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record and to sign it before it's used by 

agency.  

BY MR. MURPHY:

4 Q.  

5 brie 

6 educ, 

7 expe 

8 A.

Mr. Sullivan, would you

biographical 

tional backgr 

ience?

I graduated from

background as 

ound and employ

please give us a

to your 

mernt

Massachusetts Maritime

9 Academy in 1952 wi 

10 and electrical eng 

11 worked for Gulf Oi 

12 marine engineer.  

13 and my career in t 

14 years on active du 

15 I spent 

16 surface ship and. w 

17 submarine program.

18 1 the diesel

th 

in 

1 

In 

he 

ty 

a 

.a s

submarine

a B.S.  

ee ring.  

Corpora 

1955 I 

Navy s

year and 

accepted 

Spent abo

and then

Degree 

From t 

tion as 

entered 

panned t

a half o 

into th 

ut three 

* in

in marine 

hat point 

a licensed 

the Navy 

wenty-two

n a 

e 

ye ar

to the

nuclear submarine prog 

I stayed at 

whole career, served o 

commanding officer of 

which was a ballistic m 

commanded two division 

and had command of a s

ram .  

sea for essentially 

n attack submarines 

the U.S.S. NATHAN H 

issile submarine.  

s of attack submari 

quadron of nuclear

the

my

F 

ALE 

I 

nes

!
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submarines. During my ca 

senior member of the nucl 

examining board and~that 

seventy-five 

underway reactor safeguar 

nuclear powered ships in 

and also . about a

reer I was also 

ear propulsion 

position conducted

wrwM - 7 rr~-

*Of 
examinations 'f-0_ 

Atlantic fleet 

en evaluations of

8 radiologic controls offshore- based

ities.  

-based 

Serv 

rifnes.

I also operated 

maintenance activ 

ic I 4.ý- t thirty

the 

ity 

nuc

In 1977 I retired from 

in, went to work for Stone 

career with Stone & Webste 

cheduling. I later became 

group, t e.evh purchasin 

uling. My next assignment 

the Houston, Texas office.  

st year I was sent to Cherr

r thi 

eer .

s office.

largest 

e4r- the 

lear

the Navy as a 

& Webster. My 

r was in cost 

manager of the 

g. -R Cost and 

was to take 

In December 

y Hill to take

That's essentially my

Mr. Sullivan, would you describe for us 

Stone & Webster Engineering Corporation 

involved with TVA and what role they had

faci 1 

shore 

Navy) 

s ubma

Capta 

early 

and s 

sta ff 

sc hed 

over 

of la

ove 

car 

Q.  

how 

gIot
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Appen 

atten

in the 

letter 

TVA 's 

report 

K i rkeb 

Na ce, 

are to 

there 

Novemb 

told

Sul 1 ivan 

preparation of the March 20th, 1986 

0 the technical reviews performed by 

line organization, the Stone & Webster 

that was prepared under the -- by Mr.  

o under the guidance, I guess, of Mr.  

the study done by Craig Lundin, which we 

id was a review of NSRS Perceptions, and 

was an assessment made in the October, 

er time frame of 1985, which we've been 

involved Stone & Webster employees.  

Could you give us a brief -- could 

ive us the chronology on Stone & 

er's involvement in all these -

I can't help you on the early time 

d. My first involvement was in late 

ber of '85 or might even have been early 

ry. I was told that Admiral White wanted 

one of his advisors in Chattanooga.  

I was to be there on the 13th and that's 

I did. So, what happened before that -

in Houston. I have no idea what 

ned. I was not involved.  

My first association with the 

dix B problem was -- I was asked to 

d a meeting, I think it was the first



week I was t 

Could have 

rather earl• 

at the meet 

I know Kerm 

Harrison wa 

man. I don 

Chuck Mason 

don't remem 

A 

groups of p 

organizatio 

meeting was 

summari e.

intransigent.

Sullivan 

.here, I'm not sure when that 

been the second week. It was 

y. There were about a dozen 

ing. I was there with Mr. We 

it Whitt was there. I think 

s there, Mr. Whitt's number t 

't remember who else was ther 

might have been there. I ju 

ber.  

t this meeting there were two 

eople, the NSRS and the line 

n from TVA. Essentially the 

somewhat adversarial,1•o 

the NSRS's position was

You were not in compliance with

ix 

y i 

was 

th 

and

who 

as 

spec 

had

B and the line 

ntransigent.  

n't much of an 

at meeting. I 

I left the me 

At that time 

directed the 

soon as possib 

ific about the 

made to Mr. As

organiz 

we are i 

enl ight 

t lasted 

eting.  

