{h—’éf‘/ EOC_KE*FDGPC o -9

JSNMREC
% a2 P259( MAY28 1991
€c'o .

Yo: The United States Nuclear Regulstory Commission
(attn. Brunc Uric, Allegations Coordinator)
From: Allen L. Mosbaugh s @W‘

3

GEORGIA POWER/SONOPCO 2.206 PETITION RESPONSE IS
FILLED WITH LIES

Among the most serious of the allsgations made in
the 2.206 Petition filed by myself and Marvin Hobby is the
allegation that GPC thru SONOPCO submitted known, false
statements to the NRC intanded to mislead the NRC about the
raliability of the Diese! generators specifically in an
LER 90-006 dated 4-19-90. Perhaps the most significant
charge 18 that the Senior Vice President SONOPCO, George
Hairston, who signed the LER knowingly submitted false
information to the NRC,

Now SONOPCO has snswered the 2.208 petition in
& sworn statement response signed by Executive Vice
President Pat McDonald. The key facts of the response
rebutting the above charge provided by SONOPCO to the NRC
are blatantly false.

EALSE STATEMENT NUMBER 1

Specifically SONOPCO’'s response titled "Response to
Hobby/Mosbaugh 2.208 Petition” Section II.b" page 3,
last paragraph, footnote 3, the first fact presented is
blatantly falise.

Footnote 3-~- "The wording was revised by corporate and site
representatives in a talephons conference call late on April
19, 1990. Although Mr. Hairstoo was pot & participsnt in
that call, he had every reasoh to believe the final draft
LER pressnted to him after the call was accurats and
complete.”

Originale of tape recordings are in the possession of the
NRC made of the telephons conference call referenced in
footnote 3. Participants whose voices are clearly
identifieble on that tape ars:

George Mairston, Ken McCoy, Bi11 Shipman,
Jack Stringfellow, George Bockhold,
John Aufdenkimpe, Allen Mosbaugh

So it is proven by the tapes that Mr. Hairston actively
participated in the conference call late on April 19, 1980,
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Indeed Mr. Hairston's involvement in the detailed
development and wording 1n the LER was extensive to the
point of personally interviewing plant operators, a fact
SONOPCO aspparently does not want the NRC to know.

Now Pat McDonald sworn statement 1s another lie.

EALSE STATEMENT NUMBER 2

Specifically the second fact presented in footnote 3
ie false as well as the statemsents in section IIB, page §

Tast paragraph.

Footnote 3--- “The wording was revised by corporste and site
representatives in a telephone conference call late on April
19, 1990. Although Mr. Hairsten was not a participant in
that call, he had avery resson :o balisve the final draft
LER prasanted 1o hip after Lhe call was sccurats and
aamgiaa.

Euge S--- "the sugqestion that GPC officers or their uooer
layel staffs, who wers awars of thess efforts. would

Mr. Hairston, The Senior Vice President Nuclear, had
enumerable indicators and apparently direct knowledge that
the information presented to him was suspect 1f not cutright
false before he signed the LER. Bi11 Shipman is an upper
leve]! manager, in fact a General manager, «ho reports to the
vice President vogtle Project, Ken McCoy.

The following 18 & segment as stated on rscordings of the
conference call referenced in fcotnote 3.

Shipman ~---- Lets see, what other questions have we got.
We got the start thing straightened out.
stringfellow -~ The other questicn we had Bill was~-~~-
Hairston ---- We got the starts-- S0 we didn’'t have
no, we didn't have no trips?
Shipman ~---= No, not n?t

Shipman ---=- What else did we have Jack,

At this point tha conversation shifts rapidly to iéﬂllﬂ__éé.
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subjects of the LER which Hairston continues to participate
in,

Immediately it 18 apparent that Hairston was well aware of
the disse! trips by his question “"So we didn't have no, we
didn't have no trips?” and therefore the falsehocod in the
LER.

Nexs I the "SMOKING GUN® evid

McCoy states to Mr. Mairston the strategy that he intends to
use to deny the false statement they are about to make.
McCoy will “testify” that he did not know 1t was false since
Allen Mosbaugh had not talked to him. Shipman wil)
"disavow”., B111 Shipman, McCoy's General Mansger over
licensing, was just put on notice by Allen Mosbaugh (see
below transcript), Jjust 2 hours before, of the of numerous
details of the diese! trips and he acknowledged the
falsehood of boih the LER and COAR statements. Realizing the
1iability of the brief exchange that has just occurred Bill
Shipman rapidly ehifts the conversation to other topics.

