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Georgia power has made an aggitional Materi1al false
statement 1n written correspondence tc the NRC 1 Licensee
Event Report 90-006 submitted 4-19-80.It 1s girilar to the
Material false statement made on 4-09-90 ang 1nvclves the
claims of successfu)l starts without problems or vog-le's
Diese] generators that failed during the Site-Area Emergenc,
of 3-20-90.

On page 5 under i1tem D 1t states "Numerous sensor
calibrations(including jachet water temperatures ) ,spezi1a’
pneumatic leak testing.,and multiple engine starts anc runs
were performed under various conditions.After the 3-20-80
event .the control systems of both engines havée been
subjected to a comprehensive test program.Subsecuent LC Th1s
test program, DG1A and DG'B have been started at least 1¢&
times each and no faillures or problems have occurrec guring
any of these starts.In adoition, an undervoltage start test
without air roll was conducted or 4-6-80 and DG'A started
anc locacec properiy.

The above statement regarcing the number of successfu’
starts without fairlures or problems subsecuent to The
contro)l systems comprehensive test program 1 materi1ally

fa se by ommission or commission.The 1B diresel contrel lecgic
testing was completec on 2-27-390 just grior 1o perform:ng
the first undervoltage test at 22:04 CST on 3-27-9C anc
prior to dec'aring the diesel operablie at 15:27 CS7 on I-28-
3C.completior of thi:s testing, 18 the earliest point 1n 1ime
tnat a claim of completing a comprehensive control s,stems
test progranm cou'c be made.Subsequent to tnat date and time
unt1l 4-19-80, DG1B has beer started only 11 times.

The 14 diesel control logic testing was completec on Z-31-8(
Just prior to performing the first ungervcltage test at
22:82 CST on 3-31-80 ang prior to geclaring the giesel
operable at 11:54 CST on 4-01-90, Comzletion OFf Thie testing
12 the earliest point 1n time *hat a clawm of compieting a
comprehensive contro’. systems test program could be

made . Subseauent to that date anc time until 4-18-90C, LGYA

nas alsc been started only 11 times.

Thnigs material fa'se statement s sim lar tc Thé ONé made b,
Georgia powe- on 4-9-9(C n correspondence ELV-01070 ang
again falsely overstates the extent of reliab’e stariing
experience with D318 and DG1A.loncerr was raissc by o ant
staff on 4-16-9C with the SONCPCC Licensing Engineer,tne
SONJPCO Licensing Manager,the SONOPCC Genera'® Manager Rlant
Suppcrt,the Vogtie Genera' Manager.the SONOPCU vice
Presidert Vogtie,ang the SONOPCO Senior Vice Fres-dernt
huclear as to the accuracy of the Diesel start information
anc the fact that tnere had been fariure and probiem:
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prior to submitta)l cf the LER.SONOPCC was presseg for time
and 1ssued the LER without adequate verification anc 1ir the
face of concerns for the accuracy cf the informatior raisec
by the s1te.The 1ssue of the accuracy of corresponcence ELV-
0151€ 1ncluding spec1fic fairlure nformation was rarsec Dy
s1te personnel on the phone call with the above perscnnel at
the same time.

On 4-30-90 the vogtrlie General Manager was providec a memt
with start cata on the DG1B ,gerrived from control icgs.
srh1ft supervisor logs and source diesel operating logs.that
clearly showed that previous staiements made tc the NRC were
false.He took no 1mmediate action anc ask for the
information to be validated by operations and
engineering.The information was valigated on &£-1-80 and
found correct.It was presented again tc the General Manager
on £-2-90 and 'n this presentatior 1t was stated that
statements on bocth cireselse 1A and 1B were 1ncorrect n the
LER and that the letter ELV-01516 was wrong as well.Zt117 he
to00k N2 action to promptly inform the NRC of the faise
statement and suggested that a revision to the _EF De
preparec. He alsc suggested that the Tetter

ELV~0151€ be corrected by including a correction in tne
letter being prepared for submittal to the NRC on £5-15-30,
The General Manager did not follow up on the progress

of these revision actinns or set any time taple for
compietior as he normally would on 1mportant “SSues.

