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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

In the Matter of

|
I
|
|
TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING i
COMPANY, et al. Docket Nos. 50-445-0L2 |
50—446-OL2%
(Comanche Peak Steam Electric |
Station, Units 1 and 2)

el e

!
x

Crystal Ballroom D
Hyatt Regency Hotel
815 Main Street
Fort Worth, Texas

Friday, September 14, 1984 |

The hearing in the above-entitled matter |

was reconvenced, pursuant to adjournment, at 8:30 a.m. |

BEFORE :
JUDGE PETER BLOCH
Chairman, Atomic Safety and Licensing Board

JUDGE HERBERT GROSSMAN
Member, Atomic Safety and Licensing Board

JUDGF WALTER JORDAN
Member, Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
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|
1 i] and TUGCO and TUuSI? ;
2 3 MR. DOWNELEY: It's my understanding !
‘ |
3f that there is a contract or a purchase order and a l
4; procedure that they prepared, a construction %
5 £ procedure, draft construction procedure for paint,
6 | which was something that was part of their
7 ﬂ assignment. '
8 ? Other than that, there are no written
9 I materials.
}oi JUDGE BLOCH: No written materials ’
A £ relating to the subsequent meetings as to why they E
12 3 were called or what their function was, or calls to E
13 F 0. B. Cannon with respect to the leaked internal ;
14 ! memorandum of Lipinsky? '
: ;
lsi MR. DOWNEY: There certainly were %
16 t calls, Your Honor. I don't know of any memorandum |
17 ! of those calls.
18 | JUDGE BLOCH: You might check to see
19 | if there were memoranda of those calls.
20 | MS. GARDE: Mr. Bloch.
21 % JUDGE BLOCH: Yes.
2 | MS. CARDE: We also have a discovery
23 | request that has not yet been answered, and if
24 | Intervenors expected to proceed with the Stanford
25 i incident next week, I'm going to have to have the
!
17 Century Neporters, loc.
i (713) 496-1791
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MS. GARDE: Yes.
JUDGE BLOCH: I couldn't hear your
comment, Mr. Downey.

MR. DOWNEY: We have made a production

of some, a substantial part of the materials.
MS. GARDE: Yes.

MR. DOWNEY: My guestion to her was

which ones have we not yet produced.

MS. GARDE: The timesheets for
Mr. Stanford for January 15th and 1lé6th -- 16th and
17th; the original copies of the weld data card for

Weld 40-C; and the call board sheets which were

attached as exhibits but illegible because of |
white-out -- or a highlighter didn't copy, so it's
essentially a black line that you can't -ead through.

I think that's all.

MR. DOWNEY: What is the exhibit number
of the call board sheets?

MS. GARDE: And the original of
Mr. Duncan's OJT timesheets.

JUDGE JORDAN: Mr. Downey, I don't

think she heard your guestion.

MR. DOWNEY: My question was, Ms. Garde, |

what's the exhibit number of the call bourd sheets

Century Reporters, lnc.
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which your copy is iliegible?

MS. GARDE: I have all that to
Mr. Belter. I'll have to 1look it up inside the
documents.

MR. DOWNEY: I will undertake at the
first break to find out the status of collecting
these materials, although 1 do note that the original
weld data card may be part of permanent plant
records and in the vault.

MS. GARDE: Mr. Belter said he was
going to bring the originals up here with someone
from the permanent plant record vault for me to look
at.

I am just concerned that I have enough
time to look at these things before we are supposed
to start examination on the Stanford incident, and
I dor't want to do that first thing Tuesday morning
and then be expected to start cross-examination.

MR. DOWNEY: Why don't we try to
arranje some meeting at the break where Ms. Garde
can review these materials.

ME. GARDE: Thank you.

JUDGE BLOCH: Mr. Tolson.

Whereupon,

Lentury Reporters, luc.

(713) 4961791




10
1
12

13

15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

24

e -

15399

RONALD

TOLSON
was recalled as a witness and, having been previously
duly sworn to testify the truth, the whole truth and
nothing but the truth, was examined and testified as
followe:

BOARD EXAMINATION
BY JUDGE BLOCH:

Q. Mr. Tolson, do you have an opinion
about the capability of Greq Bennetzen as a QC
supervisor?

A Based on observation of his work over
a period of years, I would rank him as competent.

Q. Was there anything that came to your
attention in the last couple of months that you
thought reflected adversely on Mr. Bennetzen's
competence?

A. I have no direct knowledge of anything
in the past several months relative to Mr. Bennetzen.

0. How about knowledge that you received
as director -- when 1 say "last couple of months,"
''"m sorry. That's the wrong time frame.

I am talking about the last couple of
months while you were in your previous position;
more specifical y, the last couple of months before

the T-shirt incident.

Centary Heporters, Inc.
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to my attention, 1 visited with Mr. Bennetzen myself.

0 Who brought that matter to your
attention?

A 1 don't recall. It might have been
Mr. Purdy. It might have been the building manager.
I can't recall.

Q Do you know about the time frame that
this discussion with Mr. Bennetzen took place?

A, It would have been between the hearing
sessions in February and March, probably close to
the end of February.

0. What is your understanding of the
problem that Mr. Bennetzen presented to you at
that time, or what did he say his situation was?

A. Three basic issues that appeared to
be causing him and his people confusion relative to
what the intent of the procedures were.

One was total re-inspection of lighting

fixtures.

One was the need for removal of the

cable attachments to motors and a complete re~inspectio

A third issue, which I am having
great difficulty recalling right now a3 to what it
was.

Q. What did you say to Mr. Bennetzen about

Lentury Wepaorters, Inc,
(713) 498.1 7%
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lscussed it jointly with himself
tly with whom? I'm sorry.
Mr. Bennetzen and two of his key
: They were in this meeting, also?
sir.
who were they?
vore and Wayne Whitehead.
, and what was your view of the
r reviewing the procedures myself

h the guality
rocedures ==
. Let's talk

you done

meeting?

n't remember.

tive *o lighting
what was it you
original concept

1981, when the
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0 Is thne fact that the light bulb lights
up proof that the ground is connected?
A No, that doesn't have anything to do
with it. When you flip the switch, with or without
a ground, if the positive and negative leads are

connected, the light bulb will come on.

Q. Okay. Now, how did this concept of the

light bulb coming on get translated into procedure?

A. Unfortunately, that was part of the
problem with the procedure. Over a period of years,
for reasons I'm not sure even now 1 fully understand,
other than the desire on the part of quality
engineering personnel to continue to improve, we lost
sight of the initial objective, which was the
light switch test; and through semantics at least
presented an image to the QC personnel that we
intended more than what we really intended.

Q. I'm sorry, but how does that happen?
Were the procedures vague?

A To me, n», but then I have the benefit
of the history of the development of the program.

The procedures, in my judgment, were

very c¢lear, but 1 could understand how one no familian

with the history could misinterpret the intent of the

procedures.

Lentury Reporters, luc.
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0 Yes. 1If you'd like tc review them to see
if you'd like Lo clarify the testimony you've just given
or change it in any way, please feel free to do that.

A No, I think we need to pursue a discussion.

Q Okay. There's something that you have on
mind to say and I'd like to hear it.

A I think I've lost my train of thought.

(Bench conference.)
BY JUDGE BLOCH:

Q Okay. We'd like you to speak closer to

the microphone ==

JUDGE JCRDAN: No. When you talk right
smack into the microphone it tends to blast, but on the
other hand, your voice is low and so [ have difficulty
if it is very far away, but about that distance away and
then speak up because I am having a hard time hearing.
BY JUDGE BLOCH:

0 In your meeting with Mr. Bennetzen, did he
make any mention of the kinds of problems that his people

were finding during the inspections that they were

conducting?
A Yes, sir.
Q And what were those problems?
A The people had gotten into a complete

disassembly and total reinspection of the terminations of
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the lighting fixtures.

Bear in mind what 1'd said earlier about
the =- and 1 don't know how to explain in any more detail
than to refer to the light switch test in terms of what
the need from a safety-related standpoint is on the
inspection of the lighting terminations at the fixture,
because it varies depending on what the requirements are,
where you are on the circuit. But we're dealing strictly
with the fixture.

Okay. They did share, and as I recall, a
fairly high reject race, in their minds, in terms of what
they had seen to date,

I asked were these recorded on non-
conformance reports and the answer was yes.

Qo Is that right, they were nonconformance
reports and not inspection reports?

A Yes. Isn't that nice?

BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

Q Could you tell me what type of wiring
we're talking about now?

A We're talking about what most of us are
familiar, going to the Handy Dan store or the local hard-
ware, and it's a package of =-- the ones I buy these days
are black, little things about yeah long what we call wire

nuts, which is something that you simply screw onto the
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leads.
Q. Okay. What gauge is this, is this 12 gauge
we're talking about?
A. We've just gone beyond my capability.
I do not know.
BY JUDGE JORDAN:

Q. But these were emergency lights connected

to the 1E system, is that --

A. Normal plant lighting,.

Q. Normal plant lighting?

A, Yes, sir.

Q. Connected to the lE system?

A Some are, some aren't,

0. Some are because presumably you want those

lights to stay on in case ycu lose the plant power?

A. No, sir. There's battery packs that are
back-up lighting, emergency lighting for that, as I
understand it.

Q I see. S0 you don't know why they were
connected to the 1lE system?

A, No, sir.

0 But nevertheless, they were so, and
therefore they did reguire an inspection?

A Yeah, at the risk of going beyond my

technical capability, as 1 understand the design in some
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you know or do not know whether, if you went to change
the grounds and the neutrals in the junction box whether
the circurt would nevertheless work?

MR, DOWNEY: Objection. 1 believe the
grounds and the neutrals are the same thing, but my
knowledge of elect:icity is also limited.

JUDGE GROSSMAN: It's very limited.

JUDGE BLOCH: Do you know whether there
are grounds and neutrals in these boxes?

THE WITNESS: 1I'm kind of simple, I have
to relate my experience with electricity to what little
wiring 1've done in the house, and it's got a black wire,
a white wire and a bare wire.

The bare wire I normally think is the
ground, and 1 normally put the white wire together and
the black wire together and I flip the switch and the
lights work, and that's the sum total --

BY JUDGE GROSSMAN :

0. I have absolutely no problem in what
you've just said. And isn't it a fact that if you,
instead of connecting the neutral, which is the white wire,
to a neutral coming into the box, you connected it to a
ground that was actually working, the circuit would still
work?

A I do not know.
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A It's just something they expressed to me.
They felt like they should disssemble all the lighting
fixtures and check the terminations,

Q. I think in response to the Chairman's
question before as to problems in the junction boxes or
with regard to the wiring, you indicated what you thought
were problems that were suggested with regard to the
inspections themselves, that is, from the perspective of
the craft, but I don't believe you have mentioned yet
any problems that the inspectors were finding, and I
assume they must have been finding some problems or there
wouldn't have been any controversy.