Pat McDonald statemants in the Petition response
underlined above are outright lies to cover the
criminal conduct of Hairston, McCoy, and Shipman,

Near the end of the conference —all:

Aufdenkampe~-~- MHey Bill,

Shipman~=«--~- Yga

Aufdenkampe~- This is John. Are these al)
the changes we're going to make because
I don't think there is anything substantial
that needs & PRB?

Shipman--=-= ] won't make that guarantee, John,

Aufdenkampe-- But, OK, S0 I need toc kesp somecns on
standby to do that?

Shipman----« Yes 817 you sure do.

Aufdenkampe~-~ OK, I'11 have whoever 18 going to be on
standby give Jack a call, in case this thing
drags on till 7:00 or 8:00 at night or
something like that.

Shipman---- It's not going to be that long.

McCoy«===== Wa'l]l be done with this in about 30 minutes
with the changes and we'll call you back
and let you know and you can make & judgment
on whether we have to 9o back to the PRB.

This sets the time frame for the call as just prior to
the final signing by Hariston and indeed the one referenced

from Footnote 3 »f GPC's responses.
EXHBT_<_
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As further evidence of Hairston's and SONOPCO's prior
knowledge of the Diese)! trips and failures that made the LER
statements false is the following segment of another

tape recording, originals of which are in the NRC's
possession. This cal)l contains documentation of part of the
sctions of the "LER coordinator” described in SONOPCO's
petition response on page 3 middle paragraph.

Allen Mosbaugh places this call to Bi1l Shipman on 4-19-90
approximately 2 hours bafore the above call with Mr,
Hairston and puts senior SONOPCO personnel on notice of the
false information in the LER. Known participants on thig
call are Shipman, Mosbaugh, and Stringfellow.

Hello
Year This 1s Allen Mosbaugh.

Shipman «--
Mosbaugh=~~

Shipman =~=
Mosbaugh=~~
Shipman==-=-
Mosbaugh==~
Shipman -~~~
Mosbaugh=~~-
Shipman—-—e=

Mosbaugh==~
Shipman ===

Hey Allen. This is B111 Shipman.

Say 8111,

Are you where you can talk for a minute.
I am,

Great. I-~ Help!

oK

The . uh, LER, uh, we're, wa're, you know,
we're trying to get, you know, all Mr.
Hairston's questions snswered.

Right

Uh, there are 2 things, uh, I guess, uh
George has ask us to, you know, to find out
and 1 guess you, you were probably at the
time talking to Jacke===

A discussion proceeds discussing the first Hairston
question which regards operator responses when they first
arrived at the Diess)! generator room.

Below Mairston shows awareness of the start information
controversy in that he has ask for assurances on the start

data.

Shipman—-«-

Mosbaugh~=«~

Shipman-«-

OK and of course the other question we have
been trying to get an anawer to is to
reassure George that we had more than 20
valid starts since , you know, since March
20, Yike we say in the LER,

Yesh, You realize I think there’'s a problea
with the way that's' stated because you know
the machine -- we can--,you know, we've 2ot
one of the guys trying to find what the
total number of valid starts ia, but there
were failures.

Yeah. The problem that we got, Allen, is
that the data that's in the LER is what

George wrote and took and told to m—z__’
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Ebnetter last Monday in Atlanta.

Mosbaugh--- Well, you know, if anybody said that there
weren't any failures, then, you know, that's
Just not true.

Shipman--- Well if you look at George's outline that he
mede to take to Atlanta with him, he says at
that time it was 1ike 18 or 19.

Mosbaugh~-- Yea.

Shipman=~== And without a failure.

Mosbaugh-=~ Mm,

Shipman--=-- $0 you know somebody had given George that
infcmation.

Mosbaugh==~ On the B-~

Shipman---- Have we had a failure since Gescrge
went to«== ?

Mosbaugh ~-- NO.

Mosbaugh -- On the B---Let me tell you what I know.