I belie% 

Nuc lear 

le to fI 

i nd i vic 

se 13ttJ4

ation was 

n compliance.  

ening nature 

about an hour 

That was all.  

e it was Chuck 

Safety Review 

esh out and be 

lual statements 

Q, - It was a

was .

people 

gner.  

Mr.  

wo 

e.  

st
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piece of paper with ten or twel 

alleged violations of Appendix 

them to, as quickly as possible,

4 into specifics, write up something so that

5 could be properly

At the

respon 

same ti

ded 

me,

to.  

and I believe

e ithe 

Mul ii 

Bob m 

reall1 

done, 

folio 

SOOn

r it 

n to 

ight 

y cl 

sin 

wed 

af te

14 1 specific

e 

c 

t 

r 

i

meeting wi 

Kelly, bec 

any expert 

two hours.  

there. I

had been done 

do the same t 

have already 

ar on that.  

e I went to t 

o see what wa 

the. NSRS ef 

n the allegat

Mr. Mull

QA i 

in.  

can't 

Bob

or he directed

hing 

had hO i 

So, 

hat 

s ha 

fort 

:ions 

and 

)t an

he me 

remem

on t 

somet 

if ter

irst 

peni 

to b 

took 

I ca 

a rea

ng 

wh

f 

P

eti 

ber

Mull in,

he QA 

hing.

Bob

side.  

I'm not

that was 

meeting, I 

ng. athe r 

e more 

place I had a 

lied in Dick 

that I have 

asted about 

else was

Dick Kelly and

were there. Dick listened to both

sides, and essentia 

involvement.

lly that was the end of my

I got the two parties together a 

I'm really not an expert in Appendix B or 

I had other things to do and went off and

single 

items, 

asked

ve 

B.  

get

myself

nd 

QA.  

did
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essentially, tha 

. I might have 

odically, maybe

t was 

check 

once

my 

ed 

or

on Craig 

twice,

saying, how are c 

progress? More 

progress- , rat 

technical detail 

Q. How about 

A. The Nace e 

started very soo 

attempted to get 

A.avt i-,ý derogat 

authority, the N 

inspections, any 

congress, anythi 

mentioned a pote 

deficiency with 

get those things 

in a computer pr

feel 

outs

for 

ide

what 

world 

We

loin 

)f a 

her 

S.  

the

ffort

n af 

any 

ory

R 

t 

n 

n 

T 

0

wer

was 

plann

g, Craig? 

getting 

than gett

Are you making 

status of 

ng into any

Nace effort?

was an effort that

te 

th 

ab

r we got there, where we

ing that 

out TVA

was 

from

C, the INPO resul 

hing, even newspa 

g we could find t 

tial problem or a 

VA, we decided we 

all up on the tab 

gram, so that we 

e the problems, a

conc 

ed t

rnd.  

Suse

said .- m-----.

an outside 

ts or SALP%,, 

pers, 

hat 

potential 

ought to 

le, put them 

could get a 

,s far as the

these problems

to make sure that we had a' covered them

preparation of 

r Performance P1

the 

an.

Volume 1 of the 

It was an

the e..  

invol 

Lund i

So, 

mment 

per i

i n the 

Nuc lea
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I A. I got involved in a 

2 number of other areas where I could -- where 1 

3 had some experience and could get something 

4 do ne.  

5 Q. Did anyone, either SWEC employees or TVA 

6 employees, personally express any concern to 

7 you about the condition of TVA's Quality 

8 Assurance Program? 

9 A. In what respect? I don't understand.  

10 Q. Well, did anybody that had been there 

11 before you, SWEC member who had participated 

12 in the systematic analysis, or you said you 

13 had some contact -

1 4 w S-

is Q. Or with Mr. Lundin, who you had some 

i6 contact with, was there -- any of those people 

3 7 express any concern, particular concern, about 

18 the condition of the Quality Assurance Program 

19 at TVA? 

20 A. I really don't recall. Nothing on the 

21 overall ;rogram. I think -- I just don't 

22) remember. Could have mentioned some minor 

23 areas where they found some problems. I don't 

24 remember.  

25 BY MR. NORTON:
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I Q. Mr. Sullivan, I know you already stated 

2 that you had no participation in the March 

3 20th letter, but did you review any of the 

4 earlier drafts of that letter? 

