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By Facsimile
Michael D. Kohn, Esq. John Lamberski, Esq.
Kohn, Kohn and Colapinto, P.C. Troutman Sanders
517 Florida Avenue, N. W. NationsBank Building, Suite 5200
Washington, D. C. 20001 600 Peachtree Street, N. E.

Atlanta, Georgia 30308

In the Matter of
Georgia Power Company, et al.
(Vogtle Electric Generating Station, Units 1 and 2)

Cocket Nos: 50-424-OLA-3 and 50-425-OLA-3
Gentlemen:
In an Memorandum and Order (Schedule for Phase II), the Board set March 23,
1995, as the deadline for reaching agreements on transcripts of tapes. The
Staff proposes that the parties reach agreement on the text of the following
partial transcripts of tapes that the NRC believes is relevant to its case:
Tape #41, Tr. 40-51 (Ol Exhibit 66)
Tape #160, Tr. 24 (01 Exhibit 97)
1.ne #184, Tr. 35-45 (01 Exhibit 60) (NRC Smooth, Tr. 15-22)
Except for the transcript of Tape 184, the enclosed pages are from the
01 Exhibits that contained notations by Ailen Mosbaugh. NRC revisions are
handwritten, in print, on the enclosed transcript excerpts.

Sincerely,

Mitzi A° Young ; 7
Counsel for NRC Staff

Enclosures as stated

cc w\o enclosures: Service List
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(inaudible)?
VOICE: Eight a.n.
VOICE: (Inaudible).
Cx? VOICE: Whatever yesterday's mode
Ahe S
1 projection is (inaudible).
VOICE: But (inaudible) Saturday
night at eight o'clock.
8.5
ﬁc*?‘( VOICE: We were showing three
o'clock Tuesday (inaudible) yesterday.
G VOICE: Three o'clock Tuesday.
Va‘ve At Govte lespe soy dime,
Noaudisiey . . 5
¢ 3 wall o~ Zu(»{f‘y
That's my projection.
VOICE: Mode 2 (inaudible).
VOICE: Okay. (Inaudible) mode 4.
[ Aa Ll 2 o
¢® voicek: (Inauznblo). @A s
VOICE: . Okay. (Inaudible) ve

don't need to worry about (inaudible).
VOICE: (Inaudible) engineers

(inaudible).

VOICE: (Insudible).
VOICE: I'm leaving, I just
(inauvdible).
Ok, ®y ». bl
(B  voice: (Inaudible).
¢ Rttt
VOICE: (Inavdible) read a

paragraph. Frowdibie) has reviewed air
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guality of tho diesel qonorntor ocusing on

Qi F [m
dovpoint control d has

The
bbts(innudig?‘
concluded that air qguality is sastisfactory.

Initial reports of hi bor t
p RIS .J%y fuJ-da’
inandiblel.

expected dewpoints later (
That specific teet was in reference

to the March 29, March 30, and March 31 wvork

order associated with the instruments that ve

later dototnin?y vas bad, and ve got to
¥ wﬂhoVIh?vzzi
(inf'u{iblc) 2 and we figured cut
how to work the (inaudible) instrumentation.
This was confirmed by an internal
- 1
inspection of one (inaudible) on April 6,

[ 2- 4
1950. (¥nevdibie) looked in there and found a

-ﬁ‘n
light ( of oil and ye found some

Semt Fviedts N L Tee

minor corrosion on.(inaudible) also.
ARC *‘#' We periodically ‘;Iaccd in a control
air filters wvere done in March, 199%0. Fronm
all reports that I've heard on that is that
those air filters vere alvays clean. Even in
the previous outsge they were very clean and
practically brand new.

We showed no indication of corrosion
and air receiver and daily air receiver blow (e ble

M' '
(ipauvdible) shoved no indication of corrosion
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and daily air receiver blow down with no
significant water discharge.

¥We believe, although lchvurtzvgﬁdor
is checking, is ever since we started up
ve've been doing daily air receiver blowdowns
as part of operations. A ke ;‘J,"

Further, I guess, (4mewdibls) when
the air quality caﬂ? up, spoke to the Cooper
pecple. And the (ta‘adtbtv) reaction

::=;4£5L0

( ) if you do these daily blowdowns,

and you don‘t have 2 air receiver full of
bese Ove

water, because of the (imeudidie) marine
engines and because you have a pressure
reduction going to the controls, you really

don't have to worry about air qunlity.