On the B machine, on the 8 machine on 3-22
at 12:43 the machine tripped on hi lube oi)
temperature.

Shipman --- Caused by what?

Mosbaugh--- Caused by the switch that gives you high
1ube ©11 temperature probably.

Shipman--~ No. I understand that, but did we not have
‘- - -

Mosbaugh--- 1 don't believe that a high temperaturs
physical condition existed. I believe~~-

Shipman---- Was that a valid-- considered a valid
feilure?

Mosbaugh--- I haven't assessed these for being valid or
not.

Shipman-~--- You see, because I could, we could sclive the
problem created by that information by
saying “no valid failures”.

Mosbaugh-~-Let me find --- I think we've got one
other one. It is on 3-23 at 17:31 , Machine
tripped on low-- this is B machine again--
on low jacket water pressure slash low turbo
lube o011 pressure low,

shipman --- OK , the first one was on what date did you
say?

Mosbaugh=-- =22

shipman---- Ok , How you know with that data?--- I think
this thing has already been thru the PRB a
couple of times-- How the world did it get
thru the PRB ?

Mosbaugh -- What's that?

Shipman---- The statement.

Mosbaugh--- The LER or--?

Shipman---- Yea the LER.

Mogbaugh--- Well I mean--

shipman---~ Did that data-- was that not available
in the PRB?

Mosbaugh--- The previous time that this LER went thruzz
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the PRB, I'm not sure those statements werse
in there.

Shipman--=- Yes, Jack says yes thay were.

Mosbaugh-~- They were?

Shipman===-« Ygs,

stringfellow=In fact , the last PRB added the
parenthetical phrase “more than 20 times
esch”. 1 say the last, not, today but the
grevious PRB.

Clearly Shipman has been put on notice by Allen Mosbaugh of
very specific information that the diese! tripped and that
the LER information s false.

Clearly Shigman realizes the COAR was false by his commants
about the presentation to “Ebnetter”.

Clear)y Shipman recognizes that the LER is false by nhis
comment, "How the world did it get thru the PRE"?

Clearly Shipman is contriving @ way to use “valid failures”
to "solve the problem created by that information”.

Further discussion ensues with Shipman and Stringfellow
continuing to blame the PRE .

Later on the same c&il:

Shipman--- 80, you know, if there's anything you need
to do to check to make sure the data you
have from Paul 18 correct end valid I would
ask that you do that or if you feel very
confident that it's correct now I just need
to see what I need to do to about striking
this statement.

Mosbaugh-~- OK. I feel! that this is the best, the best
data there is and I believe it 18 accuraias.
I will verify that with Kochery though and I
will pursue trying to get a conversation
with the cperator.

Shipman---- OK. Jack and I are going to lsave hers and
walk down to Mr. Hairston's office to go
over his commsnts and what we've been able
to do with those and try to finish beating
out what he wants to do with this thing.

The call ends shortly thereaftar.
Clearly Shipman and Stringfellow proceed to inform Hairston
of what they have been told by Allen Mosbaugh. Thus, this

additional evidence further shows that Hairston knew that
the LER was false hours before he signed it.

DHBT_<
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EALSE STATEMENT HUMBER 3

Specifically SONOPCO's response makes great efforts to blams
Allen Mosbaugh for the errors and states on page 4 of their
section I1IB:

Clearly the transcript from FALSE STATEMENT NUMBER 2

goove with B11) Shipnan proves that Allen Mosbaugh
articulated for the benefit of his SONOPCO management
detailed ‘nformation on the diese! failures and therefore 1n
the dissel count data statements and that his SONOPCO
management recognized the errors contained in the LER before
it was signed on 4-19-90.

As such GPC/SONOPCO's under)ined statement s blatantly
false.

