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¥ PROC goOIrwGas
2 MR MURPHY:  For the record, It La now 1:15 p.a..
August 14th, 1987. This is an interview of Kermt W Whitt,
who is currently enpl oyed by Georgia Power Conpany. The
location of this interview is the Office of rnvestigations,
Region II. Atlanta, Georgia President at this interview are
Larry Robinson and Dan Murphy. And as agreed, this interview
is being transcribed by a Court Reporter. The subj ect matter
of this interview concerns TVA's March 20th, 1986, letter tc
the NRC, regarding their conpliance with 10 CFR 50. Appendi x

B. Mr. Whitt, would you pl ease stand and rai se your right

hand.
Thereupon,
KERMIT W WHITT
havi ng been first duly sworn, was called as a witness her ei n,

-wasexam ned and testified as follows:

MR ROBINSON: Kernmit, the purpose of this
interview is to darify an area that we discussed when we
tal ked back on Febr uary 3th, 1987, regarding the
ircunstances around the concurrence, or the, in your case,
the qualified concurrence to Mr. Wiite's March Zt h letter tz
the NRC. Correct me if I'm wrong, but my understand when we
tal ked before, was that at a point in thme before the fina:
letter went out, you were either asked to concur, or there

was sone type of zoncurrence situation presented to you, and

AAA REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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I you indicated that, based on the fact that you were the

2 Manager of IISRS, and that -- and that they -- sone of the

3 individuas within the I SRS 7roup were still opposed to the
4 way that letter was worded. Or still believed that TVA was
S not in compliance with Appendix B, that all you could concur

6 to was the fact that you had read the letter, and understood

7 the letter, is that correct?

MR WRITT: That's amost correct. If | could -
9 MR. ROBINSON: Sur e.
010 MR. WHITT: Could explain. The first time that |

I was approached, and said, you've got to have something to do
12 with the con.urrence of this letter; Dick Gidley cane to me

B with a paper, saying, 'W're going to send this letter tz

rA 1 NRC, and we need your concurrence.” And | said, "Gick, |
SScan't concur in that Iletter. I, you know, if I'm ordered to
1 toncur in the letter, Il concur, but | cannot concur in the

S7 letter, and continue to manage NSRS."
18 He went to talk to someone, and | believe it was
12 \egner. He came back and said, "You are absolutely right,

; you should not have to concur in this letter. But we Ic wan*

32 you to read it, and we want to be able to say that you've

S33 " it, and we want y7u to. sign that you have seen ;t "

1 said. " have nz problem with that."
24 MR.  ROBTNSCN Ckay. Can you remember

3lapproximately how I>ng before the final letter went out that

AAA REPOPTING COMPANY. INC.
Certifle Cert Sepeotem
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this took place?

MR WRITT:  Well, the final letter went out March
20th, this would have. probably, been sometime in February.

‘MR, ROBIKSCN: Gkay. And when we talked on
February 9th, you also indicated that there may have been a
series of attempted concurrences before the final
concurrence?

HR  WRITT: That's correct.

MR. ROBrISON: And on the ealier attenpts at
concurrence, this statement that you had just read the letter
was typed on -- on sonme of these sheets

MR. WHITT:  Yes.

MP. RZBINSCN And that when the final concurrence
came around, it was not typid on there, is that correct

MR.  WHITT: That's right.

MR ROBStSZN Ckay.

MR. WHITT: Now, when that -- oh.

MR.  ROBINSCN Go ahead. Feel free to -

MR. HITT When that came around, | approached

Gridley about that, and Gridley said, "I will get that

changed to clearly inj.cate that ycu are signing that yr.u
have seen i, and nothing more " Gidley later came tz me
and said, "As | tlid you : would, | have change-! the ?;rm tj
indicate that you are signing to say that you only have read
:, and seen it, and ne- rhar you ccncur." And : :cck his

AAA REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
Certnild Ceut Ueperfle
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Swor d for it never did go back and verify that.
SR RODINSO S0, you had signed it without that
3 on there?

4 MR WHIT: VYes.

5 MR woOer5s0:  And tack his word that he added

6 that to it.