Thoy ed the word that vas ulc
)k--au{)fn h Jp¥{gh%ﬁﬁr1} Iécsuqfﬁpa-
(tﬂtvﬁtttvh4you know, IT@& (1

That was the flavor that came to me, okay.

We've done I guess I::. additi.nal

v. z
research. We have (1naud£b1£% ‘88 tim. zzanc-
> 0O
~-well, we had the ;fn.ed*b*o) progran et
g ]
vorking out,thc (inaudible) program feor—
l L )

(inaudible). 4

The '88 time frame from like 5/10/88

to 5/2/89, somevhere in that time fra-o:
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spproximately a year ago, the year before
that, ve may have had one or more of the
dryers out of service for several months,
ckay, and that's indicated herec.

We probably were not doing good PM's

on checkipg, dryer guality st that particular
§ ot

FhLae vy
(dasudidbie), okay.

I guess my question to the group is

vEs that -ar(dmevdttPTe) the statement that we
pmade in our letter at all?
Is the other facts, the fact that .
hey wre .
(inaudible) blow down the air dryer, the fact
w
thet—we—don*t (inaudible) the air dryer, the
fact that essentially a ycrt or approximately

oS hou

a year before the (inaudible), vou know, W
M&‘ﬁwﬂéﬁf Pyewy Fiat hbd’ﬁxj‘rbﬁwﬂ41
did have f;audtblc) did—mot—tUuty—ténavdible ) ——

A whele a~f gGVJ
WJ:( ye

« ~Y :
AL’W VOIC!_’b L‘!‘:o.&?:‘?‘io&é deﬂ to ’“f
¥

ansver first, (inaudible), the (inaudible) wws/
s na
you know, the right way. (2&1¢G¥bt‘)

These arc Qooo(
seventeen, tvelve, tvanty-tvoe, you-b
(inaudible) numbos.

Repenber, (inaudible).

/@41 VOICE: That's theoretically not

possible.
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GP@  voick: I mean, what we've got to
basically say is our PM program before, I

don't know ==

,1-7 VOICE: June, July, '89; right?

Gg VOICE: Yeah, somevhere ==

Ao VOICE: (Inaudible) '89.

P voice: Yeah, somevhere in that
time frame our PM program was suspect. Okay,

the readings were suspect. You know, that
doesn't mean that you did have good air, but
it doesn't mean that you didn't have good air.
We don't know if we had good air or bad nir,‘
ockay.

But in the meantime we did pull the
filter, okay, and ve had been doing the
blowdowns and all of that iupliol th th}?me

0 '0'4'
air, although it may nog‘dolon.truto

Hoaudidie) the best guality, wvas

satisfactory.

kpdeY vorce: (Inaudibl;} You can't spy
w e P
that we have a bad air and ( ) because

anytime you've got a minor corrosion, you can
see anytime (inauvdible).
éJ; VOICE: You know, I guess I would

tend to believe that we had good air based
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i
ey

upon two things; one, pulling the air ilter
dible) newv.

and inspecting it, vhich wvas (i{?ﬁ
We didn't see any buildups of ffﬁuiﬁiﬁﬁ.).

The second thing I guess I would
tend to believe, you know, two hundred and
titfty pounds (1n2531b1.) or thereabouts and
kind of rocm temperature, okay, and your
dryer (inaudible) an expansion process, even
if you didn't have a dryozg*i goes through an

ne] &
expansion process, the ( fraudibie) in my

M hord T 167G Haly cowuct.

You know, so some two hundred and

cpinion.

fifty pounds or two hundred and ten pounds
(inaudible) sixty pounds (inaudible) dry air.
S0 I would then conclude, if my

v v ek € g,

logic ip correct, I yould conclude that

ovr M

(inaudibls) oy air quality is still » valid
~

, ~thh
(inaudible) .
vOICE: <~ (Inaudidie), hikeminl Flsc
oo

WAN';) ZCL: Yes. You know,

v
(] h
(inaudible) na—&q;so—+4ao&4#b&o+—1! this

generic letter and stated what our air

gquality wvas.
We &"

o I dibl Bt t 4
P preyimn /cw(‘up Ts‘f.)..«'r’..,u?.«'l—'#. - ;o.'ff .1':

qualit!k(inaudible)AVOqol naudible) systen.
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ne>
e boon )0xablishc Fsﬂt) gifty °§%;I"fi£k
(huu 1b10) H&—w’%‘r‘tﬂ? (inaudible).