4 revision was made to the LER and approved by the PRE

on £-6-80.0n 5-10~90 the PRB reviewed tne 5-15-90 letter
(actually submitted on May 14)to the NRC.It had nothing that
addressec or corrected the material false statement as
previcusly suggested by the General Manager.SONCPCO anc the
General Manager were heaviiy 1nvolved 11 writing ,eciting
anc epeci1fying the contents of the May 1£ letter.The PRB
made a comment on the fact that the letter did not acddress
trhe material false statement and assigned the General
Manager an action i1tem to resocive that.

Lfter the Genera' manager saw the acticon 1tem his secretar,
came to the PRE secretary’'s office and said "'Doesrn’'t NSAC
have anything better to do than assign the Genera' Manager
action i1tems

Later on 5-24-90 the genera! Manager s'gned tie acti1on 1tem
cff as complete arc attached & ncte 1nsruting the “echnica’
Support Manager to use the LEF cover Tetter to Zorrect the
ciher 1ncorrect document.SONOPCO most always drafts the
cover letters, no- the Technical Manager.

on §-11-280 the PRB met again witn the General! Manager "¢
asrprove the final version of the May 15 letter 1o be sent
T the Senior Vice Presioent SONOPCC for signature.Again

ne correction had been macde and the previcus material f:zlse
statement was not addressec.The final versicn was
approved.The 1ndividual that had raised tie 1s3sue of the
materi1al false statemenzs had been removed from the PRE by &
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memo from the General Manager (NOTSE-00382) dates o-°7-30 anc
effective 5-11-80,

By May 15 the revised LER was with SONOPCC.No action
occurred to submitt the LER to the NRC unt:1 about the firgx
week 1n June when again site persconnel began ask 'ng SONOPCD
about what was taking 80 iong to submit the
correction.SONOPCO licensing personnel told s1te versonne’
that the Senior Vice Presicent Nuclear planned to $13n the
revision on June B (the day of the 11T presentatior 1. tne
Commission on the vVeogtle Site~-Area emergency ).

On June 8,11 and 12 an extrordinary number of meetings anc
teiephone calls occurred over the Diese! start informat on,
@uality assurance was directed by the Senior vice Pres-gert
to auoit all of the Diese]l start logs.when tni1g was
completed ,no errors were founo 1n the information tnat had
been presented to the General Manager over a month tefcre on
4-30-90.With this done the Senior Vice President as» fcr a

‘complete revision’ and upcating of the LER.This was dong
and a revised LER was PRB a by 6-22-9Q/L2nly 3 of &

pages needed ailiy € on the compiete revisior .A
comglete revision had originally not been planec until (
monthe after the event,

Tre ‘complete revision LER switcheg the ccocunting and
reporting ot Diesel generator starts and failures tc val-d
srarts and farlures per Reg Guige '.108&8.By doing 30
correlation between the previous LER can not be made withou:
getailed and speci1fic gata on each start.wn'le the oraiginal
LER was being drafted 1t was suggested that we might want tc
use ‘valid starts and farlures but that methoc was
¢iscounted because 1t was recognized that we hac very few
valid tests.If tne original LER were stated 'n terms of
vali¢ starts we couig only say Subsequent to thi1s test
orogram the [CG 1A anc DG B have had 6 val d starts without
probiems or failures

Cri €~2:-90 and €~29-980 a total of 6 cover letters tc be
gent 1n with the LER revision were originated anc propcsed
Dy SONOPCO.Each 18 g1 fferert and attempts to e»ola“n thne
Materia) False statement 'n a d1fferent manrer:

DRAFT

6-28-90 This gra®t save that a'l testis were
counted but only valig farlures were
consi1dered 1n reaching a conclusion
there were nc probiems or fajriures.

D7

o

This draft says that all tests were
counted regaroless of wnethe- tre)
were valid or not.

Th1e oraft says that the CO4 respanse
letrer useo the words  SudsecJent tc
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the event and that tne LER
1nadvertently usec the woras A
“Subseguent to the test program’

but snould have beer congsi1gtent |
with the COA response letter ancg
the verbal presentation 11 Atlanta.

11:42 6-29~90 This araft saye the LER statement
didn't consider fa:lures and orodlems
associated with troubleshocting arc
restarting the Diesel and shoulg have
been ‘Subsequent to the event wnich
18 consistent with the COA resoonse

ang the verbal presentation.

12:06 6-29~-90 This draft says that "I the
comprehensive test program compietec
with the first Surveillance 14380-1
then there were 10 success®ul starts
on DG1A and 12 on DG1B as of 4-°8-90.