7 MR WRITT: Yes.

I MR ROBINSOa:  (kay. r.m going to show you, as we
9 showed you pefore, g copy of what appears to pe the final

10 concurrence sheet. Eor the record, this document js

1l identified and titled "Concurrence Sheet, Document Nane:

12, wvatts Bar Appendix B/QA NRC Subnmittal." and it contains the

13 signatures of five indivi duals; R L. Gidl ey, Wegner, R

5 Kelly, ootlef, and k Witt. 1t's noted that in the

b signature plock for M. Orotlef, gz M. J. Kirkebo, K--r-k

16 e-b-o0 (spe:ling), si gned.

17 M. Witt, *ere there other concurrence sheets that

] tooked |ike that in the series of events, or do you remenber

19 just that one concurrence sheet? WWat I'm aski ng is, were

2" there other concurrence gheets that had that little statenens

2 down next to your nanme type In that area sonewhere"

initel h rrence
mere kR rer here '® df i ni y ther cgpgu
22 sheets with that statenent typed jn, | will not say that we,
24 in these sessions, sign that. r don't renmenber that we did

251 3r that we Jidn't

AAA REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
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MR. ROBINSON: Okay.

MR WHITT:  what woul d happen. is we woul d get
together and di scuss the |etter that was to be sent to KRC.
There woul d be di sagreenments gan it, comments. in which case
there needed to be eome sort of revision. And the letter
woul d be delayed, and at a later tinme, we woul d get together
again. And this happened two, three, maybe four tines.

MR,  ROBmMmsoiv: So. there were other sheets in that
format, with those blocks with the qualification that you had
read the letter typed in there?

MR WITT: vYes. vYes. But rwll not say that we
all signed it, though.

MR RZCBNSCN Ckay.

MR VH TT: I don't remenmber whether we did, or
not.

MR RCBISON: Now, when you and M. Gidl ey first
tal ked about the fact that you were just going to sign that
you had read it, was there anyone else, ot her than Gidl ey
and \egner, to your know edge, that knew about that'

MR WHITT. Not to ny know edge. And |'m not
absolutely positive that Wegner is the one h* tal ked to, but
he did go Intr Wegner's office. And | just assunmed that.
Sonetine |later he came back to nme, and said, "You' re right

MR ROBINSON:. And it was at this early time that

he went i"'° 'Wegner's office'

AAA REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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[ MR, WHRITT: That's correct.

2 MR RORIKSON. Okay. I'm now going to show you a
3 docunent, that has a February 20th, 1966, date on it. Itts a
4 typewitten docunent. In the upper left hand corner, it has

5 the witing, "S. A Wite, LP 61 3BA-C.* and one sentence, "r
have read the basis for concluding that the 10 CFR Part So

7 Appen ix B requirenments are being net at the Watts Bar

S Facility.” And it, apparently, contains your signature. I

9 want you to take a look at this, and identify it for me if
10 you would, please?
Il And by identify, | nean in what context was that
12 sheet used, or hav% you ever seen it before
13 MR WHITT: That sure looks |ike ny signature, and
14 the words sound very famliar. This - |1'm not sure what
this was used for, but | believe this is what Gridley gave at
S16 that first tinme | saw this thing, and said, "This is what we
Si7would like you to sign, rather than saying you concur." Mow,
19that's to the best of my remenbrance, and I'm not absolutely
1 sure that that's the case, but | think that would be the way
that was used That's the best T can d-c
2 MR. RZBSZMSN But you are sure that there were
22 ot her concurrence sheets with a typewritten statenent sr.
'herel
2 MR.  WHITT As sure as | can be.

2 |MR. RZBIS3SO AC.  right.

AAA "iPORTING COMPANY, INC.
calnu C~ 3spe
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MR.  MwliTan: I firaly believe that. yes.
2 MR ROBINSON:  All right. And -. but -- but you
| don't, really, recall that ot her docunment that | just
A presented to you. other than the fact that it could possibly
S 5 have been what Gridley brought to you the first tine?
SMR. wnrHIT: | believe that's what It is.
7 MR. ROBrINSON:  (kay. When this first occasi on case
| up, originally. Gidley wanted you to give a full
9 concurrence. And it was your idea to indicate that you could
10 only say that you read the |etter, is that correct?
Tj MR. WrIT7: r don't know whose idea it was to say
2 these particular words. Al | sajd to him is | cannot
BB concur in this. And r believe that Gidley, or Wegner, or
| 1 SOMeoNne, came up with the words. And when | read the words,
15 then | said, yeah, | can do that. I"ve got to problens with
- 16 saying | have seen it. and | have read it. But | cannot say
17 I have concurred.
T MR ROBINSON:  Bjt they did not origina:ly come to
S9 you and say, "All you have to do js say you read this"
20 MR WHITT? N -ey did not. Now, let ne say that
2 | don't know who got up this concurrence form. r don't know
S 2 *who had been consulted before it came to me. | don't know
S2  whether | had even thought about it, or not, when it cane to
2, me.  But when it came to me originally, they said, "W are
25 join; to want you to concur with this."