Were they finding some problems with the
lighting?

A Yes, sir, and that's what T mentioned just
a few minutes earlier about those were documented on non-

conformance reports.
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Q. And you den't have any recollection
of any kind of problems that they had encountered?
A Other than they had encountered, you
know, more than one termination in their judgment
that wasn't as good as it should have been.
Q In their judgment or according to
psoOredures?
b According to procedures; I'm sorry.
Q But as to the actual writing itself,
tney had encountered some problems?
n other words, if something may have

been -- well, I don't want to suggest that, but in

my mind I can think of improper connections in some

way, loose or to the wrong leads. Is that the nature

of their probiems? Can you remember any specific
examples?

A The only thing that I recall coming
out of the discussion was the -- welil, I guess,
tightness of the termination at the fixture.

BY JUDGE BLOCH:

e Did you ever look at the NCR's to see
that was the only type of problem that they were
encountering?

A I may have but I don't recall at this

point.

if
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Q And1 what was the basis for your
believing that the problems they were encountering
didn't have to be discovered anymore?

A [ didn't make that decision.

(3 But I thought yovr decided that these
inspections weren't required any more?

A Ne, what I said in the memo and said
at the meeting was that I th ink I have established
the limits of my technical capability.

That what, if anvthing, needed to be
done with 1t, we should stop at this point and
analyze the need for corrective action and once that
was accomplished, then we would set up a group of
people to solve that particular prcblem, rather than
attempting to do that at that point in time.

It was nore of a schedule issue than a
quality issue.

0. Did you set up a group of people to
resolve that?

A It was not too much longer after that
that I transferred to my new assignment, so I
personally did not.

It is my understanding that that has
occurren.

0. It was my understanding that before that
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group met, then, the procedure was changed?

A I beg your pardon?

Q It 1s my understanding that somehow
the message got out to the QC inspectors that they
should stop doing the thorough inspection of junction
boxes that they were doing?

A Let's not confuse junction boxes and
lighting fixtures because =--

o Okay. Just lighting fixtures.

A, Just lighting fixtures. That's the only
thing I'm talking about.

Q Okay. That they should stop doing the
thorough inspection of lightin fixtures that they had
been doing, which you thought was more than required
by procedures?

A Yes. My judgment was that it was more
than was intended but, you know, I think the memo is
very clear, that I have before me -- apparently vou
do not have it before you, but it is carefully worded
in terms of "we'll stop for now and we'll regroup
after we analyze what has occurred.”

Q. How was that procedure, under that memo,
to work?

A Well, the procedure had built into it

a paragraph th:' deal with what I'm trying to convey,




10

11

12

13

15

16

17

8

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

15422

which 1s a management decision in terms of when we

are going to accomplish something and then

that's

this memo does, is say we'll stop for now and we'll

analyze and 1f we need to take corrective action,

we'll do that as a separate task but continue with

your other work activities until we have time to

complete the analvsis.

Q Was that memorandum actually

~

in procedures?

A. Not in my judgment, no,sir.

a change

It was

strictly a scheduler matter that I felt compelled

to convey to Mr. Bennetzen.,

Q 1f it were a change in procedures,

would it be permissable to do it by memcrandum?

A. No,sir.

o And your testimony now is that you don't

know the nature of the problems that were being

reported on the NCR's as a result of the lighting

fixture examinations?

A. Other than the tightness issued that

mentioned briefly. That's the only issue that was

brought to my attention.

Q Do you think the only issue was

tightness?

A, That's the only one I'm aware

Century Repaorters, Inc

(713) 496-1791
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BY JUDCE GROSSMAN:

Q. You are not saying that the lighting
wasn't connected -- the lighting leads weren't
connected in the junction boxes and that we are not
concerned with the junction boxes -- I'm sorry. Let
me make my gquestion clear.

You're not familiar with where the
connections were made; are you?

In other words, you're not making a
categorical statement that we are not dealing with
junction boxes because there were lighting fixtures
involved; are you?

Do you know or do you not know whether
or not the connections we are talking about were in
the junction boxes?

MR. DOWNEY: Objection. I believe the

witness was quite clear that he is talking about the

terminations at the lighting fixtures and distinguished

it from junction boxes earlier in his testimony.
JUDGE GROGSSMAN: Well, I 'm asking him
whether he knows or he's just assuming that.
BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:
Q Do you know? Because I want to find
out what information we're really dealing with here.

A We're dealing strictly with the

Lentury Reporters, Inc
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termination that is at the lighting fixture.
BY JUDGI BLOCH:

QO I take 1t that the NCR's that were
filed by the electrical group are not now in our
record or any representative sample of them, so we
can tell whether the problem was, in fact, limited
to tightness?

MR. DOWNEY: I am confident in say._ng

that it is not in this partc of the proceeding. I have

no knowledge about whether it's in the other part.

JUDGE BLOCH: It is not in the other
part.

Could they be produced to the parties
so that if there is any problem with Mr. Tolson's
recollection on that we will know from the plant
records whether the problems went beyond tightness?

MR. DOWNEY: Yes.

JUDGE BLOCH: We will only accept them
for our record if there is a problem with that
testimony.

BY JUDGE PBLOCH:

) On the issue of destructive evaluation,

Mr. Tolson, who was 1t that first brought that 1issue
to your attention?

A As I recall, it was the building

Century Reporters, Inc.
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what did he

15425 l

When he told vyou about the problem,
say?

He asked me to go with him down in

the building and review some specific examples which

had been brought to his attention.

what did you see? '

A

there?

A

Q.

And the first example that you went to,

A junction box with a loose wire. ‘

Was the junction box open when you got ‘

Yes,sir.
Wasn't that contrary to procedures?
I don't think so in this case but I =--

Is there a procedure that requires i

several people to be present whenever a junction box |

is opened?

A.

box to see

open; vyes,
&
time?

A

| ;

I don't know, Your Honor. ‘

Are you sure you went to an open junctio#
a wire that was loose?

When I was there, the junction box was
sir.

Who was standing in the area at the

As I recall, there was a couple of

|
|
|
|
|
!
|

Lentury Reporters, Inc.
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electricrans working in the general area and

possibly somc QC people, but I don't recall exactly.

3 QO You don't recall the names of any

4 | QC people, do you?

5 | A Well, Mr. Bennetzen was with me.

6 Q Mr. Bennetzen was with you at that time?

8 | 0. And you say you :aw a loose lead?

9 | A Yeah. A lead which it was reported to

10 me had been jerked out during the inspection process. |

11 Q. Who told you i1t was jerked out during

12 | the inspection process?

One of the craft individuals that was

And did you ask Mr. Bennetzen about it?

!
| 2 :
!6i A. He was standing there at the same time.
!
I
|

i
17 The purpose of my visit was really -- you know, I i

18 | would not discuss those kind of details with Mr.
|
19 Bennetzen or the craft, so I doubt if we discussed it
|
20| at all. é
, .
21 | 0. What gauge wire was involved; can you
1 |
i |
22 | tell us? |
23 | A Again, I don't know.
4 | 0. Was it larger than a household wire? !
|
. 25 | A, About the same size. |
| !
| |
Lentury Reporters, Inc i
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Q. wWas there damage to the lead?
A I didn't look that close. It was about

6 or 7 feet up and we didn't climb up there to look

Well, you saw this condition now and
you went to another junction box; is that right?
Or you went somewhere else -- you said there were
several of these.
A I1've never said there were several.
Q. I thought you just said that a couple
of minutes ago. I may be wrong.
I thought you said you saw several.
You just saw one?

A I saw one loose wire that was pointed

") How difficult was it to repair that
problem with the one lcose wire?

A Again, I don't know. Just looking at
it, it didn't appear to be all that complicated.

0 Sounds like it's a matter of putting
the wire back on and tightening up the nut?

A That would be my assumption; yes,sir.

G So did you think that was an i1mportant

problem when you saw 1t?

A. Not at the time; no, sir.

Lentury Reporters, Inc.
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Q. And if the nut had been tight on the
wire --
A. This 18 & 1ug, now, sir.
Q Lug. Excuse me.
A. Not a -~-
Q -- the lug was tight on the wire when

it was installed and it had been installed properly
and someone used finger pressure to pull on the wire,
would it have come off the lug?

A. I don't know. To be honest with you,

I learned a long time ago not to pull on wires.

Q. When you saw the wire, did you know
whether it was loose before the QC inspectors got
there?

A. No,sir.

0 What did you do to follow up on this
incident and decide what it's significance was?

A I asked either Mr. Bennetzen or Mr.
Vore, I can't recall which, was the loose termination
recorded on a deficiency report and the answer was
yes.

At which time I really didn't give that
particular issue much more thought because as long
as it's recorded and fixed, from a safety standpoint,
yvou know, at that point, that's all m

y concern was.

Century Reparlers, Inc.
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Q. So now what did you do with respect to
the building manager who had made this complaint
about a destructive evaluation?

A, I don't recall taking any further

action with him on that particular issue.

0. Wasn't this sort of a bee in his bonnet?

A It may have been but T don't recall
discussing it with him.

0 Was this matter of destructive
evaluation a concern of yours after you found ocut
what happened?

A. Not from a safety standpoint but most
definitely from a personnel standpoint.

0. Why was that?

A, I overheard some of the Chairman's
comments earlier this week and I would feel
essentially the same way. I would be concerned if I
had an individual in my group that considers that to
be normal practice.

Again, from a safety standpoint, and
the way 1 view my point,if it's recorded and fixed,
that's what I'm after.

Q. The Chairman may have made the remarks

not understanding what a destructive examination was.

What was that practice which you were

Lentury Reporters, Inc
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worried about in this instance?
A, I would not condone destructive
examination of equipment, period. I just don't
think it's proper. There's a right way and a wrong
way, in my understanding, to conduct the inspections.
If, in fact, i1t is destructive, then

that's a matter 1'll deal with but I'll deal with

it on a case basis, as opposed to a gener

4 If you have told me about the complet

investigation you did, then my understanding is that
you didn't know then or now that there was any

desctructive evaluation.

A. That is correct.
0. S50 why were you worried about personnel?|
A, I'm not sure how to answer your questxunr
!
: : {
Judge Bloch. I'm not sure I understand what the

question 1is.

0. It almost sounds to mé like even though
you hadn't investigated and found out that any person
of yours had done anyihing wrong, you were still
worried about it.

A That's the type of thing that I wculd
pursue but I wouldn'l do it personally.

To me, it's a security issue as opposed

to a QC 1ssue.

Lentury Neporters, Inc.
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ought to look

into whether someone had done something wrong in

getting that lead cff that lug?

A. Yes,slr.

0 S0, what did you do?

A. I personally did nothing.

Q. Well, as an organization, what did ycu
do?

A Shortly after this incident, 1

transferred to another assignment

what's been done.