That's what we said our requirements are.

tabli c -] '
Devpoint criteria va'z e :w %'.Jp
based on a design capahility (1nludib ) and a

{ , “ 3 ? ‘fﬂ’ﬂsw

S0 basically ve sa that our
(™ PrESVrE,
criteria is fifty doqrociF(inlu blo)o,
7 what wr »oid D Jhe TN

gininmunm diesel generator (
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é&? VOICE: Yeah, & (1naudlblo) )
W Someti will nt meat Hat o—‘ we barn'y o
¢% voick: n-n?ﬁ'nz-h) demonstrate it 7
Or Whire wr dide S o good F)1 progre=i ”
periogically. y gquestion really focuses on

thfs (fﬁﬁﬁéﬂ?i.> letter and how long == you

know, I believe from what I've heard from ell

the experts that Item 4 here is still valid.
I mean, we believe that we've had

satisfactory qguality air going to the control

system.

ﬁ“ﬁJCOICE: Yes, I think that because
ine HTanel NS T8 V0

GB VOICE: Given the fact that you

makes e @i dyer
have an expansion process 4n the dryer.

,(M VOICE: Again, George, I say, you
know, it depends on what you're going to call
satisfactory.

If you're going to say satisfactory
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is what we said in response to the generic
letter, I'm not sure that we can shov that
wve've met that criteria.

The problem is that you can't tell
what any of these numbers are because the vay
the PM's done, you just can't tell.

You know, there's a number down
here, but there's no calculation. Tgﬁi'ro
doing the measurements at atmospheric
pressure, yet they need to be corrected back

to a systenm pressure, you know, and wve're

getting high numbers.

Prere’s he d et e evibrme Topore
Hodm vorck; o i

I i é;hﬂﬂny ndiay fo doch Fat.
A Z}ﬁfnl go(' stoement s H:fweudmw
éﬂa VOICE: We've made engineering ™
judgments, okay, on this particular statement.

I would go ahead and =~

,4”1 VOICE: You know, we're saying if

ne
thcrc'sAintcrnal corrosion that we're

observing, therefore air quality is met and
relatable

Lﬁf:z'vgfaéc (£E@%A?;1%TN¢;U“:?; see
/

Yoy (miee

the (ihaddible). Aie
o) 1 e 3 den i grel G
}_;, VOICE: (Iweuvdidie) based on our

judgment when we pull it down three ti‘oc ¥

that may or may not be
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day and opcrationl says based on wvhat we've

$ae £ brr od

ucoa (1nuudlb1¢{4no cor??nion, ve have to say
>

JXefhOle — ] # dasr) SnAuck wadd Jee bl

#H‘Woxcn: “(g}ﬁs *lbl“":‘m " -}(Lo'uf;rfsn
Atrvorcr: | ¢ineudibie), recent

requests, George, for all these vork orders,

(inau

okay. They've asked for a2ll these -~

C; VOICE: I think at ten o'clock

TT fera
I'l1l talk to f4aaadtt&t+ about going back on

our past work orders in our PM program in '88
was not as good as our PM program has been in
the past year, basically, in '89 going to '90,
Trs shll

and ve'll provide that information.®e our
engineering judgment that we had satisfactory
air quality. I think that's ==

Eb“‘hgdgxcz: . The expansion of air from
reaceiver pressure to eighty pounds is going to
result in about an eighty degree depression of
dewpoint -~ pardon me, thirty degree

depression at dewpoint.

VOICE: (Inauvdible).
VOICE: Yeah.

VOICE: Yeah.

VOICE: 8o the receiver =--

PKG vorce: The absolute worst case
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vould be vater laying in the bottom of the
tank on & hot day, you'd have had, what, a
ninety degree devpoint or sc.

A“@‘VOIC:: Okay. The other thing
that happens with a system like that is
normally your receiver temperature is elevated
vhen your compressors are operating because of

the heat, but & ninety or a hundred would be a

geeod number. w)l &'
’}‘B VOICE: But (inaudible) for such a
long time.
vol That would only be & short
¥ ef&d’
periecd of—Tinsudibies.
VOICE: Yeah.
VPICE: I think that's probably a
good (inuudié&o) podint.
’38 VOICE. You get nbout thirty
r hat expams
degree depression of a dovpoint e} 80O
boow, BL

vhatever ve (inaudible) the maximum receiver
vas, wo'ro su‘“dyo had thirty degrees lcver
eh0ﬂ'(inln44bao+ T€ yor SoY

6‘; VOICE: (Inaudible) ninety degrees
in that room and that room would never,
sactually never rapidly fall to sixty degrees.