5 A. They were available. I don't recall -

6 I-might have glanced through one. I made no 

7 comments. I didn't get into the technical 

8 part of it. Essentially, my input was zero.  

9 1 didn't make any comments.  

:G 2. Do you recall discussing any of the 

II vertiage in that letter? 

12 A. No.  

13 Q. Do you recall having any discussions 

14 concerning the significance of the issue? 

15 Wha: the issue might mean to TVA? 

16 A. No. We were already overdue. I think 

17 we had a certain deadline. We had already 

1 gone by that, but as far as the eventual 

19 effect on TVA, no, I had no recollection o'* 

20 any of that.  

21 Q. This meeting you referred to, Mr.  

22 Sullivan, during the first or second week you 

23 were there, attended both by line 

24 representatives and NSRS representatives, was 

25 there an attempt made during this meeting to
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I try to put together a letter or put together a 

2 response? 

3 A. Oh, no, no. I don't think so. In fact, 

4 i know there wasn't. There was no attempt to 

5 put together a letter, that I can recall.

BY MR. ROBINSON:

Q. Tha 

right? 

A. Ycs 

Q. And 

with Kell 

track as 

those per 

A. Als 

Q. Oka 

A. He 

don't rec 

QA repres 

did, but 

rather ea

t meeting was down in Chattanooga,

, it was in Chat 

soon thereafter 

y and Mullin and 

far as coordinat 

ceptions.  

o Craig Lundin.

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

i1 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25

all 

enta 

Cra i 

MR.

tanooga.  

you called a meeting 

kind of got them on 

ing the responses to

meeting, but I had --

whether I asked Mr. Kelly for a 

tive to help out or someone else 

g got involved in the matter 

MESERVE: At that meeting or

afterwards? 

THE WITNESS: It was -- it could 

have been before. I don't remember. I can't 

remember when the meeting was and what the 

fV

wasn't at the



Sullivan 

chronological events were.  

BY MR. ROBINSON: 

Q. Do you remember, did you review 

discuss any of the technical response

5 1were coming in through Mull in?

6 1 A. No, no. I looke

have the ba 

Q. In wh 

A. Just 

I could see 

position, I 

just didn't 

valid comme 

Q. Did y 

adversarial

ckground t( 

at context 

looked at 

both side! 

could see 

have the 

nt or any 

ou have an 

situation

d at them, but I didn't 

make any valid comment.  

did you look at them? 

hem. I read through -

• I could see the NSRS 

the TVA position. I 

ackground to make any 

roductive comment.  

prior indication of an

between NSRS

7 

8 

9 

10 

il 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24

and the

t f irst

t was a 

opinions.  

point, and 

at TVA at

that point, did you form any opinion as to

or 

s that

line before you were exposed to tha 

meeting in Chattanooga? 

A. No. No.  

Q. Well -

A. At the meeting -- when I say 

adversarial, everyone was polite, i 

calm meeting, but widely divergent 

Q. From your background at that 

obviously, limited or no experience
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1 which side was right or wrong

2 1 A.

at that meeting?

NO . No .
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10 

11 

12 

13 
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15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

23 

21 

22 

23

S 

es

the primary directi 

after you got Kell

directed toward

Q. Wa 

activi ti 

together 

and tota 

A. As 

weeks I 

recall w 

was invo 

TVA, mak 

tra in ing 

chronolo 

these th 

I did bo 

other th 

Q. Mr 

advice r 

20th let 

A. Nc 

Q. YC 

that Maz 

A. Nc

devoid -

emember it, f 

involved in o 

the training 

in looking a 

recommendatio 

ort. I don't 

1 order in wh 

, but it was 

•f those thing

. -- and 

egarding 

ter or i 

3. No.  

)u didn't 

ch 20th 

ot that I

on of your 

y and Mullin

training from then

or th 

ther 

thing 

t the 

ns, 

reca 

ich I 

about 

s, pl

e next co 

issues.  

started, 

organiza 

Of course 

11 the 

got invo 

that tim 

us a lot

Mr. White didn't 

the propriety of 

n any way?

sit 

ette 

can

in on 

r was 

recal

uple 

I do 

but 

tion 

the

fly 

Ir 

was 

hen 

i ved 

ing 

elf 

gica 

1ings 

th e 

ings

of 

n't 

I 

at

ved in 

that

ask your

this March

any meetings where 

discussed?