Q. But you had pienty c¢f time

T-shirt incident to do something;

A. No,sir.
0. Why is that?
A. The T-shirt incident was a

after what we're talking about here.
Q YOu say you were concerned

personnel in the plant doing something

destroying the electrical system and you didn't call
security?
A. I did not call security in the day or
two preceding the T-shirt incident; that is _.nrrect.
0. But then without knowing that anything

had happened, you were still concerned about the

Century Reporters, Inc.
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that personnel might be doing something wrong;
weren't you?

A Yes. I sure was.

Q. Wasn't that the acceptance of what the
building manager told you without any further
investigation of whether your people had integrity?

. I'm not sure I made that decision one
way or the other, Judge Bloch.

Q Well, do you believe that your QC
inspectors had integrity?

A I think over all, yes,sir.

Q And, therefore, wasn't it a logical
assumption that reasonable explanation could be
provided for why that wire was loose?

A, I felt sure that if we purused it that
a reasonable explanation could be provided.

Q Is that why you didn't pursue it?

A The reason I didn't pursue it is becanse

1 just didn't have the time.

Q But you were ctanding there with Mr.
Bennetzen at the time you were looking at this wire;
why didn't you ask Mr. Bennetzen to pursue it?

A Inmy judgment that was a matter for the

security people to .ook into and not me or my QC

people.

Lentury Reporters, Inc.
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BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:
Q. Mr. Tolson, did you testify that one
of the reasons that -- or one of the principal

reasons that persuaded you that there was a problem
with regard to the QC investigations is your viewing
this loose lead in the junction box?

A I'm sorry, Judge Grossman. Would you
repeat that question?

Q Were your impressions of what the
problems were with regard to these inspections
influenced to any great extent by your viewing this
loose lead that you just mentioned?

A. No, sir, I don't think it was
influenced one way or the other. Like I said, 1
saw one loose lead and --

0 Did that suggest to you that perhaps
the QC inspectors were participating in destructive

testing or inspection?

A i think, as I testified in my deposition,

I thought with the loose lead, if I believed in face
value the craft allegation, then it was certainly
possible; but I have learned over the years not to
take what T am told at face value.

0. This loose lead that you are talking

about, was this junction box six or seven feet overhc

Lentury  Heporters, loc.
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A That's correct.

0. And it wasn't one of the wire nut
connections you were talking about; it was a lug on
which the wire was loose; is that it?

A That's correct.

As 1 recall, the wire was pulled from
the 1lug.

0. From the lug.

JUDGE BLOCH: You said "pulled from
the lug." You knew it was off the lug. How did you
know it was pulled from it?

THE WITNESS: I am just trying to
remember and visualize what I saw, but I think the
lug was still in the box and the wire was loose.

BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

Q What kind of lighting are we talking
about now?

A I'm not even certain it was lighting.

Q. Six or seven feet overhead; what
could it have been other than the lighting?

A, There is conduit in that particular
room running everywhere, so, you know, I wouldn't
hazard a guess as to what typ: of circuit it was.

Q. Well, then, is it possible that this

Century Reporters, Inc.
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i
l
|
{

-3 1 % was not at all connected with the problems you had |
. 2 : heard of post-inspections of the lighting circuits? !
|
3 ! A I think we need to clarify. This }
\ 4;? post-inspection covers virtually anything that's :
5§' an electrical circuit or what have you, regardless i
6 3 of whether it's associated with lighting. ;
7? It's much broader in scope, the :
8 ; inspection, than just lighting. %
9: Q. There was more involved than just |
10 | lighting circuits here. ;
11‘ A Certainly. 1In fact, lighting was a ;
12 ; very small part of the over-all effort. ‘
t |
: 13 '} BY JUDGE JORDAN: !
i .
' 14 i 0 The problem with the procedures, '
15 ! however, that you mentioned a change was made, !
16 ! that was entirely with respect to the lighting, ?
I |
17 E not the junction box; isn't that correct?
18 % A. (No response.) E
19| JUDGE BLOCH: 1Is the reason you are %
20 | hesitating that you are not sure whether the change ;
21 |  in lichting procedures affected what happened in i
| . |
2 i junction boxes? ;
;
3 ; THE WITNESS: I don't have recall on }
|
2 | what was done in the lighting procedure. I don't ;
. 3 | recall any substantive changes in the post-construcriori
|
|
Century Reporters, Inc. ’
1713) 496.179" i




verification procedures.

BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

0. Sir, are there plugged outlets in
4 the ceilling six or seven foot overhead that we are
51 talking about?
4 A I don't remember.
1
7 (Bench conference.)
|
8 Q. Mr. Tolson, after you leave the stand, f
9 | before you go to recess or some other time, if you
10! discover that any of your testicony is technically !
i ‘ |
11 | incorrect, I would appreciate it if you would come |
| ?
12 | back and point that out to us. :
H
i
13 I am only suggesting that, and perhaps

I am incorrect on my assumptions, and maybe everythinqi
15 | you have said is correct.
16 BY JUDGE BLOCH: ‘
17 { 1)

One more question on this issue of ‘

lar destructive examination. 1Is there anything else that |

19 ! you haven't shared with us “hat led you to believe |
20 | that an incident of destructive evaluation had taken l
2|f place? '
23 ! 0 Did you say that you spocke to

24

o -

Mr. Purdy about Mr. Bennetzen's desire to transfer?

2 | A Not that I recall. l
|
|
|
!
!
A Yes, I did. 1

Lentury Reporters, Inc.
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Q In what time period was that?

A I think the week previous Mr. Purdy
had indicated or I had heard from someone that
Mr. Purdy had talked to that Mr. Bennetzen was
interested in transferring back to Mr. Purdy's
organization to assist with the completion of the
N-5 program.

0 So the information that Mr. Bennetzen
might be interested in a transfer came to you from
Mr. Purdy; is that correct?

A That's correct.

0 Would it surprise you to hear that
the reason Mr. Purdy learned about it is that the
building manager had spoken to Mr. Purdy?

A No, sir, it wouldn't surprise me.

0. Do you think it is appropriate for
the building manager to be speaking to the ASME
QC supervisor about the transfer of a QC person who
was working in his building?

A. I think there is a missing link in the
conversation. Because of my involvement in this
hearing process, 1 had asked Mr. Purdy to represent
me in the Safeguards Building with Mr. Bennetzen when
I was not on site.

So it's not surprising considering the

Leatury Reporters, Inc.
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relationsuips that exist between people working
together in a small area . »r the building manager to
convey to Mr. Purdy that Mr. Bennetzen would prefer
to transfer back to something that technically he's
probably more comfortable with.

Q. So when you were on site, in your
opinion, it would have been improper for the building
manager to speak to Mr. Purdy?

A Had I been on site I would have
expected the building manager to come to me as
opposed to Mr. Purdy.

Q0 Did the building manager ever come to
you directly about the transfer of Mr. Bennetzen?

A No, 8sir.

Q. Wasn't it vour decision to make as
to whether to allow the transfer?

A It was an agreement when we
established the matrix organization concept that
no key positions would transfer without the approval
of the upper site manager personnel, which would
have included myself.

0 Were you here yesterday when Mr. Purdy
stated that he was not in the chain of command with
respect to Mr. Bennetzen?

A. He was not technically in the chain of

Century Reporters, Inc.
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I had asked Mr. Purdy to

lennetzen with my absence.

Q. Do you know whether you were absent
at that time?

A Based on the hearing schedule of
*ebruary, March, April and May, I would guess that I

was absent a
0.

request for

between the de

T-shirt

to that about
Mr. Purdy?
A.

quite certain

Q.
it was?
A
Q
time frame?
A

transfer occurred somewhere

incider

onsiderable period of time.

Isn't it your understanding that the
in the period
structive examination incident and the

~

53

No, I think it preceded that.

Preceded that; are you sure?

I'm reasonably sure, yes, sir.
Do you have personal information prior
the request through this channel from

Yes, sir, just the time frame, I am

that it was before the =--

Do you know about how much before that

A week or so.
How do you know that it's in that
Bennetzen

I discussed the issue with Mr,.

Lentury Reporters, Inc.
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1 between the -- my first knowledge of the destructive =
2 h or the allegation of the destructive examination and
1
3 ? the T-shirt incident.
i
4%l I had heard about that prior to finding
5 % out about the allegation of the destructive ‘
6 i examination.
7 E Q. What leads you to think that it ;
8 ? happened before the incident of destructive cxaminatio%?
9 é A. Because I heard about the issue of |
10 | destructive examination on Monday or Tuesday, and I ;
n was aware of Mr. Bennetzen's feelings prior to that E
12 | time.
13 é 0. How did you become aware of those
i
14 H feelings? »
|
15 | A Either from Mr. Purdy or from my E
% | assistant, Mr. Hicks, and I can't recall which of i
17 i the two brought it to my attention.
18 % 0 Did you approve the transfer of
19 | Mr. Bennetzen?
20 A Not until I talked to him.
21 % Qo In what time neriod did you talk to
22; him?
23 i A. March 6th or 7th, as I recall. ]
24 E 0 I'm sorry. I'm not very good at |
. 25 dates. Is that the week of the T-shirt incident?
|
|
Century Reparters, loc |
713) 496-1791 ;
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A It's the same week, yes, sir.
Q. And what day of that week?

A Tuesday or Wednesday.

Q. Was that the same day that you

observed the destructive examination problem?

A. It was shortly after that, but not
necessarily the same day.

0 Could you describe to me your
conversation with Mr. Bennetzen about his transfer?

A. I simply told him that it had come to

my attention that he had expressed a desire to do so,

and I wanted to hear from him personally if that is

in fact what he chose to do.

Q. No further discussion?
A No, not that I recall.
Q. No assurance to him it had nothing to

do with the destructive evaluation?

A I don't recall us talking about the
destructive examination.

0 No discussion of why he wanted to
transfer?

A. He probably mentioned something along

the lines that his relationship with the building

manager wasn't as goced as he would care for it to be.

Q0. Who initiated the discussion of the

Lentacy Neporters, Inc
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transier?

p I did.

Q. Had he ever approached you prior to
that time and requested from you that the transfer

be made?

A NO, #8ir.
Q Do you have an open-door policy?
A. Practice but not policy. 1 associate

policy with something in writing.

0 Okay, a practice, and does that mean
that people do actually come in through your door and
talk to you about things that concern them?

A Key people, yes, sir. Rank-and-file

inspection personnel, rarely.

0 Is Mr. Bennetzen too low to be a --
A No, sir. He reported directly to me.
Q I thought there was someone in between

him and you; that's not true?

A. That's not t.ue.

o why do you suppose that someone wanting
a transfer because of problems with the building
manager wouldn't speak to his immediate supervisor?