4

6‘{5 VOICE: The ISA standard was
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tventy =~ how many degrees below room

tenperature?

}‘J‘ VOICE: Eightesen degrees.

£PB voice: Lighteen degrees. So ve
always are going thirty, which is more than
eighteen.

(P voick: Okay. 6o we believed that

we had good air quality and a poor PM progranm
in '88 and ve fixed that.
FAP voice: The PM prograr needs some

minor tuning up nowv.

Kethery VOICE: (Inaudible) needs to be
done now.
VOICE: Oh, yeah, I agree.
VOICE: (Inaudible).
(rB VOICE: . Oh, yeah, ve flapped

around vwith the fact that ve got a, you know,

the 29th ﬁﬂ::%g { a
ecn & A or 80 Ve got a I'ea ng an
sz iyl

nobody knewv asbout it until (inaudible) picked
it up.
/&4- VOICE: George, we had a bad
©

reading today. § xty’doqroou (dPawdibie ) oI
e

the two HM)
be irr‘f
69 VOICE: (inau:diblo) I think we're

/
working on the problem; isn'‘t that right?
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/o# Fhe dryre s &'9' e
iﬂ"‘s ICE: (Inoudiblo) tho/drycr‘ 1

1

2  think ’tnafl{‘iu&){“"’s off.

3 VOICE: (Inaudiblo)

4 ﬂ#ﬂvoxc:z -l"t‘llm ve qot:yqood

. reading’ and ¢drwwdidiw) .

6 ¢F voice: Not on 2A, 2B.

7 Joh™Y vorce: 2A 31nm&‘l 4 dover The s e
B (% voice: Io-d ubloc ecked with

9 operations and ve %ﬂh Fok J‘A—C {M
10 st yorce: fdfz““? do Yict foday.
11 ¢1% voice: okay. When I heard about
12 it, and I heard about it yesterday or so or
13 the day before yesterday == actually I heard
14 about it just before the meeting (;:152&11!?9
15 He mentioned there vas & possibility
16 and they finally took the reading and I got
17 the 1ntornnt{&2‘%gzﬁczc:fro they finally took

18 the reading (inaudible) and I think it was

19 sixty degrees at that point.

20 y Jg“' h+ Jr.hltfﬁhdl:;c cdy 1n

,3-3 c dleek, Foud

21 cperations to go ahead and (innudiblo) th£;
22 W& VOICE: For PM program Hhe fank. 7o
23 improvement, the PM curyentl says to use a

24 pressure regulator (Iﬁiu:?blo) instrument and

25 the instrument manual says that you ohéuld not
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A"‘f VOICE: Howv many different people are ve going to

Bt NE Ty G A BERS 7 b 290,
bheve kg t?e“? \ fuh«b/] H",,{”‘ Seyt wrte bS5 ewn,

VOICE: [Imavdidie) nbghtowes. [tw] hasn’t
finished yet.
/{“‘VOICI: Ne. You can’t change history.
VOICE: [Laughs.)
F-flvd/'v)gxc:x We‘re just trying to sclve it.
yvoxct: Solve history?
F"’I'Vé’? CE: Okay.
F,JWOIC:: I’m supposed te not only come up with a

number; I’m supposed to come up with why the discrepancy

exists.
Aorce: mon.
F"J"'\‘;glcz: I don’t know if I can do that.
A" VOICE: You can‘t do that without George'’s input.
M‘%OIC!: et D hes )‘l R ﬁl} ;+ T hooo Yo
Aw —

Fre
4% 00 bowe £o, Al ge g7t
/ % binge & Uirwy ol (G54,

VOICE+—Ohey.
Fedn i,
ICE: But the number I wvas ~-- I was supposedly

investigating changed yesterday.