EALSE STATEMENT NUMBER 4

Specifically Georgia Power SONOPCO states on page 4
of 11b of their response:

Manager to orovide revised LER language orovided him
numercus opportunitias o direct revigion or 1o revise the
o | he. 41008 £aniads

Again SONOPCO goes to great lengths to accuse Mr. Mosbaugh
of insincere motives and to blame him for the errors.
Clsarly from the transcript from FALSE STATEMENT 3 above

it can be seen that on & telephone conversation between
site and corporate representatives Mosbaugh, Shipman,

and Stringfeliow , Allen Mosbaugh caused Mr, snipw P
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conclude that corrective language (ie. complete deletion
of the false statement) was 1n order. Mr. Mosbaugh

left with the understanding that the false statement would
be struck. He obviously did not have direct and immedinte
ability te change information in the LER since all
corrections had to g0 thru SONOPCO personnel and only

Mr. Hatirston wou.d sign the final version,

Another example clearly showing the attempts of Allen
Mosbaugh and other sits personnel to put SONOPCO on
notice of the false statement in the LER and to try to
*direct revisios, to" correct it is contained below from a
conversation ocetween site and corporate personne) that
occurred eariier on 4-19-90.

Known participants are

Jack Stringfellow, Johr Aufdenkampe, Allen Mosbaugh

stringfe!liow=- But now you know it just dawnod on me about
what Allen was saying & minute ago, in
other words, “And n¢ frnilurss or problems
have occurred on an >f these estarts” Your
saying that's not ti.s.

Aufdenkampe-- Yes. I'm saying that's not true.

stringfellow-~ Oh wWonderful, OK

Aufdenkampe -~ Which s also be telling you that--
It's telling you something else I
imagine.
Because you know this has been written to
the NRC once already.

stringfellow-- Yes I know. That's exactly what I was
thinking.

Here again SONOPCO personne) clearly recognize that both the
LER &nd the Confirmation of Action Response letter signed by
Hairston on 4-5-90 are false.

Below in & earlier segment of the same conversation on
4~19-90 with the same participants, John Aufdenkampe (who
worked under Allen Mosbaugh) is conveying to SONOPCO
l1icensing the comments from the latest mesting of the Plant
Review Board.

Allen Mosbaugh arrived late for the 4-19-950 PRE and miseed
the discussion of LER 20-006¢ and as such did not vots on 1t.
1f Mosbaugh did indesd have the “direct and immediate
ability” to make changes to the LER on behalf of his
organization or the PRB, he clearly did &0 as evidenced by
the above reference conversations, and from the saditional
excerpt contained below.

Aufdenkampe -~ The next page. On the 20 starts.
stringfellow-- Yea Yes Yea

Aufdenkampe~-~- I'm struggling with that one.
stringfellow---You struggle with that cne. EXHBT 2

——
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Aufdenkampe~=~- I'm struggling with that one.
I'm trying to verify that still,

Stringfellow~~ Oh, OK, Alright

Aufdenkampe~-~~ We think that's basically a Material false
statement.

stringfellow-- Really!

Aufdenkampe~-~- Yea, well we know for a fact that the B
diese) tripped at least once, after March 20

MOSDaUgh=~=~~~ Actually 1t tripped twice after March 20
or 1t had at least 2 separate problems.

Stringfellow-- wWell do we need to take this more than 20
times each out?

Aufdenkampe-~ That's whet we're thinking=~===

Again in direct contrast to Gecorgia Power/SONOPCO
statemente throughout the underlined paragraph of page 4 and
§ of section !IB of the GPC response it is clearly seen that
Allen Mosbaugh perscnally and using his staff tried
(uitimately in vain) to get SONOPCO to correct the false
statements in the LER before Mr. MHariston signed i1t.

Again the Site parsonnel recommend that the falce statement
should be “taken out” as evidenced by Aufdenkampe's last
statement .

SONOPCO 1gnored these attempts 50 a8 not to expose the false
statement siready made to the NRC in the COAR on 4-8-%0 by
Mr. Hairston and Mr. Hairston knowingly signed out & LER to
the NRC containing false statements.

GPC's reference to the “sssignment from his Genera) Manager”
occurred only after Allen Mosbaugh provided to Mr. Bockheld
& meme In writing exposing the false statements 1in both the
COAR andg LER,

Again contrary to the GPC response, Mr. Mosbaugh performed
his task of providing & revised LER promptly and sccurately
and by 5~15-90 a revised LER correcting the falise
information was PRE approved and in SONOPCO's hands but
SONOPCO would never submit 1t.