A. There's a pretty good chance that at
the time he chose to discuss it, I wasn't there,.

0 You mean you think he would only have

Lentury  Repuorters, e
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chosen a particular moment in time when he was
interested in discussing it?

A You know, I can't add any more than
what I have already said, Your Honor.

0. Do you know any reason why he might

have gone to Mr. Purdy twice to discuss this problem

and to you zero times?
A I don't recall the twice. Could you...
Q From the testimony yesterday, I

believe Mr. Purdy testified that he spoke to

Mr. Bennetzen about problems in the task force
twice.

A Okay.

0 But he didn't speak to you at all
about it?

A Not until March 6th or 7th.

Q Isn't that an important step to take
without discussing the step any further with the

employee who is being transferred?

A. I'm sorry, I don't understand.
Q You transferred Mr. Bennetzen based
on a rumor that he was interested in a transfer and

a brief discussion in which he never told you why

he wanted to be transferred beyond, maybe, "I had

some problems with the building manager. Is that

Lentury Reporters, Ine.
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(NoO response.)

Well, explein it more to me. How did
you decide that it was appropriate to transfer him?
What was the deciding factor in your mind?

A. Because he ¢xpiessed to me that's what
he wantec to &o.

You said you initiated the conversation

I had heard, either from Mr. Purdy or

Mr. Hicks, either of wiaom may have been available
to Mr. Bennetzen yn my absence, that Mr. Bennetzen
had expréitsed a desire t¢ transfer back to work on
the N=5_9“rougram.

I then followed up on that conversation
witih Mr. Bennetzen, very likely with Mr. Purdy
present, since Mr. Purdy was his administrative

supervisor.

O Do you have any information as to

what period of thme the building manager was

inforested in the possibility that Mr. Bennetzen

might be transferred?

I beg your pardon?

Do you have any information about the
period of time in which the building manager was

interested in Faving Mr. Bennetzen transferred?

Century Reporters, lnc.

713) 496-1791




15496

Memory tells me that the building '

. 2 manager may have suggested that possibility to me,

but I can't recall any specific discussion with him |

on a2%.

Would it surprise you if he suggested

but never talked to you about it?

7 A ot if I wasn't there.
8 | Q. Do you remember the period of time in
9 which he may have had this discussion with you that
Y )

10 you can't remember in detail?
11 A. No, sir, but it would have probably

L i
12 been mid to late February.

Century Repucters, Inc.

7130 496.1 791









10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

21

22

23

24

25

16149

Q. Did Mr. Bennetzen in that meeting suggest
that he might want to be transferred?

A No, sir.

JUDGE BLOCK: We'll take a five-minute
recess.

(A short recess was taken.)

JUDGE BLOCH: The hearing will come to
order.
BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

0. Mr. Tolson, could you refresh my recol-
lection, do you recall now where this particular junction
box wa: that ycu -- in which you noticed that there was a
loose lead?

A It's in the lower portion of the safequard
building, but that's as close as I can get you.

BY JUDGE BLOCCH:

0. Is there any landmark near to which it
was located, any part of the building, things next to it
you could remember?

A No, sir.

BY JUDGE GROSSMAN :

Qe And could you tell me what kind cf

junction boxes or what purpose the junction boxes served

in this particular area that are located six or seven feet
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overhead?

A It could cover a multitude of trings,
virtually all the conduit, at least in that area, is
overhead so, you know, it could be virtually anything.

JUDGE BLOCH: Usually -- well, would leads
come out of a conduit and then go to a junction box and
go back up into a conduit?

A They -- veah, what I was looking at was
a box between two runs of conduit.

BY JUDGE GROSSMAN :

Q. And you saw some -- you wouldn't have to
know why they joined two leads of conduit in a junction
box rather than just run that lead with those cables
complete without joining them in a box, would you?

A Well, I'm confused, Your Honor, because
you're referring to leads and conduit, and I'm not sure
what the question is.

Q. Well, let me -- I'm asking you whether you
know why there would be a junction box joining conduit and

cable at that point.

A Not in any precision.
0 And do you recall what kind of item the
lugs were on to which the cable -- to which the lead was --

should have been connected that was loose or disconnected?

A By "item," you mean what, sir? By what
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kind of item, it was connected to what --

Q0 Well, what contained this lug that the
cable should have been connected to, and either was
connected and loose or was disconnected? Do you recall
what that lug was on?

A. I could probably visualize it but T'm not
sure I can describe it.

0 Okay. Now, when you're talking about
a lug, now, you're talking about a terminal, basically,

a screw in which the wire is wound around, is that it?

A. Yes, sir. Not wound around, but connected
to it.

Q. Well, you make that distinction. How
would it be connected if it wasn't wound around the lug?

A From a civil engineer's analysis of what
I saw, you've got a wire that is inserted into a lug
that's connected to something.

Q I'm not sure 1 understand what you mean
by lug, and so 1 did ask you earlier if you were familiar

with back wired and side wired outlets and 1 believe you

indicated you weren't., 1Is that correct?
A That's correct.
0 And I assume that if you saw this terminal

it would be in the form of a screw, either copper or

brass - or silver-looking or brass-looking screw.
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A I wasn't -- I can't recall those kinds of

details.

MR. DOWNEf{: Perhaps if I could request

the Board to ask Mr. Tolson to describe the lug, that
might be useful.
BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:
4] Well, okay, Mr. Tolson, could you describe
the lug?
A As I recall, it was a little round thing
that stuck in and you'd tighten the screw against the lug.
0 I think I got the picture.

JUDGE JORDAN: Was the lug connected to
the -- presumably the lug is permanently connected to the
wire ~--

THE WITNESS: That's correct.

JUDGE JORDAN: ~-- by solder or some other
means; is that correct?

THE WITNESS: That's correct.

BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

0. And so this was a side connection that
you're talking?

A, I wouldn't state one way or the other.
I did not look that close.

0 Well, I tnought yca had indicated that you

saw that it was locose or disconnected.
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A. I saw the wire hanging loose, but I didn't
pursue the details on the connection of the lug to the
wire.

Q. Was this a bare wire or was it a shizlded
wire, insulated wire?

Installation up to a point and then the
part that stuck into the lug was bare.

Q. Well, the part that you think should have
stuck into the lug was bare?

A That's correct.

Q. Do you remember whether the end was curled
on that wire or was it a straight little wire?

A. As I recall, it was straight.

MR. DOWNEY: May I --

JUDGE BLOCH: Yes.

MR, DOWNEY: May I ask the Board to ask
Mr. Tolson about crimping of wires at lugs, if he knows.

JUDGE BLOCH: Okay. Do you know about the
crimping of wires to lugs?

THE WITNESS: 1 hesitate to answer because
we're going to get beyond my knowledge real quick, but I
understand that some lugs do in fact mechanically connect
to the wires.

JUDGE JORDAN : Jut as you're saying, it

was probably crimped onto the wire rather than soldered?
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THE WITNESS: 1If I had to make a guess
and got credit for being right on the guess, I'd guess
that it was crimped on.
BY JUDGE BILOCIH :

0 On the Monday of the week of the T-shirt
incident, do you recall where you were assigned or where
you were working?

A I don't remember off the top of my head.
As I -- I very likely was 1in Dallas over the weekend and
may have come down Monday morning, or I may have been in
Dallas at a meeting and come down Monday afternoon, I
just don't recall. I'm not even certain I was there
Monday.

0. Can you think about it, whether you can
recall whether there were any events that happened on
the site that day that would have required you to be
there?

A. No, sir. I can't recall.

Q. You answered very quickly when I asked
you if you could recall. I thought maybe you were going

to spend some effort trying to recall.

A Judge Bloch, one experience I learned from

the hearings is to anticipate some of your questions, and
I anticipated you'd ask me that question and I've been

trying to remember and I can't.
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Q. And you've thought about that time period?

A, Considerable period of time.

MR. ROISMAN: Mr. Chairman, I assume the
time records of the company would clearly show one way or
the other, if the answer is important.

MR. DOWNEY: You might ask Mr. Tolson if
the time records indicate -~ would indicate. I don't
know.

BY JUDGE BLOCII:

0. Would the time records indicate whether
you were on site or not?

A Possibly, but there's a real good chance
that they wouldn't because I, in seven years, don't recall
filling out a time sheet.

0 Sounds like they wouldn't.

Do you recall when the first time was, on
the week of the T-shirt incident, that you learned that
some people on site had worn T-shirts similar to the ones

that were worn on Thursday?

A. Is the time frame the week of -- that week?

Q. Yes.

A, The only thing that 1'd heard was the
existence of the T-shirts. I had never been informed

that they had in fact been worn.

Q. And wno did you hear about the existence of




15106

the T-shirts from?
As T recall, it was my assistant, Mr. Dan
Hicks.
0 And can you recall what day of the week
that discussion with Mr. Hicks took place?
Early, early in the week. Monday or
Tuesday.
Q And can you recall the nature of your
discussion?
A He just informed me that, you know, the
T-shirts existed and I think we talked about bracing
ourselves for the wearing of them if that in fact occurred.

Q Was Mr. Hicks on site on Monday, do you

If I was there, Mr. Hicks was there. If
I wasn't there, I couldn't say one way or the other whether
Mr. Hicks was there.

Now, 1f Mr. Hicks was theéere --

No, sir.

0. -- on Monday -- if he was there on Monday,
your statement that you discussec bracing yourselves for
T-shirts but didn't discuss that they'd ben work already
wouldn't be very credible?

A. ['m sorry.

Q If Mr. Hicks was on the site on Monday and
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A I think I would, yes, sir.

0. That wouldn't have been a minor event
in your life, would it have been?

A As things have turned out, I'd say no.

Q. Well, judging from your reaction on
Thursday, I would say it wouldn't have been a minor
reaction in your life.

A, That's basically where I'm coming from.

Q. Do you keep a schedule or a calendar in
your office to keep track of appointments or things that
you've got to do?

A. No, sir.

JUDGE JORDAN: Do you have a secretary
that keeps track of your appointments?

THE WITNESS: The only thing that would
come close, Dr. Jocsdan, would be meetings that are
scheduled in the immediate future that I need her to
remind me of.

JUDGE JORDAN : It's who =- that the
secretary reminds you of?

THE WITNESS: 1 have a terrible recall
when it comes to times and places of meetings, and 1
utilized her knowledge or memory to remind me today at

10:00 o'clock you're to meet with so and so. 1 find that
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out at 7:30 in the morning.

JUDGE BLOCH: We'd like to see Mr. Tolson's
calendar that may be kept by his secretary. if there are
notes of what his appointments may have been on Monday
of that week to determine whether he was at the site.

MR. DOWNEY: We'll undertake whatever
ingquiry is necessary to determine that, if we can
determine whether he was on site.

JUDGE BLOCH: Thank you.

BY JUDGE BLOCH:

o Wha*t did vou say to Mr. Hicks about
bracing for the wearing of the T-shirts?

