed as follows:
(1)._UKC fai]ed to follow procedures concerning the hand1ing.of yellowcake;
() Jhas health problems related to exposure . to yellowcake; (3) UNC
switched exposure records for some employees; (4) UNC may have buried various
items from the mill at the Church Rock site without informing the NRC; and
(5) UNC performed site c]ean up prior to NRC inspections. _

f" J~3concerns were forwarded by NMSS to the RIV Senior- Ai]egations
'.£oord1nator On May 13, 1996, the RIV Allegation Review Panel reviewed
concerns and requested OI:RIV interview the alleger.

Interzl_y of Ai]eg;rfl Z(Exbib]t 3)

On August 26 1995 l. twas -interviewed in Gallup, New Mexico, by Special
Agent Robert J. Kirspe1 NRC, OI:RIV, and Linda McLEAN, Senior Health
Physicist, NRC: RIV regarding his concerns that improper practices had
occurred at UNC. ted he was a permanént ‘employee of UNC and had
worked primarily fromi?a ——. Istated UNC
hired him again in?’ land he worked periodically for UNC untikﬁ$ ,
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brovided copies of UNC Employee.Jraining forms dateJ~
.stated the forms were given to him to

sign in 1994 by UNC employee, 4 'stated the forms were
dated as 1992, but he signed them in 1994. ;stated he was told to sign
the ferms and not question the date. | ,Stated that idid shaw

him hcw-to use the Eberline PS-2, and“he .understood how use the gamma weter
Ludlun~2, but he did not receive any training for the other instruments shown
on the tra1n1ng forms. istated that other than the Eberline PS5-2 -and the
gamma meter Ludlum-2, _9e did not use any ofthe other instruments shown on the
training forms. stated UNC emp]oyee,b,, talso signed
training forms without receiving training on_ how to use the eauipment shﬁwn on
the forms. ; ___... jstated he felt that UNC’s/

probab]y directed that he and ) ls1gn the 1 forms.

; stated that whx]e emp]oyed by UNC, he dl%‘xadxologlcal surveys of |
equipment that he was not qualified to survey stated in either 1992 or
1993, he and conducted a rad1o]ogri§] survey of a rake shaft that was

()

'sold by UNC to a company..in Canada stated they were having trouble
.decoptaminating the rake shaft and could not get it below allowable limits.
: nIstated that [~ " } "fixed" the survey papers in order_to show hat
“the Fake shaft was within allowable limits. [stated thaté%i
asked him{l\ _]to 51gn the survey form, but he wou]d not sigh it.
P —%stated that[Z; i]to1d him thatr— —]took-some.wood staves from
""UNC that had not been decontaminated. istated he was told that-the.
staves were given to | stated

. that normally the staves were pTaned to decontam1nate them, BU% these staves
i had not been planed or decontamlnated B L

t :}stated he found a. rgd1oact1ve source in a sma]] wooden b X in a; trash
-dump by UNC’s mill pond.i =~ | stated he showed %be sgurce toﬁﬁ _]who
told him to take the source to UNC’s Taboratory. jbstated e placed the
source - in UNC’s laboratory, and he:had no add1t1ona1 1nformat1on perta1n1nq to
the handling of the source.

~]stated when the 1on 5change co]umn had been c]eaned there was resin
-spilled on the soil, and heiﬁ_ Was concerned that the soil around the
area was contaminated. : ' ’ '

! “Istated near the end of 1994 various drums of "stuff“ [NFI] were dumped

Sinto UNC's fuel storage tank. '7stated than no one_wanted the "stuff™
[NFI] s0 it is possible that 1t was contaminated. | .stated it was
possible that UNC ma1nta1ned records show1ng what was. dumped into the fuel

storage tank.

; | stated he askedI:' ”to furn1sh h1sj_’ exposure reconds and
“was told tha; his records were either ‘lost, -stélen, or buried. V rstated
that | 'used exposure records be]ong1ng to UNC. emp]oyee,f to
calculate his Jexposure. McLEAN informed| ]that Under certain

circumstances, that practice would be permitted.
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AGENT’S NOTE: l; DtpV]dEd copies of his exposure records to McLEAN
McLEAN reviewed! records and determine that they contained no
discrepancies.

.Bstated he had no other concerns to bring to the attention of the NRC.

[ v

Coordination W1th NRC Staff

On October 7 and 8, 1996, McLEAN conducted an 1nspect1on of UNC, inspection
report 40- 8907/95 01, (Exh1b1t 5). MclLEAN’s inspection consisted of selective
examinations of procedures and representative records, interviews with
personnel, and observation of actIV1t1es in progress No violations or
deviations were identified.

Test1mony[£v1dence

Interview of | exhibit 6)
= _ e :

On August 27, 1996, was_intervieved bv1Kirspe1 and McLEAN. -
stated he worked for UNC from when he was 1aid off. T}
stated hemyas rehired by UNC in™ ) '
] stated he recalled a prob]em with decontam1nat3ng a rake shaft at UNC
that “was to be shipped to a company in Canada. Istated he knew thaft
"swipe tests" were done on the rake shaft. stated the_rake shaft was
_eventually cleaned to an acceptable level and was Checked by ?on

Jbefore it was released.

stated he could not recall signing a UNC Training Record which would
ave shown that he received tra1n1ng on how to use various survey instruments.