A revision with different wording of SONOPCO's choosing
which changed the whole basis to “"valid starts” would not be
submitted until 6 weeks later,

To compiete his assignment of “revising the alleged false
statements”™ Mr, Mosbaugh alsc issued an action item on
§-10-90 to George Bockhold to determine how to correct the
COAR. Bockhold closed the action item on 5-24-80 but failed
to correct the errors in the COAR until 8~-30-80 and then
only under pressure from the NRC,

Again as exhaustively detailed asbove, the sworn statements

in the underlined paragraph above signed by Pat McDonsld are
false by both omiesion and commission.

EALSE STATEMENT NUMBER §
Specifically GPC/SONOPCO response III.3 ,I1D., D‘”M
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first paragraph (referring to the draft transmitta! letter
dated €-29-90 07:55 anco 6-29-90 11:42).

This statement is folase Dy omission and/or commission.
First as is proven from the draft transmittal letters
themselves, the text explains & lot more than “if the report
had stated subssguent to the event”™ , the text states "The
LER dated Aprii 19 ilnadvartently stated “Subsequent to this
test program, DGIA and DGIE have been started at least 18
times each and no failures or problems have occurred on any
of these starts” and "The report ahould have stated
“Subseguent to the event... “rather than “Subsequent to the
test program..."."

GPC uses this omission to avoid explaining their false
claim of an "inadvertent error” in the transmittal letter.

Below 18 8 portion of the transcript from the telephones
conference call Tate in the afterncon of 4-19-80:

Bockhoid~~== From my numbers that I presentsd at the
at the conference. They were verified
correct by Jimmy Psul Cash who went thru the
operator logs.

McCoyww===== wWe ought , yru ought to use those numbers.

Bockholg=~== OK 30 we'll yar greater than those numbers
that were used in the conference.

MeCoy=w====e OK and those Numoers you used were used in
the conference were after they had completed
the comprehensive test of the control system
on each diess).

Bockhold~=~~ That is correct. Those numbers were not
before that time.

Stringfellow-0K I just want to make sure I'm clear. You
want to say that between 3-20 and now
DG1A and DGIB have besen subjected to a
comprehensive test program,
Do we want to say that kind of stuff?
Or do you want to say--?

Bockhold--~=- Yeas. You can say that.

A moment later:
Shipman==~== 18 and 19, What 01d you have in your
presentation George? 17 and 18 or 18 and 18

Bockho1g==«~ 18 and 19
Shipman =-=- §0 {f we say greater than 18 we =-- llﬂ 2
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Stringfellow-] thought we had more than 18 times.

Bockholg~=~- Greater than 18 would be good.

McCoy-===~== It wouldn't be more than 18 on one of
them it would be 1B8~==~~

As shown by the transcript from the above telephons
conference call (referenced by GPC's Footnote 3) , the final
wording “subsequent to the test program” was 20L
inagyvertent, was discussed specifically and in cetatl as
being consistent with April 8, 1990 presentation. Despite
the fact that Shipman and Stringfeliow had been DUt on
notice by Allen Mosbaugh that the April § presentaticn was
felse and they had scknowledged that it was falss, they and
Bockhold and McCoy proceeded to usher in words to the LER
that are as false &8 the April § presentation,

EALSE STATEMENT NUMBER 6

Specifically GPC response II1.3 page 4, first full
paragraph.

This statement ig false. Allen Mosbaugh was not task

with correcting any TNACCUracy associated with the "more
than 20° words because the "more than 20 words were not
used in the LER and they were not the basis of the actual
"at least 18" statement contained in the LER. As can clearly
be seen frecwm the transcript from FALSE STATEMENT NUMBER 5
the basis of the words in the LER was the decision and
desire of McCoy, Shipman, Bockhold and Stringfellow &s &
minimus to use the same faise start count &s was in the
April § presentation. The GPC response continuously tries to
distract attention from the facts, the truth, and themselves
by attemoting to focus on and blame Allen Mosbaugh for
SONOPCO's l1ies.

SONCLUSION

This 18 but & sampling of the false statements contained in
GPC/SONOPCO's response to ths Mosbaugh/Hobby 2.208 petition,
but from these examples alone (the lies of Pat McDonald andg
the actions of the responsidle Officers and senior
management of GPC/SONOPCO) the co~7uct is so dishonest and
fundamentally untrustworthy, that .hey should be removed
from authority over any NRC Licensed Nuclear Power
activities in GPC/APC/SONOPCO in the interest of public
safety.
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