A I again don't recall much of the details
but it could have gone one of two ways, and I'm qoing to
give you the way I think it happened firet, but [ want to

be totally honest. I think Mr. Hicks =--

0. Before you do that, I asked you what you
told him.

A Well, that's where I'm having trouble.

0 Do you remember what he told you?

A I think it was more of him telling ne what

he planned to do as opposed to me telling him what I
planned to do.
I think he planned to =- you know, in the

event that they were worn on site, to simply send the
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people home to change them, And 1 said fine. Or the
other way around, I don't remember which way it went.

. And did you have any discussion about why
that should be done?

A. I don't recall any discussion of it.

Q On that day -~ well, do you recall whether
that discussion was before or after you learned about
destructive evaluation?

A No, sir, I don't.

0 Do you know whether Mr. Hicks knew what
the message was on the T-shirts?

A. I don't recall a discussion other than
the word T-shirts.

0. He must have said something more than that
or you wouldn't have braced for it.

A I'm at a disadvantage, Your Honor, because
I flat don't remember much more than T-shirt., Now, it's
possible that phraseology might have been mentioned, but
1 was under the impression that Mr. Hicks hadn't seen them,
so 1 don't know.

0 Did he tell you how he learned about the
T-shirts?

A No, 8s1r.

0 So you didn't know what was on them, you

didn't know how Mr. Hicks had gotten his information, but
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you made a plan to send people home with them on?

A We had experienced a similar situation
before and it was just kind of common practice that if a
derogatory T-shirt was worn on Comanche Peak we'd ask
the people to go home and change it.

Q Okay. Could you tell us about the similar
prior incident, what happened there?

A There was an inspector on the -- as T
recall, in protective coatings, that we had transferred
from nights to day. His first day on the job on day shift
he wore a T-shirt that the craft superintendent was

personally offended by.

0 And what did that T-shirt say?
A, "J R Who?"
0. And that was some kind of a play on the

supervisor's name?

A It was coincidence that the superintendent's

first name was Junior.
o On the morning, Thursday morning, what was
the first time that you learned about the T-shirts being

worn on site, do you recall the time period?

A. Yes, sir.

Q About when was that?

A About 7:45,

0 And who was the person who told you?
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0. That wasn't what you did, though, was
it? |
A, No, sir. |
Q. Why did you change the plan? i
A I had had some second thoughts after

Mr. Welch called me and I called him back and with
the intention of suggesting that they go ahead and
bring the people on up where I could talk with them
myself.

Mr. Welch was not at the extension
number that I had, so I left word for him to call me.

Very shortly thereafter Mr.Welch called
me and stated that the people wanted to talk to me,

at which time I said, "Fine. Come on up."

o I'm having difficulty with the

chronology here. ’

When Mr. Welch spcke to you the first
time, did he tell you anything that you had not
expected about the T-shirt wearing?

A. I think that he mentioned something
about nitpickers but I wouldn't want to be quoted on
the details of the conversation.

Q But that wasn't unexpected; was it?

A Again, I don't recall many details of

the conversation that I mentioned Mr. Hicks and I had

Lentury Reporters, Inc.
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earlier, so -- at that time, I don't recall -- and
right now I don't recall what the message was other
than nitpickers and T-shirts,.

Q Now, you're on the 'phore with Mr.
Welch, what did you tell h:m to do?

A, The first time I told him to send them
home and ask them to change it.

Q So if Mr. Welch told the people that
they either should go home or they should talk to Mr.
Tolson, that must have been his idea; is that right?

A Yes,sir, it would have been.

Q Did you have any concern for why these

workers might be wearing the T-shirts?

A I can't relate to the word concern.
(. Interest?

A, Yeah, I had some interest.

Q Curiosity?

A, Curiosity. Yes,sir.

0 Did you do anything at that point to

satisfy that interest or curijosity?

A, “hat may have been a reason I called Mr.
Welch back anl it very likely was. To go ahead and
git down and discuss with the people what their
rationale was for the T-shirts.

W 80 you called him back and what did you

Lentury Reporters, loc.
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say at that point?
A Well, as 1 stated earlier, Mr. Welch
was not at the extension. A minute or so later he

called me.

V) Now, he called you.

A Yes,si1.

Q. Tell me about that conversa tion.

A He mentioned something to the effect

that the people did not want to go home. They wanted

to talk to me and I said, "Fine. Bring them up."
Q. Okay. And when they came up, who was

with you at that time.?

A By then, Mr. Hicks was there.
0. Not Mr. Purdy?
A I don't recall Mr. Purdy being there

and I don't think he was.

Q Was anyone else there?

A I don't recall anyone other than Mr.
Hicks and the group of the people, at that time.

a And how long did it take them to get

to your office after you asked them to come?

A. Five or ten minutes at the most.

Q In that time period, did you talk to
anyone?

A, Mr. Hicks, I think, was there a few

Centary Heporters, Inc.
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minutes before the people showed up.

QO And before they showed up, what did you
and Mr. Hicks say to each other?

A I don't remember. It could have been
about going fishing over the weekend because --

Q Mr. Tolson, you just learned about the
people wearing the T-shirts and with Dan Hicks you
discussed fishing?

A Wha’' I'm really saying, Your Honor, 1
flat don't remember details of the conversation betweeh
me and Mr. Hicks while I was waiting for the T-shirt
people.

Q How about the level of feeling in the
room? Was the feeling in the room at a high pitch?

A No. I can relate to what was going
through my mind and Mr. Hicks may have been drinking
a cup of coffee.

You know, ! don't have the foggiest
idea at that point of what 1'm going to say or how
I'm going to say it and I'm trying to collect my
throughts while I'm waiting for some people to show
up.

Q And when the workers arrived in your
office, how many of them were there?

A There was € inspectors, Mr. Vore and

Century  Reporters, Inc.
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Qo Can you remember anything happening
as they entered the room and began to become
assembled at the table, or didn't it happen that way?

How did it happen when they first
entered the room? What was the situation?

A, Well, I was sitting at my desk. There
is no table, other than my desk. There's 8 to 10
chairs in the office.

They all entered in and lined up in
kind of a horse (sic) shaped =--

Q Was it noisy? Quiet? How would you
characterize that?

A It was, for Comanche Peak, calm,

Qo People kind of joking with each other
or did it seem more serious than that?

A There was mixed -~ you know, mixed looks
on the faces of the people. Some were smiling or
smirking, whatever word suits you, but it was mainly
just like any meeting.

People coming in to discuss a subject.
In this case, ! doubt if either myself or the people
knew what was going to be talked about.

Q I'm sorry. You didn't know what was

going to be talked about either?

Lentury Heporters, Ine
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A. This was not a comfortable position,
Your Honor, for me to be in, addressing 8 people,
most of whom are somewhat larger than I am and, ycu
know, I have no irdec what I'm going to say.

My initial thcught was ‘ust, you know,
kind of let it happen like it would, and then go
from there.

o Do vou feel it difficult generally to

talk to people who are larger than you are?

A I do under these circumstances.
Q. What circumstances were those?
A, The message on the T-shirts I find

personally offensive.
0 I want to put something else of the
day in context with this meeting.
Were you the person who ordered that
belongings of these individuals be ~- excuse me,
the documents and work papers of these people be

searched?

A Yes, Some time later.

o It was after this?

A Yer,s1ir.

Q Did you have any idea when fhey first

walked into the office that you might subsequently

order the searching of their papers?

Century Reporters, loc.
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Q Prior to th is time, were there

163€9

any

individuals in this group whom you had reason to f

was not a loyal employee of Comanche Peak?

A, NO, sir.

0 It's a new o-ganization we haven't had
in this case before but I think we understand each
other.

Who spoke first at the meeting?

A. One of the inspectors,.

] Do you remember which one?

A. Yes,sir.

4] Who was that?

A, Eddie Snyder.

Q Now, you didn't invite him to speak?
He just started speaking?

A, Yes.

4] And what did he say?

A. Stuck out a&a brown paper bag and asked
me if I'd mind if he tape recorded this session.

0 Is 1t unusual for you to attend tape
recorded sessions?

A Very rarely. Except for here.

Q How about at Comanche Peak? Very rare:

A Very rare.

Century  Weporters, lnc
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Q Could you describe for we why it would
be that you might - ttend a tape regorded session at

Comanche Peak, that the management would decide to
tape?

A Sooner or ,later, I presume, we're going
to talk about the Lipinsky méeting

0 Well, we're talking about that now;
aren't we?

A Okay. We knew that the internal memo
had leaked and we didn't want, in the case of the
Lipinsky situation, any accusation of trying to cover
anything up and I think that's the primacy reason that
meeting was taped.

0 In other words, the reason that you
might be at a taped meeting is to make sure that
whatever happened was faithfully remembered and
recorded?

A That's correct.

0 Was there any reason why you didn't want
was going to happen next with the T-shirt inspectors
to be faithfully recorded?

A The thing that went through my mind
when Mr. Snyder requested what he did, was a rumor
that I had gotten from the grapevine that unbeknownst

to me the prior session with a selected group of

Lentury Heporters, Inc.
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protective coating inspectors had been taped and
transmitted to the NRC.

& So that's pretty dishonest to tape
someone's conversation when they don't know about
ity isn't it?

A If I was vindictive, I very likely
might pursue that from a legal standpoint. I have
not felt it was -~

Q Between people, it's not very nice to
tape them when they don't know about it; isn't that
right?

A I didn't think so.

Q Does the same thing apply when someone
walks up and says, "You know, I know we're going to
have an important conversation. I want to record
it faithfully."?

A. Judge Bloch, I think at that point I
had a mental association of the request for the tape
to the unknown taping of the previous session and
had an instantaneous reaction to not want to say
anything at that point in time until I gathered my
thoughts.

50 1 got up and left the office.
V) Didn't you wonder how it happened chat

-~ who was the gentleman who had the tape recorder?

Lentury Weporters, e

(71 3) Ave.1 701

|
|
|
|
|
l




6~10

10

11

12

13

15

16

17

19

21

2

2

2

25

B e

15972
A kEddie Snyder.
(. -= kddie Snyder had the tape recorder?
A No, sir.
Q Do inspectors at the site usually have
tape recorders with them?
A I'm only aware of one other situation

where there was an issue of a tape recorder and that's
the one I mentioned previous.
Q Do you know if he had tape recorder
with him?
A He said -- he handed a paper bag.
I assume that it contained a tape recorder,.
Qo Could it have been a joke?
A If so, it was about as funny as Mr,

Roisman's joke about me Monday.
[0} That was a joke I didn't hear but that
became a cause celebre in the courtroom.
I understand you left the meeting and
Yyou spoke to Mr. Brandt briefly. Mr. Brandt has told
us about what happened.
I take it that's correct. You spoke
to Mr. Brandt as you left the meeting?
A That's a polite way to put it; vyes, sir.
O You spoke at a somewhat elevi ted

emotional level?