A REyED
"7voxcz: Well, yeah. They P the LER again.
re
VOICE: I thought we [ineudIBIT)
v oAl howe remk JAe h.ncbr:_.s__.
VOICE: p

b~ No1CE:  I-donit—think—they—ever THE ThE TUNDers-
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Bockhold:
Horton:
Greene:
Voice:
Voice:
Voice:
Voice:
Voice:
Voice:

Bockhold:

Aufdenkampe:
Bockhold:

Voice:
Voice:
Voice:
AR
1L
Veoice:
Greene:
Bockhold:
Voice:
Voice:
Voice:

Horton:

Aoice:

NEL bmoam-mpe ivT
(ém T Exnilet &0)

I prefer ‘"appear."®

Sounds like we don’'t know.

What we need to do is just be factual.

What are the facte?

(inaudible)

We’'ll do it now.

That's what we said.

(inaudible)

(inaudible)

Actually, maybe the first section should be the
confusionin The April Sth letter and the original LER
appeared to be the results of two facts First, there
wvas c~nfusion in distinction between successful start
and 2 1l1id start, and in truth, that was an NRC

confu n. They thought we were telling them something
diffr at than what we were telling them.

(inaudible)

You know, and really the second thing is ;htf)te screwed
up in our count.

(inaudible) Ckew.
(inaudible) Yeoh.
k0 PBH L i

ﬁ{ definition?

Yeah.

I know what valid test is.

Okay, so0 we’'re going to say the confusion --
(inaudible)

(inaudible)

You’‘re right.

A valid test is a defined term. .

—— —————

A valid successful test (inaudible).s o dc?nd term,

is
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Horton:
Bockhold:
Voice:
Voice:

Bockhold:

Voice:
Greene:

Bockhold:

Veice:
Voice:
Bockheld:
Veoice:
Veice:

Bockhold:

A valid successful start is not a defined term .

Why don’t we say valid test?
(inaudible) You cant link thase +wo words 1here,

(inaudible)

Confusion in t Apriidazsﬁicttor in the original LER
appeared to be,result two factyory First, there was
confusion in the distinction between a successful start
and a valid test.

That’s much better. I like that paragraph.

How did you change those words so far?

I just said -- I changed the -- instead of the errors, I
gaid the confusion in the April 9th letter and the
original LER appear to result in two factors. o1
change e term, errors to confusion, and then I said,

d

first izi as confusion distinction between

suc -2ssful starty and a va test. -Skay; And thes I
left everything else the same.

(inaudible)

(irzudible) The gecend sentevec,in other weids | also refers h the
QO"Y‘('V&'MO

You’'ve got confusion twice.
(inaudible) e efer 4 ((vausu\\ +1LE
No. Vit ddat Eniww ChAuc LV\ :
_But I mean, English-wise, it’s better to mix up the

words,"884 to be technically correct. Say you're an
enc.neer and you use the same term over again. Good- You

would yeviebhing -you're an engineer and not an English major. 4

Fredericks:

Bockhold:

Horton:
Voice:

Bockhold:

Voice:

' Sewvd, confusion?

¢ oy
BQWO take error out of the last untencef,‘\mSay)

Hagd Hhet oo
No, I'm willing to accept &£his. That 4.£22§l error is
fine. You know, we say error in the first paragraph and
we say error here.
o Jart

You might want t@ change that because (inaudible) --.
in tr@ iddle cevtente - $he lavt nes inquetes

(inaudible) . coecesls shark (iravdide ) in 108,

There is no such thing as valid, successful start from
1087

(inaudible)
16
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Bockhold:

Voice:
Bockhold:
Voice:
Voice:
Bockhold:

Voice:

Voice:
Aufdenkampe:
Voice:
Voice:
Voice:
Voice:
Voice:
Voice:
Voice:

Fredericks:
1t r.‘ C('

Aiese!

“Hoioe
Voice:
Fredericks:
voidgtampe
Aufdenkampe:
“Yoice:

&TSCWF

Voice:

and
Okay, so it's a valid, successful start thatibas an
important comment.

(inaudible) . .
Uow d in ond ¥s notin -
.Noe—*i somebody put that,quotations (imaudible) 108.
(inaudible)

We need to (inaudible).

You read 108.

How could -- you know, how could you put it in
gquotations, 1ik€ if you're not quoting or something?

(inaudible)

Those three words were in here a lot.

syrpesaly)

What, valid“--

They start together.

(inaudible)

(inaudible)

Now, let’s go to the last paragraph.