AAA REPORTINC COKMPANY, INC.
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MR. ROBrySiOU  On the concurremce shet prior to
this one. that yom indicated tha way not have been signed by
everybody, did you sign any prior concurrence sheets?

MR.  WHITT: | don't remember signing anything,
other than that one sheet. there. And r obviously signed the
one, there, that r had totally forgotten that | had signed.

PM.  ROBrYSON: Okay. and that one, referring to the
February 20th, 1986, document?

MR, WHITT: Yes. That's correct.

MR. ROBI NSON: Ckay. On the final day of
concurrence, Just before the final |etter went out, okay,
when you were in the room with M. Wiite, did he expressly
ak you if you concurred with that |eter - the March 20th
letter?

MR WHITT: | don't renenber that he expressly
asked nme that. It was on one of our occasions to be
reviewing the l|etter. t could have been the last one, or |t
could have been another one, | don't remember. But he did
ask If -~ he asked for my personal opinion of the answers to
the ten or eleven |jssues. And, then, he asked what 7
believed the NSRS staff position woul d be.

MR RCBrNSNJ 3ut you don't resal Af he ever
asked you. directly, if you concurred with the cover |etter
of the March 20th |etter"

MR, WH: 7 lldo not remember that. He czuld have,

AAA REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
Corhlss  C" " tbMwom
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but | don't remember it

MR~ ROBINSOK:  On the March 20th date, or -- and r
say March 20th. because most of the dates on these final
concurrences indicate March 20th. 1986. while Mr. White was
still in the office, was there any conversati on agbout the
only thing that you were going to concur to wns the fact that
you had read the letter?

MR. WRITT: Let me say that we had some
conversations during these series of reviews of this |etter.
And | cannot remenber when any particular words were saic, at
any specific meeting. There was di scussions, but | do not
remember whether -- at what meeti ngs the di scussi ons took
place.

MR.  RCBINSON: There were di scussi ons between you
and Mr. White -

MR.  WHITT: Yes.

MR, ROCBINSON: -- about the fact that yzu were only
going to concur in having read the letter?

MR.  WH:TT: There was di scussi ons anong the group.
I wouldn't say it was between Wite and nysel f, specifically.

MR.  MURPHY Ckay, let me clarify this. There were
discussions anong the group. But, Z nean, you are In there
with a group of people, discussing the concurrences. And at
that time, did you bring it to M. Wite' .i attention, or -

that you were only signing it in regards to reading 0. and

AAA REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
iCenlISt Ce.,? epeuess



Paw 111

| not that yoT concurred with the |etter?

2 . WNITR: | don't rembir i r brought it up. or
3 someone *Ise did. but it wWNs definitely brought up.

4 remember. specifically. because at one point Dick Kelly said.
5 "Weél. Ift bltt doesn't have to concur. why do 7

) MR. MWPy: Okay, then. this was before the letter
8 went out, during the meeting?

I MR. WrITT-  Yes.

9 MR. MCRPRY: And it was - and you think it wa

10 clear to M. White that you were not going to concur with the

t I@t'ter. In the true sense of concurrence'
1»2 MR WRT7TT: | certainly thought it was clear.
3 MR, MURPRY : ust one other. And you say that he

l, asked, as some point in time. for what the KSRS position was

815 the daff position?

1i WP, WHTT Yes.
i MR MURPHY What di d you tell his at that trise'
IE MR.  WHITT told his that many of the staff would

zz disagree with the I¢etter.

12C MR, MURPHY Apat fro Mr. Kelly saying that If

21 Mr.  Whitt doesn': have to concur, why should r. was there any
jather qualifiers dring that discussion' Did anyone say.

