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DETAILS OF INVESTIGATVON

Appli~cable Regulations

10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criteria V, XVI and XVIII, 1996 Edition (Allegations I-I through 1-3,
and 11-2)

10 CFR 50.5: Deliberate Misconduct, 2000-,2001, and 2002 Editions (Allegations I1-1, I-2, 1M
and IV)

10 CFR 50.9: Completeness and Accuracy of Information, 2000, 2001, and 2002 Editions
(Allegations 11-1, 11-2, MI and IV)

18 USC 1001: Statements or Entries Generally (Allegation M)

18 U.S.C. 371: Conspiracy (Allegation IM)

42 USC.2273 (Atomic Energy Act): Violation of Sections Generally (All Allegations)

Purpose of Investigation

•This investigation was initiated on April 22, 2002, by the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(MNC), Office of l atgon (o1)., Rgin! (R), .to dtein ther FirstEnergy Nuclear

7) O'er•itng Company (FNOC) pomrel ssationed- at .thies.Nulr Plant (Davis-
•Besse) ~l o NRC tqquiremeats regarding the Reactor Vessel Head (RV).:

B ackground (•Exhuibit 1).

On or about March 6,2002, at Davis-Besse,.FENOC personnel identified a significant cavity in
the RVH that was apparently caused by corrosion.due to boric acid leaking. from a crack in or,
near a control rod drive mechanism(CRDM) nozzle. An NRC Augmented Inspection Team
(AT) was organized, in part, to determine what caused the problem and concluded that the
eorroion pro ,may have-been actively ongoing foras long as 6 years. As a:result of theAlT
inspection activities,,.several.potential violations were identified.

Initialty, on April 2-2i 2002, at.n Allegation Re,4ew Board (ARB), the NRC staff identified
concn related 4o wheftr FUNOC.pumonnl•:l (I) wi(y failed to take adequate corrective
actians; forthe cim tances Mmunadig• .thbecorOsigQ"Vwblomthat had been occurring to the
RVHI (2) willfully-failed to implement the Boric Acid Corusion Control .(BACC) procedure;
and (3) provided inaccurate and/or incomplete information to the NRC regarding FEOC's

NOT FORPuBJBCDI.osuRE wmtouQ A•-ROvAL OF

<FIE.LD OFWICEDMECTOR,- OF -I1?=iF VE$n-Q0ATONS, REGION mI0
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uncontrolled release of radioactivity may have been violated and was never brought forward by
any of the individuals involved would be of concern the NRC (Exhibit 234, pp. 40-41,43-45,

() 48-50; Exhibit 235; Exhibit 236, pp. 4, 17-18; Exhibit 237, p. 75).

Another example was that HARRIS, Principal Engineer, Framatome, understood that the amount
of leakage from the mouse holes during 12RFO was more extensive than he had seen in the past,
and that the boric acid leakage was significant enough that it caused delays. This should have
raised a concern to him at the time (Exhibit 50, pp. -34-36).

The final* example involves David R. SCHROEDER, EquipmentLead for the Refuel and Video
Equipment (formerly Field Service Technician), Framatome, who felt the amount of boric acid
leakage on the RVH he observed during the 12RFO was the most he had ever seen.
SCHROEDER explained that the leakage was so great that he could.nobtgetthe camera into a
couple of weep holes. This should have raised a concern to him at the-time and action should
have been taken (Exhibit 238, pp. 22, 32, 34).

However, based on a review of the contractual agreements between FENOC and Framatome, it
was concluded that FENOC had ultimate responsibility. Based on the extent of the evidence
developed during this investigation, there were no specific indications of wrongdoing that were
identified with respect tp Frnimatome. /

SThe following peoplg were interviewed by 01 during the course of this investigation, butduring
\ these interviews din rovide any material information:

-- Charles ACKERMAN, Supervisor, QA Engineering, FENOC (Exhibit 263) ..