Last paragraph.

sententel :

Last umséc) last paragraphon +he first poge .
o diesel| generanr

well, we talk about this initial count ({maudibdie) --
and -thenwhile they were recounted. I would say that we
could change that last sentence to say. second, &n error
was made by the individual who performed the count of
thesetwo generator starte before April 9t§)

Or whatever.

I take it -- wﬁc4uﬁ

abvt,

1 would olcfme, edate
I wouldn’t say initial, and that was the-finai.

I do think theinieial’ (bber uwﬁ,ﬁt}?&"f&?ﬂ"
They have been counted many times since then.
Hneudibie) I mylres they were counted wre Hov onte,
Why not make a reference to the presentation here?
Yeah, that’s what I'm talking about.

17
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Grerne
Voice:

+umh9
Veoice: The April Sth letter. X
Gaess Jusel fosid
3 What did you call the {imaudible)

Voice: (inaudible)

Bockheld: Okay, second, the error was made by the individual who
performed the count of diesel starte for --

Voice: (inavdibie) the Apro(‘mv lefter - -

~+e

Bockhold: (continuing) -- let’s just say, for -- hew-abeut NRC

presentation. ¥ut- NRC, April 9th presentation.
For the

Voice: (inaudible)

Voice: (inaudible)

Voice: For the April 9th letter.

Voice: Okay .

Voice: You can put --

Bockhold: The April Sth letter that’s fine.

Aufdenkampe: Okay, now that we've changed vaiid starts to valid
tests, would you say that there was confusion between
successful starts and valid tests?

Voice: Well, it doesn’'t --

B iderear of

cice Change that sentence.
yoice: Which one? The one he (1o itle)?
2."d‘.rkan;c 14 (\wo_nges ot sentence.
reene (inaudible) We den't krow that part.  (Qur lelter - -
evr  doto. ddrthse b do wbh sdardig. 1t hod towih runtif.
veicei————{inaudible)
Bockhold: Well, we used start in the presentation.
Veice: Yeah, we used start.
s folble
Bockhold: ~So fhat’'s why thie is a start was congidered successful,

nesd make.
I think we’'re—gUing to-be making & -- let’'s clarify

something. Let’'s make a reference to what presentativrn

e g7(inaudible) about there.

the hecEwETe?

and the diesel was started and either ran, and we
intentionally shut down tecting wae in priyress,
as identified on the attached paper. We've made an
engineering value judgment about each one of these and
we should defend our position.
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Voice:
Voice:
Voice:
Veoice:

Bockhold:

Veoice:
Voice:
voice:

Veice:

Voice:

Voice:

Voice:
Voice:
Voice:
Voice:

Voice:
Aufdenkampe:

Bockhold:
Aufdenkampe:

Voice:

Voice:

Voice:

~timaudibleT.

(inaudible)

I don‘t have any problems.

George, I den't know where you're at.
+he third sentence

I wag on ).

(inaudible)

Well, let's -- I don't have any issues. Who has issues
on this last paragraph on the first page?

i dibl
{inau e) 6m§vrf'

Second is the word

First.

st retion pelween A
First, there was confusion in the ééitnd*bteé successful
ntart’;? a valid test.

a | i
(inaudible) Ard you chamsed sori Ho test

Okay.
Sd'"m L 8y e wos

Now, I want to change that, (inaudible): There
be-a—3iit+ie confusion between einaudtrle) valid test.
8 S0l ESs ldb4“d

Y

Lo 40ikin 200 vt the
(inaudible) valid part again.

Yeah.

I don’'t know, but --

1:11 assistValid +est

(inaudible)

Well, was Jimmy confused -ffggts successful starts and
valid tests?

No.

Then, that sentence is in error.

Okay, no. That sentence is not in error, and maybe that
sentence should go someplace else.

(inaudible)
(inaudible)
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Bockhold:

Aufdenkampe:

Fredericks:

Voice:
Bockhold:

voice:

Voice:

Bockhold:

Greene:
Veoice:
Creene:
Veoice:

Voice:

Greene:
Voice:

Voice:
Grecre
Yoiee:

Fredericks:

Fredericks:

Everybody else, you know, everybody else, the more we
got in to it, the more everybody got confused. On that
date, Jimmy wasn’'t confused. He thought he had counted
successful starts.

(inaudible) 1’1l withdraw the comment.

(inaudible). We aren’t necessarily referring to
confusion by the counters. BEverybody was confused.