S - mean, ! concur, bu- under these conditions

24 MR. WRIT r don't know. There could have been.

25 bur : certain;y wouldn't want to say there was

AAA RERORamwC COMPAYT. ICC.

»~ tl eR
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» Particularly. in some of the earlier ones, i sm to recall
2 Mo statents aboat changing the words slightly as to what
3 the concurrence naet. But i don't believe that was on this
4 last one. r think that was on some of the earlier ones.

S And. then. that's rather vague, too. But r sees to remember
2 that ease were - some discussisn was made in that area.

r W8 RdorUiSO: Do you recall any conversations
E=®etween 1r. White and Mr. Kelly regarding the definition oa
9 pervasive breakdown with respect to whether or not Mr. Kelly
10 would concur on the letter?

rlll MR. WH7RIT:  Ths may have been wha the discussion
12 wa, about. Kelly did have some discussions about some
12 definitions of some sort, and | can't restaber exactly what
14s tley were. Whether it was it in what the concurrence was, or
13 pervasive breakdown. but Kelly did have some discussion, or
; L some comments along those lines.

17 PR R.BtSOK: Did you get the Indication that

ks Kelly was not going to concur on the letter unless his

k ketnltion of pervasive breskdown was going to be used'
23 M.  W:.TTRr ;o fpmtr g~ .agei. ess;,..
2 jthought he was Just commenting, and whether they ere goir.,
S to accept his comments or not. r didn't get par:iru:ar

Involved in it
M . ROBrSOL After the letter was sent'. within.

25 we'': say, a weex af:er the letter was sent, did y-; ;e! any

AAA REPORTING COMPANY. |C.
Cerftroo  Catsw Ospesre,
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kind of a threat from members of your MSRS staff about
forcing you to go before the Dingell Committee?

MR WHIT? Ho. r don't believe any nmenbers of my
staff threatened nme in that way.

MR. ROBtWISO: Did you ever go to Mr. White's
office. soon after the letter was sent, and tell hi m that
your staff was threatening to force you to testify before the
Dingell Committee, and that you were having a tough time
handling that situation?

MR WRITT: | don't believe so. | think there is a
misunderstanding there.

MR. ROBINSON: Ckay.

MP. tHTT; | thought | was going to have to go
before the Dingell Committee, but it was not my staff, as far
as | know, had no way of forcing me to go before the Dingel |
Committee. And | could very easily have told Wite or Willis
that | was expecting to have to go before the Dingell
Committee, but my staff didn't tdl me | was going to have t.
go before the "ingell Cmnaittee

MR. ROBINSON So, it's possible that you could
have made the comment to White?

MR W7T- Yeah. And | could have also, at the

same time, said, the staff js upset about the letter, and

both cases would have been true. But | did not nean, and

never intended for White, or anyone, to think that the staff

AAA REPORTING COMPANY, |NC.
coaisgle C~ed sepeesm
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a threaning pe ¢, go before the pj Agell Committee. 7, ny

know edge- the staff didn't have that aut hority.
MR ROBrISON:.  (kay.

R MURPHY ad you ever hawae@)naefsamwnh

M. Wite. jndi catl ng,
Al g %‘lll Ei‘the Pressures

0 beauseo
resultant from the letter, that YOU wanted another Job? That
au Feoant ed YOoUe te
you wanted to get out of KSRS?

HR WrT [0. No -- again, there could have
been a ni sunder st andi ng. did tell Wite that r djdn't

think it was good for TVA for me }»0 stay In WSRS. but not

because of this letter
b ui t ow, al |

Information
that MRS was getting on the letter, and their

of the background

unhapp and belief that everybody was - apparent peljef

that everybody was not Paying as nuch attention to them as
they though:; al. of tpat was resolved with this |etter.
But not because of the letter, did r say r wanted to get out
of MR SO8RSwas because didn"t think NSRS coul d conti nue
to function with the wide split in the personnel. and ne t.
continue to panage that or gani zat i on.

MR MURPHY:  And you explained that to wite
Mean, it had nothing to do with this — the pressure pei ng
Put 3n y./u by NSRS per sonnel '

MR Wgf:? MBRS personnel put no pressure on me
about the |etter. After the |etter went out, they were

extree./ unhappybu *hey gnored me. They just didn't

AAA REPORTING COMPANY,
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have nuch to do with ne. at all. That is  those peopl e that
W-e particularly interested In this nmaterial.