MR. ROBINSON: I have no further

questions.

1 

e 

0
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BY MR. REINHART: 

Q. Mr. Sullivan, who 

were Mr. Whit 's key pl 

20th letter?

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
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10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 
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23 
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25

. among the advisors, 

ayers in that March

On what? On the March

20th letter?

whether 

at that

MR. REIN 

THE WITN 

Dick Kelly 

time, but

key member.

obv 

got 

of 

int

I thi

iously Craig Lu 

involved in th 

a six or seven 

o both sides.

HART: Yes .

ESS: I'm not sure who -

had accepted the position 

Dick Kelly was certainly a 

nk Jim Huston was, and 

ndin. I'm not so sure Craig 

e letter, but Craig was part 

man group that was looking 

Other than that, I really

don't know.  

BY MR. REINHART: 

Q. How about among the -- not 

loan managers like Mr. Kelly and 

but the advisors that were Mr. Wh 

personal group of advisors there.  

who, among them, were involved wi 

letter? 

A. Not -- no, I really don't.  

don't know the answer to that.

so much the 

Mr. Houston, 

ite 's 

Do you know 

th that

I really

MR. MESERVE:
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Okay .

calling

You mentioned the -- what we are 

the Lundin effort, this Craig Lundin

the six man thing.rt 

7

I really don' 

Do you know t 

I don't know 

but I don't kno 

time.  

Were you invo 

knowing that i

Whn initiated

t know.

he pu 

for s 

w. I

ef fo 

that 

A.  

Q.  

A.  

it, 

that 

Q.  

than 

A.

rpose of the effort? 

ure. I could guess at 

wasn't informed at

in 

go

that at 

ing on?

all, other

No.

Q. Are 

yourself,

you aware, 

or knew of

ther 

hea

personally, 

rd of conversations

between TVA personnel, TVA loan 

advisors, contractors, anybody r 

TVA and the NRC in trying to get 

to any questions that might have 

regarding the June -- the Januar 

from the NRC to TVA that raised 

on Appendix B? 

A. No.  

Q. Do you know or are you awa 

legal counsel at TVA or advisors

managers, 

epresenting 

clarification 

come up 

y 3rd letter 

the question

re of any 

or loan

1ved 

t was

16 
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managers sought in that regard?

A. Not 

Q. How 

communicat 

personnel, 

line super 

Mr. White' 

Whi Le, inc 

would you 

communicat 

period of

that 

wo u 1 

ion a 

say 

vi so 

s ad 

ludi 

desc 

ion 

time

I don't

complete 

of the t 

Watts Ba 

involved

com 

me, 

la

can 

ou 

nng

I 

a

recall, no.  

escribe the overall 

,ifferent levels of

from the working level,

r, middle management, tt 

visors, all the way to 

ng NSRS, the whole thinc 

ribe in a nutshell the 

in that organization, d 

you were actually ther 

know if I can give you 

nt. I was in Chattanoo 

ithough I did spend som 

r on, but I don't think

in know.ing how middle

hr 

Mr

first 

ough 

How

uring the 

e? 

a 

ga most 

e time at 

I got

management got

to Admiral White. I just don't know.  

0. Okay.  

A. He had a certain group of people that 

reported directly to him and what their 

reporting structure was, I don't know.  

MR. REINHART: Okay.  

BY MR. ROBINSON: 

Q. I have to just clarify one final thing.  

After your initial meeting with -- when you

I-I
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THE 

MR.

statement

informatio 

concluded

freo 

THE 

MR.  

n y 

THE 

MR.  

at

for your time.

WITNLE.,S: No.  

MURPHY: Have yc 

ly and voluntari 

WITNESS: Yes.  

MURPHY: Is the 

u 'd like to add 

WITNESS: No.  

MURPHY: This i 

:17, March 4th, 

Appreciate it

that 

week

my major 

period.

Sullivan 

concerned with. I considered 

activity during about a three 

MR. REINHART: Okay 

MR. MURPHY: Anythi 

MR. NORTON: No.  

MR. MURPHY: First 

Sullivan, thank you for takin 

talk with us today and to clo 

to szy, have I or any other N 

representatives threatened yo 

or offered you any reward in 

statement?

u given this 

Ily?

re any additional 

to the record? 

nterview is 

1987. Thank you

ng else? 

off, Mr.  

g the time to 

se, I would Iike 

RC 

'u in any manner 

return for this

!