Lentury  Reporters, Ine.
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It was nut elevated but it was

definitely emotional.

Q.
did you go?

A

directly across

igs off == was

corridor and 1
tg temporarily
anticipating a
David

from Dr.

Q

0.
any measures t
A
first left my
0
A,
.
room that they
A
o
action that wa

chance to do

And after you left Mr. Brandt, where

-

think I went across the -- not

the hall from my otfice but my office

off of a T, if you will, to a long

was looking .or a sufficient space

house the personnel, lecause [ was

t 10:00 o'elneck that morning a visit

Boltz and Darlene Steiner from CASE.

This was quite a morning for you.

It's one I'1ll remember for a while.

you left the room,

they wouldn't leave the

When did you take

0 see that room?

No,sir. Not == if you mean, when 1

office.

Yes.

No,sir.

of the people in the

Did you tell any

shouldn't leave before you left?

No,sir. 1 don't recall that.

Did you tell any of them about the
& contemplated? You dldn't have a
hat; did yous

Contury  Reporters, loc
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A No.

Q. Okay, now, who did vou speak to about
arranging for a different room for these pecple?

A It would == the room I attempted to
arrange to use was a large room off the long corridor
that is normally occupied by the corporate audit
group.

I don't recall who was in there at the
time but 1 asked them if they would mind moving to
another office and let me utilize that space
temporarily.

0. And you were speaking in more calm
terms then?

A, That's five or ten minutes, so -~ yeah.

Q And did you go back and ask the people
to go from your office to the other place?

A I don't recall speaking directly to
the people. Probably asked Mr, Hicks to escort them
to the room.

QO Had Mr. Hicks come out into the
corridor to be with you while you were making these
arrangements?

A, No,sir. I think he was still in the
office.

O Some time had passed between the time

Lentury Reporters, loc.
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that you got upset about the tape recorder and the

time that you decided to move these people?

had you regained your composure by then?;

A I was down several decibels.

Q Were you able to realize the difference
between a surreptitious or secret taping cf a meeting
and a reguest to tape a me2ting?

A. I don't recall thinking about that at
the time.

0 S0 you still had fixed in your mind
that these people were trying to do something that
you didn't want to happen, in terms of recording
that meeting?

A, Judge Bloch, to go back -- I wasn't
certain at that point what, if anything, would be
discussed.

Again, the mental association with the
request to tape with the secret taping sort of

launched me off in a different path; so to speak.

Q I understand that was a reflex.
A Yeah.
0 But what it is now, 15 or 10 minutes

later, after you calmed down, it's still with you,
even though it doesn't seem very reasonable to me.

Does it seem reasonable to you?

Centary Reperters, Inc
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the discussion here that's in the
set out,
I decided at that ¢t

emotional

situaticn

and

Merritt's office to Dallas, some
what to do next.
Q Okay, but like how
worked during the previous week?
A The previous week?
Q The week ending on

previous seven days,

worked;
A

Q

specifically

///

In other words, if

do you remember?

I don't recall.
Did you feel
I was

that morning.
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0 You remember tiredness as being a
characteristic of that job?

A, Yes, sir, from about late '"23 until
this time.

Q. And did irritation often go along with
that tirednoss? Were you often rather short-
tempered?

A Well, I have been known to have a
sherit temper. I think since I can evaluate myself

petter than anyone else, I can recall inner

conversations with myself that things that ordinarily

woula be taken in stride were becoming irritating.

Q When you work very hard, that's
something that's not so surprising, is it?

A No, sir.

Q. AXl wight. So you made the room
arrangements and then you walked down the corridor

to Mr, Merritt's office; is that what happened

next or ==
A No.
Q -- or did something happen in between?
A There's a gap we have left out of the

discussion.
I proceeded toward Mr. Merritt's end

of the hall because there's almost all the time a

Century Reperters, Inc.
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spare telephone down there; and, you know, my
thought was to call Dallas and get some aguidance.
The spare phone that I normally would f

have used had a lock on it. So I went to Mr. Morritt'&
office, and since he was sittiag at his desk next !
to his phone, I asked him to call Dallas and brief
them on the situation and request some advice.

Q Before we talk about what happened in
that conversation, what you said to Mr. Merritt,
were there no ccher telephones in that corridor that

you could have used?

A Not in the corridor.

0. In any of the offices? I mean, the

reople knew you well enough that if you asked for
the phone, youoould get it, didn't they?

You could have walked into any of
those offices, couldn't you, and said, "Please, may
I borrow your phone"?

A Yes, sir.

Q And they would have left just the same
way as the people left from the conference room,
wouldn't they have? There was no one _[here that you
would expect would refuse you the privilege of using
their phone?

A No, sir.

Cemtury Reporters, Inc. |
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Q As you walked into Mr. Merritt's office,

do you remember who was first to speak?

A Probably me.
Q. Do you recall what you said?
A I don't recall the words, and if 1

did, I would prefer not to repeat them publicly,
BUEs s

0. You were still feeling pretty upset
and you used language that you use at the plant but
not in a hearing?

A. That's correct.

Q What was the subject of your anger?

What was the thing you were most upset about as you

walked into that room? Was it the tape recording or

the shirts or what was it?

A I think it was a combination of the two.

o Do you remember which one you
mentioned first?

A I don't recall mentioning either one.

1 probably discussed the shirts first, but I wouldn't

swear to it because I don't remember.
0 And what other information did you
communicate to Mr. Merritt about what had happened?
A I don't recall. First of all, the

discussion wasn't ver long. It was very brief.
Yy Y
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|
|
And I'm not sure it was at this time, but I think i

maybe it was at about the time that I hit Mr. Morritt'?
office, Mr. Frankum 2lso was there. F-r-a-n-k-u-m.

Q Can you refresh my recollection on his
position at the plant?

A He is the Brown & Root resident
construction manacer.

Q. Was there any request for Mr. Frankum

to leave the room? |

A. Not that I recall.

Q What was it that hed happened that made
you want to communicate with Dallas? ‘

A I had grown -~ particularly in the last i
|
year -- sensitive to what we have talked about here |
relative to labor relations and the connection or
non-connection of those relations with the constructioq
at Comanche Peak.

Q. And part of that increased awareness
was that your power to take action against employees !
had been limited?

ok Yes, sir.

0. I take it it was limited to sending

people home with pay; is that the most you could

do by yourself?

A That is correct.

Century Heporters, Inc.
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Q Why did you think something more was
required than you just sending these people home with
pay?

A I'm not sure this went through my mind
at the time, but I can recall conveying the policy to
a group of supervisors and lead inspectors and
concern o.a their part -- in fact, as 1 remember, one
of them asked where did he line up for the vacation.

0 If you are talking about a specific
discussion you had previously had, could you tell us

when it was and who was present?

A It would have been shortly after the
September - October time frame, and I can't recall
by names, but it would have been -- and it may have

been done in more than one session, but it would
have included people like Mr. Brandt, Mr. Purdy, and
their respective discipline supervisors and lead
inspectors.

0 What did you tell them at that time
that was relevant at the time of the T-shirt
incident?

A Now, you -- I'm still trying to answer
the question. This meeting didn't have anything to
do with T-shirts.

This was just conveying to the people

Century Reporters, lnc.
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the policy that had been adopted relative to

personnel actions.
0 1 see. I thought you raised it in
the context of why you thought something more was
required than just sending the people home witn pay.
MR. DOWNEY: Objection. I think that's

not something that the witness has testified about.

He sald he sought guidance from Dallas.

I don't kbelieve there's any indication that he
d

testified that he thought something more was required.

In fact, I think Mr. Clements' testimony;

is to the contrary.

BY JUDGE BLOCH:

o Did you at that time think anything more

was reguired --

JUDGE BLOCH: You really should not
put words in the mouth of the witness like that.

MR. DOWNEY: I wasn't trying to,

Your Honor. I was trying to make =--

JUDGE BLOCH: The last comment you
made did, though, didn't it? Aren't you actually
informing the witness about other testimony in this
case?

MR. DOWNEY: He heard Mr. Clements'

testimony.

Lentury Reporters, Inc.
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BY JUDGE BLOCH:

Q0 Did you at the time you called Dallas

have a notion that you wanted to do something more

than dismiss them from the site with pay?

A I think so, yes, sir.
0. So why was that?
A, That is what I was trying to relate.

The impression that that group gave me was that,
you know, "the vacation,” and that was their term
in response to a disciplinary action was, in my

worde, scoft.

Q Disciplinary action for what? What at

this point had they done?

It was too soft to just send them home

with pay. What was the seriousness of what they had

done in your mind?

A Well, again, as I have stated in the

deposition and at least touched on briefly here, I

took the wearing of the T-shirts personally. I

associated the request for taping with zn incident

that T thought was inappropriate at best.

The nitpicker thing, we had in
February just gone through a Labor Department
hearing and had received the usual media coverage

that's associated with that type of event.

Lentury Reporters, Inc.
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I made a double association with both

of those issues. I think the best way to try to '

explain it is that on the spur of the moment, I didn't

feel like a vacation was necessarily the thing that I |

would do, and my authcrity is limited to that move.

So I sought guidance from Dallas.

0. I infer from what you just said that
you may now think that under the circumstances you
overreacted; is that the case?

A Of course, I'm at an advantage now taat
I didn't have then.

Q fhat's what I'm saying. In retrospect,
thinking about what you knew, what the facts were
that you had, do you think that maybe you overreacted
at that point, excluding the new information that
Mr. Vega gathered about the fact that maybe these
pecple were joking? Just knowing what you knew at
the time, do you think you overreacted?

A It's hard for me to address "overreactiorj
because other than getting up and leaving my office
and calling Dallas, that was the end of my action
that day, as far as the T-shirts and the people were
concerned.

Q Well, not quite, but we will get

back =--

Lentury Repusters, Inc.
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A We will get back to the other issue

in a minute, but --

0. You spoke to -- I'm sorry. Do you
have something more to say?

A. Well, again, 1 anticipated last night
that you would ask this question.

I would like to foraet overreaction. [
am not proud of the fact that I lost my temper, but
I can't undo that. That happened.

I'm not going to sit here and try to
defend the actions.

Q It's not an unusual event in human
history that people lose their tewmper.

A When you are dealing with 350 or 400
people, you wish that you never would, but I
agree it's not unusual.

Short of that, as to whether or not it
was an overreaction o not -- I think we had better
get into the next one before we make that conclusion.

Q Okay, so you had just rather not judge
that. I'm not sure that it's all that important,
but I thought you were indicating that possibly you
thought you had overreacted.

We were discussing before the discussion

you had with John Merritt, and I guess basically you

Lentury Reporters, luc.
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told him about the fact they were wearing T-shirts.
I don't know whether you told him about

the fact of the tape recorder?