John AMBROZY, Carpenter, Day-Zimmerman Nuclear Power Systems Contractor (Exhibit 239)

Bradley J. BAUMGARDNER, Radiation Protection Health Physicist, FENOC (Exhibit 264)

Philip A. BUNKEIR Master Mechanic, FENOC (Exhibit 240)

Fred CURRENCE, Field Service Engineer, Refueling Services, Framatome (Exhibit 265)

Gary V. IESCHEN, SeniorHealth Physics Serviceman, FENOC (Exhubit 241)

Rodney K. EMORY, Engineer, Duke Power (Exhibit 242)

Greg W. GoLESPIE, Acting Supervisor, Radiation Protection Chemistry, FENOC (Exhibit 243)
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Dave GUDGER, Performance Improvement Manager (Corrective Action Owner), FENOC
(Exhibit 244)

Bill HILKENS, Quality Control Inspector, FENOC (Exhibit 245)

Steve HUNT, Principal Officer, Dominion Engineering (Exhibit 246)

Lee D. KIL , Senior Reactor Operator License Training, FENOC (Exhibit 247)

Alex KURASZ, Regional Account Manager, Framatome (Exhibit 248)

Andrea LEE, Senior Materials Engineer, NRC:NRR (Exhibit 266)

Arthur L LEWIS, Shift Manager, Shift 5, FENOC (Exhibit 249)

Peter MAINHARDT, System Engineer, FENOC (Exhibit 267)

Alexander MARION, Director of Engineering,.Nuclear-Generation Division, NEI (Exhibit 268)

John MAMTIN•,Cosultant, Martin, Sigmund Consulting Services,Inc. (Ex-hibit 25.0)

Neil MORRISOW, System Engineer, Beaver Valley, FE'NOC (Exhibit 251)

Ronald PILLOW, CRDM Component Engineer, Framatome (Exhibit 269)

Donald R. PRILLIPS, Supervisor, ANO (Exhibit 252)

Randall L ROSSOMNM, Supervisor of Nuclear Quality Assessment, Beaver Valley, FENOC
(Exhibit 253)

Robert F. SAUNDERS, President, FENOC (Exhibit 270)

Peter J. SENI M- Inservice Inspection Engineer, FENOC (Exlhibit 254)

Michael D. SHEPMERD,.Senior Staff Nuela Advisor:(fouer Insaevite Inspector), FENOC•
(Exhibit 271).

Joseph P. SIMON, Lead Radiation Technician, FENOC (Exhibit 255)

Virgil ST. CLAIKR Health Physics Serviceperson, FENOC (Exhibit 256)
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Terry A. TABBERT, Senior Health Physics Serviceman, FENOC (Exhibit 257)

Carl A. TIPTON, Nuclear Qualifications Instructor, FENOC (Exhibit 258)

Allan J. VANDENABEEIE Ombudsman/Employee ConcemsiProgram Owner, FENOC
(Exhibit 272)

Bobbie G. VILIJNES, Jr., Component Engineer, FENOC (Exhibit 259)

Chris WAGGONER, Graphic Services Formatter, Communications Department, FENOC
(Exhibit 260)

Dennis WEAKLAND, Nuclear Consultant/Engineer, Beaver Valley, FENOC (Exhibit 261)

Davis E. WHITAKER, Engineer, Piping Materials Group, Duke Energy Corporation

(Exhibit 273)

Andrew S. WILSON, Superintendent, Maintenance Support7 FENOC (Exhibit 149)
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Transcript of Interview of LEWIS, dated July 16i 2002 (73 page).

Traiscript of Interview of MARTIN, dated October 15, 2002 (57_page)-....

Transcript of Interview of MORRISON, dated October 18, 2002 (49 pages).

Transcript of Interview of PHILLIPS, dated June 27, 2002 (58 -pages).

Transcript of Intethiew of ROSSOMME, dated October 9, 2002 (79 pages).

Transcript of Interview of SENIUK, dated October 18, 2002 (70 pages).

Transcript of Interview of SIMON, dated September 18, 2002 (27 pages).

Transcript of Interview of ST. CLAIR, dated October 16, 2002 (43 pages).

Transcript of Interview of TABBERT, dated September 18, 2002 (34 pages).

Transcript of Interview of TIPTON, dated September 18, 2002 (61 page).

Transcfipt of Interview of VILLHIES. dated May 6, 2002 (36 pages).

Report of Interview of WAGGONER, dated September 17,. 2002 (1 page).

Trwnscript of Itervie.w of WEAKLANDjdated April 21, 2003 (49 pages).

Transcript of Interview of LISKA, dated September:18, 2002.(22 pages).

Report of Interview of ACKERMAN, dated May 5, 2002.(1 page).

Transmript of Interview of BAUMGARDNER, dated October 16, 2002 (44 pages).

Report of Interview of CURRENCE, dated August 1, 2002(1 page).

Report of Interview of LEB, dated November 7,2002 (3 pages).

Rort of Interview of MA. NHARDT, dated July 5, 2002 (1 page).

Truasipt of Interview of MARION, dated November 5, 2002 (51 pages).
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