)stated he did not receive much training but did know how to read a
urvey meter.

f/ “Istated he recalled using a vacuum cleaner to clean an area on UNC
property where some resin had been spilled. ! ,stated he also used a
. shovel to pick up the rema1n1ng contaminated air..

g —

r— T
l b~

[ %]

- stated that 'told him that unidentified fluids, ot er tha?
authorized oi1, had been dumped into UNC's fue] storage tank. stated
he had no additional information concerning - . comment, b " did know that

some company [NFI] obtained the oil and anaTyzed it before”they Teft the site.

[;_ ~)stated he had been directed to gather exposure,records for various UNC
“employees and placed them in one room at UNC. ,stated he was not aware
" of any exposure records that had been thrown al@y. -

I Zstated he was not aware of any wooden staves that had left UNC without
“first being decontaminated.
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Intevv1ew of ,(Exh1b1t 7)

On October 8, 1995 jwas 1nterv1ewed at the offices of LINC by..
ZK1rsre'| an1 McLEAN concerning a]]egat1ons presented to the NRC by
h

as been employed by UNC as. a

e

AGENT’S NOTE: " was shown and revieﬁed UNC Empioyee Training
-forms for . :
< ' b= — I ’
4 :]stated he dld train to use the instruments showPJ1n thf
8tails section of h1sU; : tra1n1ng form, and he also gave the

trainipng listed the detail of training section of his[ training
form. ‘E? .J?reV1ewed his daily log for_ . Anoted‘éhat he had
traine ion preparation and survey of 50il samples and
furnished a COpf of this log (Exhibit 10). -7stated, in addition to
the training on ,| there were var us on-the-job training
sessions for; ‘during which’ hef = {instructed .how to use
various survey instruments. jstated, ,signed their

training forms on the date shown on the forms

stated he had no knowledge of an a]]egatlon that a rake shaft was
released from UNC before it was properly decontaminated. E;a stated he
was not on site when the. rake shaft was be1ng decontaminat and réturned to

~work after it had been sh1pped from . UNC

f -ﬁsstated he had no knowledge of any wood staves that were not
properly decontaminated before being shipped from UNC.

!-]stated, concerning the allegation that liquids, other than
petroleum products, had been dumped into UNC’s fuel storage tank, he was only
aware of petroleum products that were put in the fuel storage tank. -

Interview ofr’ J(Exh1b1t 8)

On October 8, 1996*~ jwas nterv1ewed at UNC by K1rspe1 and HcLEAN
has been employed by UNC “as a(% B

¥

l""""

: ]

{T _~wstated that} had never exgiessed any safety concerns at UNC_to him.

stated he had worked with! at UNC and.considered him[l ] to be
an unreliable .employee. statea” that' would noi_do his share nf the

work when hef 'was assigned to work WIth him. stated that

-

};tated he was_in charge of decontam1nat1ng the wood staves which were
shipped from UNC. stated he p],qed all the wood staves which were

shipped from UNC and had L. while planing them. [; stated there
were not any staves that were not properly decontamlnated pr or shipping.

1;; ,tated he was not aware of any improper practices at UNC and had no
fety concerns to report.

C No. 4-96-022 10 S
| ase N f)(l/ F}f?gﬁﬁq¢j



Interview of‘ Exhibit

rﬂn 0(tg1er 8, 1996 [was interviewed at UNC by Kirspel and McLEAN.

Concerning the allegation that UNC released a rake shaft without it being
properly decontaminated,! h]stated he surveyed the rake shaft before it

was released, and it was within allowable release limits./ Jstated the i
rake shaft was cleaned by a contractor working for UNC. J _Jstated © T
did an initigl survey and determined that the rake snaft was stii,
contzminated. E: l3stated as a result of. survey, the
contractor again cleaned the rake shaft. [ ~ Istated that after the rake
shaft had been cleaned the second time, he 3 surveyed it again and

determined it was within releaseable TimitsT ~ Jstated he told’
that he had surveyed the rake shaft, and they then loaded it on a

truck for shipument.

Concerning the allegation_ thati ,had improperly signed UNC
.employee training forms, ,stated he observedf‘ show both

, ‘how to USe various survey instruments. “ 'stated the
Lfra1n1ng forms were signed by 4 on the date shown on

the training forms.

[l *~]stated that all_wood sgﬁves were properly decontaminated before they
were shipped from UNC. stated some of the wood staves were sold to

. aand he would not have so]d !
“contaminated wood staves. - ™

Concerning the allegation that contaminated materials other than, petroleum
products were deposited in UNC's used fuel storage tank,| stated that
the fuel was periodically picked up by-a company for procgssing and was tested
by the company for contaminates prior to pick up. g)stated he was not
aware of the company ever -identifying any contaminates in the fuel, and he
hadknn knowledge of any contaminated.products being dumped in the fuel storage
tank.

B

stated he '

stated ..._... .

stated, after jheard from other UNC
employees thatl j]had said that he, Jmas "going to get me[ "
' -1 .
Conclusions

Based on the evidence developed during the investigation, the allegation that

-UNC falsified employee training records; released contaminated equipment from

UNC's work site; failed to properly clean a contaminated area; and disposed of
contam1nated material in UNC’s fuel storage tank was not substantiated.
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