A. 1 may have, buat I do not distinctly
recall that.

0. Did you tell him anything about
destructive evaluation?

A. No, sir. I don't think we got into
that at that time.

Q Was that relevant in your mind at that
time?

A Quite frankly, Your Honor, then and now
the destructive examination issue was not that big
of an issue in my mind.

0. Were you listening when Mr. Merritt

called Dallas?

A Probably not.
0 You left the room?
A I may have. I was still trying to

come down several decibels and I have found in
dealing with myself for 47-some-odd years that
walking around dces a lot.

As to whether I stayed or left, I don't
recall.

Q But the consequence of doing that and

Century Reporters, Inc.

(713) 496-1791
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not really listening or whatever was to turn over a
very important QC matter to craft, wasn't it?

A No, T wouldn't look at it that way.

Q. Well, you don't even know whether he
described properly the incident that occurred to
Dallas?

A My proble.: is, Judge Bloch, not being
able to recall whether I sat there when he made
connections with Mr. Clements or may have left and
come back, but I can't recall.

It's very possible that when he first
called Mr. Clements that Mr. Clements was not in his
office. I just don't remember,

QO Did he ever report to you later about

his conversation with Mr. Clewments?

A. Yes, he did.
o How much later was that?
A. I would say less than 10 or 15

minutes.

0 And at that time what do you recall
that he told you about his conversation with
Mc. Clements?

A We were to arrange a conference room,
which I had already accomplished, which was the

audit room; arrange for the people to interview with

Lentury Heporters, Inc.

(713) 496-179)
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Mr. Grier and await further notice from Dallas =--

excuse me -- alsc to provide escorts in the event

that they chose to leave the immediate area for

whatever reason, and then await further instructions
from Dallas.
Q. Do you recali whether or nct you ever
gave any names to Mr. Merritt?
A. I don't recall giving any names at all
to Mr. Merritt.
JUDGE BLOCH: Could we show the witness
the names that appear in the Check memorandum?
THE WITNESS: Your Honor, while we
are doing that, could we take just a two or three-
minute break?
JUDGE BLOCH: Yes, we'll take a five-
minute break.
(A short recess was taken.)
1/

/17

Lentury Reporters, Inc.
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order.

Miss
request,
took away from him.

MS.
Clements Exhibit 38~

BY JUDGE BLOCH:

handed to Mr.

16489
The hearing will come to
Carde, you've, at the Chairman's
Tolson a document that you then
What is that document?
GARDE :

Yes. I'm showing him

4.

0 Mr. Tolson, would you examine the list
of names here on, I believe, the second page of that
document.

A Yes, sir.

Q Do you know whether the people on that

list all had T-shirts on on that day?

A Yes,

Q Did

I do.

they or didn't they?

A Without the benefit of the list of personnel

that wore T-shirts,

error from memory,

and giving due credit for a margin of

I think three of the -- three of the six

were involved with the T-shirt incident.

0. If Mr.

Clements gave that information to

the NRC, do'you have any idea where he might have gotten

it from?

A Yes,

Q Wher

gir.

e?
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A From me.

Q. And when did that occur?

A 7:30 in the morning.

Q. Okay. And what was the occasion on which

you gave those names to him?

A It was a result of some discussions that
had occurred the day previous relative to a sclution to a
perceived problem, or set of problems in the safeguards
building that we wanted some time to analyze and work out.

Q. Tell me about that discussion with
Mr. Clements the previous day before we get to the morning,
what happened in that discussion?

A. Unfortunately, my discussions the previous
day did not happen with Mr. Clements -- or I shouldn't say
unfortunately, but it was not directly with Mr. Clements
the day previously.

Q. With whom was that discussion?

A Part with Mr. Chapman and part with counsel.

MR. ROISMAN: I'm sorry, I didn't hear his
answer.

JUDGE BLOCH: Part with counsel and part
with Mr. Chapman.

MR. ROISMAN: Thank you.
BY JUDGE BLOCH:

Q Were they present at the same time?
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A It was by telephone. And it was not --

0 And were they all --

A. No, sir, it was not at the same time.

Q So I just want right now to talk with you

about your discussion with Mr. Chapman. Could you recall
in detail what you said to Mr. Chapman?

A. The discussion with Mr. Chapman was late
in the -- Wednesday evening, memory tells me plus or minus
an hour of 5:00 o'clock and I can't recall which. It was
fairly late and I seem to remember it being somewhat
after 5:00.

I had not been able to get ahold of
Mr. Chapman prior to that time. And at that time I asked
him to check with Mr. Clements to arrange a time when I
could provide him the list of people that Mr. Bennetzen
and Mr. Vore and myself had decided to temporarily
transfer to another assignment.

0. Was that all that you said to Mr. Chapman,
that you were going to provide a list of people you wanted
to have transferred?

A I think we discovered -- excuse me, not
discovered, but discussed the allegation of destructive
examination at that time, and I feel reasonably certain
that I conveyed the recommendation of Mr. Bennetzen and

Mr. Vore to accommodate a temporary transfer.
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MR, ROISMAN: The what of Mr. Bennetzen
and Mr. Gore? 1 didn't hear the word.

THE WITNESS: Vore.

MR. ROISMAN: Mr. Vore. No, you said --

THE WITNESS: To accomplish --

MR. DOWNEY: Recommendation.

THE WITNESS: 1 said accommodate, but
accomplish a temporary transfer.

BY JUDGE BLOCH:

Q. Of Mr. Bennetzen and Mr. Vore also?

A No, just the six people that are on this
list.

Q Why did you bother to talk to Mr. Chapman

about the transfer?

A Tieing in with what we talked about just
before the break, I have become sensitive to any personnel
action , short of a vacation, and I wanted to be sure that
what I was doing was consistent with Mr. Chapman's belief
of what I was authorized to do.

Q So that suggests that when you spoke to
Mr. Chapman you gave a full explanation of the reasons for

the transfer.

A I believe that that accomplished, yes, sir,
or that we omplished.
Q. And what was the full explanation of the
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reasons that you gave to Mr. Chapman?

A I need to digress just briefly, Your Honor,
because I started to explain a missing link some time ago
and we got off on other discussions.

Let me back up to the meeting with
Mr. Vore and Mr. Bennetzen.

Q Okay.

A, And Mr. Whitehead, or either that meeting
or another mecting just between Mr. Bennetzen and Mr. Vore
or maybe just Mr. Bennetzen and myself.

Q. Well, now, I think we may -- it's a little
hard to discuss three meetings.

A I'm trying to be totally honest, sir, I --
you know, I've got a lot of activity going on simul-
taneously, a lot of meetings, and it's very difficult at
this stage to recall precisely what happened six months
ago.

0. But I infer that it was between Tuesday
and Thursday, is that correct, because it was after the
destructive evaluacion incident?

A, Keeping in mind that I'm not certain where
I was at on Mond~,. it would most likely have been
Tuesday.

Q Tt could have been --

A. It could have been,
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THE WITNESS: Well, at least we know where

{Laughter.)

THE WITNESS: I couldn't resist that,
Mr. Chairman.

BY JUDGE BLOCH:

o Okay. Now you've looked at the calendar,
ana what's the time period?

A As I recall your question, can I fix the
session I'm trying to describe between the incident of
destructive examination and the T-shirt incident. I'm
going to have to say no.

I've got a hunch that the session I'd like
to describe, okay, is easier than what I described earlier
that resulted in my memorandum to Mr. Bennetzen and others
on the 28th of February, or a meeting shortly thereafter,
and i'm not sure just what, but memory tells me it was
prior to the field trip on -- looking at destructive
examination.

Typically, what I do, when I'm trying to
examine or evaluate a matter like what 'ras brought to my
attention in the safeguards relative to completion progress
is to ask basically two questions.

What, if anything, do we as a group need

to do to improve the adequacy or efficiency of our QC
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efforts, and what, if anything, does the construction
personnel need to do to improve their efficiency.

I seem to recall very distinctly that
Mr. Bennetzen stated that the craft needed to get
organized, and I perceived that his statement meant that
the package, or work package preparation group needed to
do more research and more effort before releasing those
packages in order for his people to accomplish their jobs
the way that he felt like he wanted to and should do.

The memo that I sent to that group was
designed to give some guidance to Mr. Bennetzen and the
QC pecple. I took the information from Mr. Bennetzen
relative to the craft organization to Mr. Merritt's level,
because that's his problem as opposed to being mine.

0 Could we stop for just one moment. I would
like to examine that memorandum at this point.

JUDGE BLOCH. Do we have it in the record?

MR. ROISMAN: I don't believe so, and the
only copy we have is sitting at the witness table.

JUDGE BLOCH: Okay. 1I'd like to have the
memorandum bound in. T also would like to use it now
if there's no objection.

MR, ROISMAN: 1It's not been marked or
anything, Mr. Chairman.

(Memorandum 2-28-1984 follows.)
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OFFICE MEMORANDUM

- \
._____Djst[i_b_y&_i? et SR MR N RO Ee——— Tevas_February 28, 1984 .

Vi

__Post Construction Inspectionof o = _
Electrical Equipment and Raceways Ak
Ql-qQP-11.3-40

Sowe questions have recently been raised on Unit 1 relative to the intent and scope
of the subject inspection instruction. This is to answer those questions.

1. Reinspection of Lighting Terminations (i.e., crimping) - The QC Program was
originally established to include random inspection of crimping of lighting
te;ninations and no changes in this approach are currently anticipated.
Deficiencies which have been documented on lighting to date are currently
being analyzed for the nced for generic corrective action and will be handled
as a special task if the analysis indicates that additional inspection efforts
are required. Minor word changes will be made in Rev. 16 of the subject
instruction to attempt to make it clear that disassembly of light fixtures
and tccal reinspection of crimping of lighting terminations is not a regquire-
ment. These efforts may be discontinued at this time at the option of the
8uilding Managers.

2. Reinspection of Equipment - Paragraph 3.1.2 is quite clear relative to the
scope of the inspection required. Accordingly, the instruction will remain
as is. The provisions of paragraph 3.4 were included to provide a vehicle
for recording discrepancies noted during the post construction inspection
. that appear to be inconsistent with project requirements and this concept
works. Inspection personnel should not feel the need to completely redo what
has already been accomplished nor to attempt to shoulder the entire QA Program.

3. Maintenance of Post Construction Inspection - QI-QP-19.5-1 was instituted to
maintain the integrity of a1l previously completed inspections. It is the
responsibility of each building group to implement this concept. No additional
QC instructions or changes appear warranted at this time. However, by copy
of this memo, the QE group is requested to further evaluate this matter.