MR MJURPHY:  They didn't come to you and threaten
you in any manner, that they were going to have the Di ngel |
Committee

MR RWIiTT: No. W. They didn't threaten me with
the Dingell Committee, to my knowledge, In any way. The
staff didn't.

MR, MJRPHY: Did anybody?

MR WIHTT: | wouldn't say anybody threatened ne.

I was informed that r was going to have to appear before the
Di ngell Conmittee.

MR MURPHY: By who? Who infornmed you of this?

MR WHITT: A nenber of GAC.

MR ROBI NSON: So, it's your statement, or that you
believe that, sonehow, although you can't renenber the
specific conversation, that before that March 20th letter was
signed, Admiral Wite was aware of the fact that, as the
Manager of XSRS, you could not concur in that March 20th
letter, other than to just sign it as having read it'

MR WHITT" That was certainly my belief.

MR ROBINSON Ckay. What | want to do, now, M.
Whitt, is t.:clarify in ny nind, again, the different
of ficial positions regarding whether or not Watts Bar was in
.omp>iance with Appendix B that | understand. To nv

AAA REOITING COMPANY, INC.
CsWUIsdg Coon DseiteM
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understanding. your per sonal position |s that with respect to
corrective action. and material traceability. Watts Bar as
not in conpliance with Appedidx B up until the day you left
TVA, is that correct? O anplify on that for me?

VWANUTT: Lot me start off by saying, r honest |y
don't know whether Watts Bar was in non-conpliance with
Appendix B. | have thought about this an awful lot, and
today I still an not sure whether it was or it wasn't. r
think they had serious problems at Watts Bar in the

regulatory area. And | think that sone of the work done in

NSRS pointed this out, and substantiated it

As far as being in continuous violation of Appendi x
9, r, personally, would not have been willi ng to say that. r
woul d have been willing to say, they don't have an adequat e
corrective action program There is serious questions about
the traceability of materials. And beyond that, there are
additional problems. | don't know whether all of those
problems constituted a continuous violation of Appendi x B.

MR RCSrNSCU.  Ckay. And at the tine :f the

i ssuance of the March 2Cth letter, wha was the - your

NSRS staff's position with respect to whether or not Watts
Bar was in conpliance with Appendi x B?
4. WHIT7 im. Was split. There were sone of them

that definitely thought riat it was in conpliance - or in

non-3mp.liance with Appendix E. And it was continuo.;s nork

AAA REPORTfWC COMPAY, INC.
CorWl~e C"wt Upgteu
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conpliance. And that. essentially, no work should be al | n
to be don&. There twas another group that believed that,
simlar to what r'v* explained before, they've got some
serious problens down there, but they should be allowed to
have time to correct those problems. And even NRC allows. you
time to get in non-compliance when they find you - or to get
in compliance when they find you In non-compliance; so that
should be allowed.

There were others that just didn't know he a

matter of fact, r serious doubt that anybody i n TVA

i ri od weii, that anybody really knew whether or not
i nnon-conpliance. \Wite had to take the words of a

19

20

2)
? 22

23

lot of people. He put a lot of resources on this. And Z
think the resources that he put i-n It deserve some attention.
Peopl e ought to listen to that. He sent people out to find
out if they were inconpliance. And nost of his people, as r
understand it, came back and said, we are substantially In
conpl i ance.

But, you've got this one group that says you are
not in compliance. Now you' ve got to take the two parts,
and sake a managenment decision based on it. | thoug~ht that

was fair. And r did not argue with White, if he found 3ur

group wong, or it he found a place in the mddle that he

2,wanted to go. \Watever he decided, r had to 9 ipport Wite.

28

That was my belief. You know, once your boss rells you that

AAA RZOITINC COMPAEI INC.
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| you are wrong, and you tell him you believe you are right,
2 and here's why; nd he says your are wrong. Then |'m going
3 to support ny boss.
4 Unless there is a safety issue, that | know is a
S safety issue. Then if there was an inmmediate safety issue, |
6 would worry about it; but all of our plants were shut down.
7 MR ROBINSOw:  Goi ng back, again, to the series of
St attenpted concurrences, leading up to the final letter,
9 approximately how many tinmes did the gentlemen that were on
10 the concurrence |ist attenpt to get together and get the
It letter out before it actually went cut?
12 MR WHITT: | would estimate four, but |'m not
13 positive. There was one that took place before | was
1 involved in any of them Then. | would say, there were at

151 east three others.