18:11 €-29-90 This draft says that "If the

comprehensive test program compieted
with the first Surveillance 143980-1
then there were 10 successful starts
on DG1A and 12 on DGIB.It alsc says
th:t test program starts were 1nciuded
" the original count ang That was Oue
Lo pooOr record keeping oractices and

§.
no gefinition of the end of the test \§;
\

program,

—

These explairnations are a'l untrue and are being concocted
after the fact witnout regard to how ant why tneé @rrors were
gztually made.lr short these are 1i1es and an atempt to
coverup the careless persornel errors made bv the ocber-ations
superintengent ancg General Manager which originated 1n the
verbal presertation,were repeated 'n tne ZOA response letter
angd were carelessly restated 1r the LER.

A Took at the Diesel generators starting ang fariure r1gtor,
a‘ter the LER was written on 4-18-9C proviges a techn: ca1 as
we' 1 as a objective view of the reliability of the Jiese

which 18 at the heart of the Material False Statement.

Diesel Generator 1B

DATE TIME RESULT |
04-15%~90 C2: 14 Diese) wags 1nhacverwently starved &
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due to personnel error in performing
Surveillance 14€619-1

04-19-90 09:55% Successful start
04~-29-90 09:09 Successful start
05-23-90 12:26 Dresel Tripped after start
056-23-90 13:10 Diese) tripped after start
056-23-90 14:12 Successful start manual trip
06-23-90 14:45 Successful start manual traip
06-23~80 21:18 Diesel tripped after start on 1ow

turbo lube 011 pressure
06-23-90 21:38 Diese)] tripped after start on low

turbo Tube 011 pressure
05-23-90 21:87 Diese! tripped after start on 1ow

turbo lube o011 pressure
06-23-90 22:55 Diesel tripped after start on H°

Jacket water temperature
05-23-90 £3:37 Diese)l tripped after start on H1

Jacket water temperature
065-24-90 12:29 Successful start
05-24-90 12:42 Successful start
05-24-90 12:83 Successful start
05-24-90 13:10 Successful start w
05-24-90 15:19 Successful start
05-24-90 15:30 Successful start B
0E-24-90 19:16 Successful start [V
05-26-90 20:28 Successful start N}
06~-01-90 11:45 Successful start

S

Clearly this diese]l generatcr continued toO experience an \\\\
excessive rate of trips anc failures most of which were the :

same kind of failure that led to the station blackout at
mic-loop that occurreg on 3-20-9C.Clearly this diese]l was
not reliable as the COA response letter and the LER trhed to
convey.As furtner proof of the unreliability Geors*a Power
had to Yni1tiate a gesign change tc remcve scme of .ne
unreliable components from the control logic after
experiencing all the additional failures.

Congi1dering the eviocence:

The words are false 1n counting the starts.

They overstate the reliability of the diesel.

They were used by NRC to make gecisions Significart to the
rRegulatory Process’ (To allow Restart)

Concern was raised about the accuracy of tne start data

before submittal of LER.

SONOPCO personnell recognized that the previous (CCA)

startements were false before supmittal of the LER.

Factua) data was presented g sputing the data afler

submittal ang stating that 1nfcrmation provioced to NRC was
incorrect. /
Substantial delays occurred n starting to correct tne LER.
Agoi1tional gelays were introducec after beginning correctior \&

(QA auci1t).
ewBn_-7
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Revigions were celayed unti1] after critica’ meetings witn
NRC (6-08-90 IIT presentation to Commigsioners)

Additional unplanned delays were 1ntroducec (comclete
revision) after QA audit substaintateo 1naccuracy clamm.
Multiplicity of revision letters (also false! to explain the
mistake.

Submittal to AEOD by LER revision to correct multipie non-
LER errors.

Performance of the Diesel i1tself proves the unreliabi’it,
anc the falseness of the statements given tc tne NRC,
Above actions di1d not proceed without repeated anc
continuing expression of concern from the plant empioyee
who exposed the Material False statement

7 ‘%0 COB7FE >

one can only conclude that Georgla Power di1C 1ngeed make
Materi1al False Statements n written correspondence to the
NRC due to as & minimum careless disregarc anc willfuly
conspired to delay and cover up the disclosure of those
false statements.
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