Well, general.

1t£g’VIl general confusion.

{inaudible) We were making the countg for one purpose,
and they were using their standard nomenclature when
they were reading our letter.

1inaudible)

And we, ourselves, asked. When we tried to count it the
second time, we were confused about what was counted the
first time. Everybody was confused after the first

count. First count were-these, and only one person did
it. wis €0ty

Are we through with that first page?

I think so.

Let’'s go to the second page.

Okay.

(inaudible)

(laughing)

Number 14 on the last line.

Are we mow on the last paragraph?

Yes.

We're on the second page.

The first sentence. The purpose of this letter is to
correct the figures related to the number of diesel
generator starts reported to the --* Ah, -- that’'s the
opening line of the letter.

We did a lot of starts.
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Voice: In the April Sth letter we talked about successful
starts, sequential starts, or whatever else we had.
Think that clarification in there --

Voice: I'm getting lost (inaudible) the information -- I don‘t
think so. Bill’'s got a good point. We’'re gonna take --

Greene: What's that?

Voice: The Jlegal -defenpe: Delek the sertence

Greene: You know, that’'s a great -ontoncc.——+futuﬂtbt!f’it

that’'s the opening line i&a the whole letter.

) \qmnqghncaf

Voice: Yeah. Thut sheld be the frgh sentence.

Voice: Yeah, that could be a little bit long.

Voice: That’'s kind of where the future is.

Veoice: Why do you say great (inaudible)?

0 1S

Bockhold: Wait a second. We're starting 4® English :i:h; now,
okay?

Fredericks: I agree with Tom, Georgesend of the letter and wethifik
the purpose.

Bockhold: Well, you're starting to do, you know, you're starting
to rewrite the whole letter at this point.

Veoice: (inaudible)

Bockhold: Actually, the purpose of this letter is to correct the,

you know, determine the figures, numbers related, really-
Yo xewe win(inaudible) Englinhﬁ%a—hefeit
Greene: Why don’t we say this: This letter corrects the figures
rela-ed b -and-the-latest—ef the number of diesel generator starts,
reported in the letter of April Sth, or the April 5th

letter.
Bockhold: I think what we're doing is working on English. You
know, the standard English context of writing a good

letter is you put the purpose in paragraph one, then you
put the facts, and then you put the summary in the last
paragraph. That's, you know, 101 standard best way tO
write a letter. And yeah, we can restart, rewrite this
letter from scratch 4f-—you wan®™ But I don’'t believe
that has anything to do unon the goodnens or badness of
this letter, or whether it’'s factually correct or not.
You know, that’'s just another way -- that's better
syntax, maybe in --

Veoice: Whether or not --
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Voice:

Greene:

Voice:

Bockhold:

We're not being graded on syntax at this point. We're
getting graded on :f'fgf’t' for crying out loud.
Cv

What if the methods are --

I want to go over this.

Green:
That was my side comment, and if Birmingham likes this
letter writ this way, I don't -- that’'s what we
should do. “Well, let me ask the PRE a question. Do you
believe that that sentence distracts from the message

we're delmcn'g Hasudible) ?

Coursey:
Greene:
Voice:
Veice:
Veoice:

Voice:

Bnckhold:

Greene:

Veice:

Bockhold:

Voice:
Voice:

Greene:

Voice:
Voice:
Voice:
Veice:

Voice:

Bockhold:

I don’t think it matters one way or not - really.

1 would be confusing the issue if I didn’'t get --

(inaudible)

(inaudible) |

It doesn’'t confuse what we're wﬂmudible) ’
(inaudible)

I think you need that sentence there, or you need to
rewrite the whole letter, if you put a new paragraph in.

You understand, of course, that if it gets English --
wWell, if Birmingham --

Yeah, if you get’ seme re-EnglinhﬁJ it needs to come back
to the PRE. I ain’t gonna sign this one out without you
recommending unanimously.
(inaudible)

(inaudible)

All right, let’s go to the second sentence.

gone then, gone back-cc-#iaﬁrﬁihlo+—vtrtty'—-
ard verifed vhae pumbers based o0 !l
(inaudible) of oor gomments ?

(inaudible)

(inaudible) post maintenance starts.
No, we don’'t agree with that line.
I'd like to exclude four.

Why don’'t we gay there were so many start attempts,
count them all, and then (inaudible) why exclude any?
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