16 MR ROBI NSON: Ckay.

S 1 MR, MURPHY: Wio were them gentlenen, by the way'
IS Is tnis list that -- is that - | nean -

9 MR WHITT: That's the gentlemen that was in the

20 meetings. Sonetine it would be Kirkebo, Drotleff m ght have

Sbeen there sonetines. But | remenber Kirkebo bei ng there for |
SCrotl eff.

23 MR MJURPHY Most of the tine'

241 MR WHITT Yeah.

5 MR. MJURPHY  There wasn't anybody else™

AAA REPORTING COMPANY. INC.
CetrUf  Court Seprle
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* MR WITT: Mo, | believe those were the ones that
2 would have nade up the group. To Wite's pane on there, by
3 t he way?
6 MR. ROBIWSON:  go.
PR WnriT: Okay.
6 MR ROBIWSOK:  Of course, he si gned the letter.
I MR WRIT! : Re was usually there. He was in and

J out part of the tinme, too, while some of the discussions were

t° MR ROBINSON' Do you recall any significant
t1l changes to the content of the letter in, say, mid to late
SlFebruary, before it went out?
13 MR WHITT:  From ny perspective, | can say that r
3 4 remember, and | might have the time, but | don't renenber any
j si gnificant changes. There was some word engineering, trying
16 to, maybe, state things more correctly. But to ny knowledge,
17" and to ny remembrance, r don't remember any real significant
S B changes being nade in the cover letter, it3elf.
S19 MR.  ROBINSON* Does the name George Edgar mean
20 anything to you'
B MR, WHITT- No.
2 23* MR ROBINSON: I noticed that M. Gidley's

23 concurrence on this final concurrence sheet, s dated March
24 6th, 1986. Was the |etter essentially in its final form in

25 learly March, or late February'

AAA REPO ATWG COMPANY, INC.
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MR WMRIT: Yeah. | can say. | don't remember what
changes were made. And I not sure that the delay was due.
totally, to the letter, itself, or sone of the attachments.
But | can't remember a lot of changes -- significant changes
being made. I remember that there was some word engineering,
and when | say word engineering, | don't nean to belittle it.

I'm sure that the people who were making them thought they

were very important. But | didn't - | don't recall there
being any changes that were -- had changed the intent of the
letter.

MR, ROBI NSON: Ckay. So, to just capsulize my
understanding of the series of events that took place in the

concurrence, sometime in February, when the firg issue of
concurrence came up, Gridley indicated that concurrenc -s
woul d be needed. And at that tine, you told him that, as the

- that you would only concur as having read the letter?

MR WHITT:  Not quite. | didn't td: -- | told
him - all r told himwas, "I can't concur in that letter,
and ill manage NSRS." And that's what | told him

MR.  R38rnSON And, then, he went to Gridley -- or
he went to Wele- -

MR.  WHTTT: t believe.

MR R3BINSON: -- and came back with some wor di ng,
which may have been this document, dated February 20th?

MR.  WHITT Right.

AAA REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
Cotuid Csr  eptersey



Page 21
MR ROBISOIN:  And asked you It that was okay?

2 MR NRITT: yeah. Re sajd O are right. re

3 not going to ask you to concur. We're going to ask you to
© going to ask you to

S
4 say that you've seen this letter, and sign that." And |
B say,' " nhave no probles with that."
SR. ROBISO:  And, then, to the best of vyour

7 reCOlleCthn, 1nP aYbe, the t wo or three t| nmes that the
a concurrence groups got together pefore the last |etter, you

9 Saw sone concurrence sheet s with t hat qua| i fyl Ng stated typed

S1t o on there?
S MR. WrITT: VYes.
/ MR ROBINSON.  And at the final date of
S 1 1 concurrence, the statenent was not on there. And you signed
U4 the concurrence yjth the statement pot on t her e?

>5 MR WITT. That's correct.

S 16 MR. ROBNSON: And it's your statenent that at this
I point jn tjne, either on that concurrence date, or some tinme

[ rior, ou had conveyed tg M. Wite that
P y Y that your concurrence

19  was going to be that you read the document)

20 M WH2r:  vYes. | pelieve that white undersood,
21

w 22 MR ROBZNSONJ Okay.
23 M WHr'. Ltet me say : don't know what White

24 believed. pt that time, : pelieved that Wite understood

2hs. And when si gned this. Jridey agreed to make the

AAA REPORTINC coMPA nrC.
C.efgled Cout ap*"r
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change to indicate that | ha4 only read the thi ng. And he
says. "Il sake that change.”" And he later canme back to me,
and he says, trdid what r told you I would do. | made the

change to indicate that you had only seen and read this

letter.”

MR, ROBINSON:  Was that conversation with Gidley
whi | e everybody was still in the roon®

MR WRITT: | believe It was, but | don't recall.
I don"t know when that - well, it - It was at the time, or
before | signed it. | told Gidley, "Now, you understand,
"'mnot signing this as concurrence.” And he said, "VYes, |

understand that."

MR ROBINSON:  Was Mr. White present during that
conversation?

MR WHITT: | don't renenber whether Wite was
present, or not. Because it didn't have the words on there.
And, you know, I'm not sure that when we signed that, we all
sat aroun. the table and signed it, which it could have been.
| know we al sat around the table and |ooked at the letter.
But when all of the changes got nade, Gidley may have
brought that around ta each individual, ' don't renenber.

MR, ROBINSON So. you had the conversation

rem-nding Gridley that you needed the qualification on there

bef zre

MR  WH'TT Yeah.

AAA IEPONTNIG COMPANY, INC.
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MR, ROBrSONr:  -- you signed I[t?

MR. MnriTT:  Yeah. Wat | said to hi, it |
remember it correctly, was, you know. "You forgot to put this
qualification on here, and will you do that?" "Certaj nly."

MR.  ROBIRSON: What was his reaction when you said
that?

MR WrITT:  That -- | got the Inpression that he
had sinply forgotten to put it on there.

MR ROBINSON: Do you have any indication that he,
or anybody else, was trying to slide that concurrence by
Wi thout that qualification on there, at that last time?

MR WHHTT: | didn't talk about it. | don't
believe, to anybody else that last time. | didn't get the
inpression from Gidley that he was trying to slide it by,
because he was absolutely, totally, to go ahead and put the
qualifier on.

MR, ROBI NSCV: Ckay. Ar. you don't recall, :n that
final concurrence reeting, where everybody was reading the
letter, M. Wite directly asking you if you concurred in the
letter, or not?

MR. WTT ' n't know whether it was the final,
or not. He efinitely asked ne if - like | said before, he
asked me ny personal opinion, and he asked me for the staff's
opinion. As a matter of fact, when he asked ne, Wegner told

him that, you know, you can't ask for concurrence. And he

AAA REPOITIOG COMPANY. | NC.
CaunsUl  Coet sepTews
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ask him what he things the staff thinks about it.- So, vs

convinced th

MR.
opi ni on?
* MR.
'MR.
Auestions.

MR.

at White knew.

WHITT: Yes.

Do you have any?

MURPHY: I have a couple.

point in tinme during this whol e process

of docunentation by your staff, the peo

NSRS f ol ks,

concer ni ng,

the -- for the perceptions’

MR

on all of them but

was given ba
MR.

given all of

. WHITT-  Yeah,

ckup dat a.

MURPHY: At sone point

this stuff,

real ly,

I don't remenber

there was at | east

ROBINSON:  And you gave his your personal

ROBINSON:  Okay, | don't think | have any more

Weren't, at some

» Yyou given a package

pl e,

once,

did you deternine,

you know, the

backup data for the - for

the tinme frames

probably nore,

in time after you were

in your own mind,

that there were some valid grounds for their percepti ons?

MW

MR.
wor ds, that

MR.
were valid.

at degree.

. WI7T Valid grounds for what?

MURPHY:  For their perceptions? |n other

they perceptions were, in f

WHITT Sure,

act,

valid.

| believe that their perceptions

Z had the same perceptions, it

was just a matte:

AAA [EPORTINC COMPANY, INC.
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MR RMRPHY: Okay. Did, at any point in tine, you
tell M. Wite that you agreed with the contents of that
letter”

MR. WRrITT: |'a not sure you can -- r*a not sure |
can separate the contents of the letter, fro& the contents of
the attachments. The |etter, jtself, whatever | told Wite,
and : don't think | ever told his | concurred, or anyt hing.

MR MURPHY:  Uh huh (affirmative).

MR WHITT: But | didn't have any real problens
wth the letter.

MR,  MJRPHY: Yeabh.

MR WHITT: | thought Wite did a thorough job of
getting his information. And if that was his position, | was
not going to argue with his position. | did tell him| have

some problenms with the contents of the attachnents.

MR MURPHY:  Yeah, that was ny, | guess, ny next
question. You said there were no maj or changes to the
letter, but there were -- s that some indication that there
was a problem with the attachment' \at problem did you
have with the attachmen-s,

MR WHITT Vell, some of the attachments were -
thought were pretty good, personally. el di ng, they
indicated that they were havi Ng a big program As a matter

of fact, | was the initiator of some of those programs. t
try t  fNnd out the condition of welding. | t hought they

AAA 31fORTNnIiC COMPANY, INC.
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Swer € doing something to really get to welding. Some of the
2 others, Was not so pleased with. And specifically phag
» problems with the cable pulling issue at \Watts Bar.

And r told him that. r told himthat r had

S probim with |t They reworked it. r still had probl ens

6  with it. ‘in* pain problem " had with |t. was we w ot

O@&t, which is a fanmous, or Infanous report today, that

*  *l12d there were extrenely serious problems with cables at

9 Watt. Bar. e pever got an official response to that report.*

9TO W never had an OPPOrtunity to even evaluate what corrective

If action was, o why there wasn't any Therefore, 1 had

5 12 problems with .. with the cable p| | a w

13 And didn't think it was properly addressed |p t he

14 attachnents.
is R MJRPW:  And you expressed that to M. \Wite?

16 M- 1817 7 ¢ M. white, and the whol e group.

1 And, as a matter of fact, Mason was present at one point in

i&s time when r expressed it, in one of these sessions.

19 W WJIRPHY:Lid you have any other of t he

20 attachnments that gave you sone concern'
21 Sa MR. WHTT can't remember every one of them

2MR. MURPH Wu:d it do you any good if r dig them

231  alt, and |et you look' at thent

241 MR.  WHT-~74 One other one that _ po it probably

25 pcctab~y cu~dn'  remember. can pret!7 mich

AAA REPA Tfl G COMPAIMY INC,
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1renmenber what most of themwere. But that.'s the only one

2 that r can specifically remember bringing up. and saying that

3 t just couldn't support.

4 MR MURPHY: And that was brought to his attention?
| MR. WRITT: Yes. And r thought he understood it

6 as everybody did. And, you know, they pointed out all at the

7 things they were doing to improve it. And the final one that
‘ ‘ went out was a tremendous improvement over some of the others

9 that r had seen, you know, what they said they would do.

10But, ill, | couldn't agree with it, because the issues that
I we had brought up were still outstanding, as tar as r was
LP
12 concerned.
or3f MR MURPHY.  And you can't recall any other ones

14 that you have any real heartburn with?

15 MR WH7Tr  No, r can't recall any. And r don't

16recall that r - even if -6had some heartburn with them that

* 71 r brought them up and di scussed them

Jlg MR MJRPHY:  With that one exception?
19 1IMR. WHITT-  Yes.
| 201 MR MURPHY: Ckay. Do you have anyt hing?
0 2l MR. RC~NSON-  (Mbds negatively.)
221IMR. MURPHY:  Mr. Whitt, have r, or any other NRIC

23! representative threatened you in any manner, or offered you

24 Any rewards in return for your statemnent?

2l MR WH'77. €
AAA REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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MR MVRPHY:  Have you given this statement freely
and voluntarily?

MR WHITT: Yes.

MR- MURPHY: |s there anything that you would |ike
to add to this statenent?

MR, WHITT: Igo.

MR MURPHY:  Okay, this interview is concluded at
1:59 p.m:. on August 14th. 1987. And we surely thank you for
coming by and talking with us again. W appreciate it

MR ROBINSON:  Thank you, sr.

MR WHITT:  Uh huh (affirmative).

(Vhereupon the above-referenced matter was concluded.)

000
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