Please advise if you or any of your personnel have any additional questions or
concerns. '

R. G. Tolson

RGT/b11 TUGCO Site QA Supervisor
cc: J. D, Hicks
M. A, Welch

K. D. Pendergrass

DISTRIBUTION:

M. G. Krisher
J. B. Leutwyler
arrrennelzen

0. Snow
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BY JUDGE BLOCH:

. Mr. Tolson, I'm going to show you a
memorandum on Texas Utilities Generating Company Office
Memorandum stationery, dated February 28th, 1984, and
signed by you. Is this a copy of your memorandum?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Thank you.

JUDGE BLOCH: Could counsel refresh my
recollection as to whether we -- we did validate these
procedures for insertion in the record, is that correct?

MR. DOWNEY: 1I'm not certain we have,
Your Honor.

MR. ROISMAN: I don't believe so. 1 asked
the witness -- 1 just handed them and described them.

JUDGE BLOCH: I thought that we earlier
asked that these procedures be inserted into the record
also.

(Procedures QI-QP-11.3-40 follow.)
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INSTRUCTION | | ISSUE
TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING CO. NUMBER " REVISION |  QaTe ' PAGE
CPSES ; .
QI-QP-11.3-40 | 15 | | 1of 11 |
} FEB 13 1984 | !
PREPARED 8Y: 2/s9/54
POST CONSTRUCTION T

INSPECTION OF
ELECTRICAL. EQUIPMENT APPRQVED 8Y:

AND RACEWAYS
APPROVED BY: )(42@@1\, %#

— ~

1.0 REFERENCES

1-A CP-QP-11.3, "Electrical Inspection Activities”

1-8 CP-SAP-13, "Temporary System Modifications"

1-C QI-QP-11.3-26, "Electrical Cable Installation Inspections"
1-D CP-QP-18.0, "Inspection Report"

1-E CP-QP-16.0, "Nonconformances"

2.0 GENERAL PR n;ﬁ“,:"n.\l gLl
2.1 PURPOSE AND SCOPE

The purpose of this Instruction 1is to supplement
Reference 1-A and to provide the inspection criteria and
documentation requirements for performing post construction
inspections on all Class 1E and Non-Class 1E electrical
equipment and raceways.

3.0 INSTRUCTION

Post construction inspection shall be performed upon
notification from the Building Management Organizations
or the TUGCO Site QA Supervisor or his designee.

A craft accompanied post construction inspection walkdown
shall be performed by the Electrical QC Inspectors to
verify the integrity of Class 1E and Non-Class lE equipment
installation,

The QC Inspector shall perform post construction inspections
to the latest revision of all documents (i.e., instructions,
procedures, drawings utilized in conjunction with these
inspections. :

- Fankae B ]
TUGCT CA

Form Mg 4




a4 Tl el
"o i M

WANR R AN

- REVISION
NUMBER - .

nent containing temporary

jed in accordance with

accordance with
nstruction.

system
fentif Reference
Paragraph 3.1.2

modi fications

1-8, and -
(Item 1)

/

“
uu

Where

tray, cable or other equipment
coated the documet initiated Dby

-
inspec shall be

ted or coated surface
cification requiremen

aids (i.e., rollers, fi
removed from cable tra

4

sh
been Yy ar
free surface damage, warpage,

ranove cCovers

* o 'S
cerminatior
N ’ ~F 3 ANC -
inspections Y

3 €
gve







15502

PAC

cables are properly trained, bundled
1ps in a4 neat and orderly manner.

* insulation free from damage.

essary to 1 equipment
ls to perfo pections
accordance

i1 »
J~Qrdinated




16503
INSTRUGTION | , .
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: TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING CO. |
P :
CPSES {QI-QP-11.3-40 l 15 FEp 13 1984 5 of 11
j -

. L

1. Metallic conduit; including Servicair Company FC 33
flexible conduit.

2. Two sheets of fire retardant mterial separated by a
minimum of X" of air space or thermal insulating
material.

3. A single barrier with a 1" maintained air space or
thermal insulating material Letween the components or
devices and the barrier.

Redundant Class 1E «circuits shall enter in separate

apertures and terminate on separate terminal blocks or

connectors as shown on G&H design drawings.

. Power supply feeds to instrument and control room distribu-

tion panels shall be installed in solid enclosed raceways

I as shown on G&H design drawings. (Example: conduit)

The following cabinets have been analyzed and are exempt

from the separation requirements; however, equipment that

provides for channel or train separation shall be utilized

. when available,

Note: TBX for Unit 1 and TCX for Unit 2.
NIS Cabinets T-X-NIELCA-O1 (4 Cabinets)

Solid State Protection Systaem T-X-ESELSP-01 (Logic & Output
Cabinets only)

Solid State Protection System T-X-ESELTC-01 (Test Cabinets)

Upgrade Protection &

Surveil lance T-X-XIELSE 5C
Process Racks T-X-XIELRK-01
T=-X-XIELRK-02
T-X-XIELRK-03

T-X-XIELRK-04 !

Protection channel wiring, safety-train wiring, and
Non-safety train wiring within panels 1PCl, 1PC2, 1PC3,

PC4 will be in different wire bundles. These bundles will
pe separated to the maximum extent practicable,

TUGCO QA it

Form Mo, 1
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CPSES I o
. { Q1-QP-11.3-40 15 Fes J' TER ‘
3.3 DOCUMENTATION

Wwhen unsatisfactory conditions are identified, the respective
inspection attribwte on the IR, Attachment 2, shall be checked
“Unsat" and the unsatisfactory condition shall be clearly

and concisely recorded on the Post Construction Deficiency
List, Attachment 3, for raceway and the Electrical Equipment

Punchlist, Attachment 4, for equipment. l
Inspection Reports shall be processed in z:cordance with
Re ference 1-0. l

Post Construction Deficiency Reports that were prepared and
issued in accordance with precious revisions to this instruction
shall be processed and closed out according to the following:

a. Status logs shall be manually maintained under the
direction of the cognizant QC Supervisor to status
and control the open Deficiency Reports.

b. The Deficiency Reports shall be routed to the cognizant
Construction Superviscr for correct/resglution of the

reported deficencies.

‘ c. Following correction/resolution of the deficiencies, the
atfected items shall be re-inspected and documented on
the applicable Inspection Reports. The responsible QC
Inspector shall attach the applicable Deficiency Report
to 2ach Inspection Report.

3.4 NONCONFORMANCES

Monconformances shall be reporte) and identified in accordance
with Reference 1-E.

.

Form Mo 1 — TUGCO OA



* TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING CO.

NUMBER DATE

P . 15505
- INSTRUCTION | pevisio, ‘ ISSUE l o
! {

CPSES | 'l ‘ |
| 984 |7 of
‘ l01-0P-11.3-40 | 15 |FEB13 384 |7 of 11
ATTACHENT |
Internal Separations
1. CASLE-CARLE
A) FREC AlR 8) VITHIN APPROVED FIRE $TIP MATEAIAL

‘.

& % 5
) @L—_{—l o ff

o

1. CABLE-32RALER (DOUBLE BAZRIET SEPRRATTD 8Y 1/4° Al SPACE OR
APPROYED THERMAL [NSULATING PATERIAL)

INSULATING “ATTALAL ON OME SIDE.
CABLE,CIPONEXT, ETC., MAT TTUCH

/
I° MIRIMUM 401% SPACE OR THERMAL
a L GN CPPOSITE $70C.

b AT

=

| .l
=T

S. MTALIZ COMCUITETALIC COEUIT
(f1ciuding Serviceair flex concuit)

4 o
TOWMOUIT EAY TTUCH
Loy —

—= TUGCO OA

Form Ne 1




. | 16" .
INSTRUCTION | pevision ISSUE -
. TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING CO. NUMBER DATE PAGE
CPSES ! coa
Qi-QP-11.3-40 | 15 FEB 13
‘ | 8 of 11
TTACHMENT 2
COMANCHE FEAK STEAM ZLEZTRIC STATION wa. 1 2
INSPECTION  REPURT Fé“—’-—
ke TR T il e e
Le it LY TO < s B Cnancs v0 iwﬁru ST SINY
o ¢l 010511 1.40 Bex A
OrSISs. o T D';".::;::.a".: CFiateenon  OPNR0n G
sy -uuu': i
[ sespecnon CoMMLETED , ML APLICARLL 1TEMS sANSFACTORY '
(] marecnion COMMETED, WNSATIFFACTORY TEaS USTED SELCW W S i _'9}
; ITEe W " INSPESTION ATTRUIBUTES /,... :‘: lg% OATL “::MJ
[ POST CONSTUCTION INSPECTION Para. 3.1 W |
e |gaceyay INSPECTIONS Para, 111 R | :
1 'f\hlp traue fros n€ buccs  rcough sdgec foreisn | | ! | !
|material. Para. 3.1.1.A - (B | i
2. | conduit free of damage. Para. 3.1.1.8 | | | '
3 "Cdb‘_‘_"!"d\' and conduit galvanized surfaces free of = e, el
‘ | gamacs Para 1.1 1.C P |
—_—— :.“\hlp anlling aide rpooued Para 3 11 0 ‘ I { j
S, | Cable trav free of surface damage, warpage, bunt side bl I !
| raits. Para. 3.1.1.€ R | 3
£ | cahles #res cf damans and denris and jdeatified |1 | i
iz 331 L. F | lT ' l
7. | cables trained and secure. Para. 3.1.1.6 BN | '
8. Cable bend radii not violated. Para. 3.1.1.H |1 | !
a fibles below side rafls, Para, 3 L 1L P ! i
18 |o-...=.- cahle spacing paintainsed Bara 1.1 b { & :
11. I Cable slack minimum provided. Pard 3.1.1.% 1% :
{ | 1] i
| EQUIPMENT INSPECTIONS Para. 3.1.2 BE :
12 | fayinment not damaced, Para 1124 i I | |
11 | fayioment i clesa Pary 1.1 23 P L B
14. | fauioment filters instalied. Para. 3.1.26 | | i
15. | Eauioment grounded. Para. 3.1.20 {4 | 2
16. | Interna) cables trained/secure. Para. 1.1.2€ N ! i
17, | canductor insulation free of damage, Pira. 3 L.2¢ | ' { | i
18 Lrahle jdparificatiog focralled 2ara 2.1 2.5 | : !
be i p | !
20. | Temporar+ tag numbered legidble and recorded in block ¥ ]
|14, Para. 3.1.21 [P | k
21. | pamaqe paint documented. Para. 3.1.2J | ' | | I
| P | | !
|
% |
i
|
|
TUGCO OA e .t

Form No Y




15';07
. INSTRUCTION | 1ssue .
- TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING CO. ! | i
CPSES [ ] 4
| QI-gP-11.3-60 | 1S | FEB 1 3 1984 | 10 of 1
' |
ATTACHMENT 3
g
3
-
' z
L5
Tz
:
- - =
‘ ‘ + =
i e <
g 3
5
'..; T
“
3
g
-
3
| = L
3
&
a
&
-4 é - !
l - e

TUGCS CA
Form no 1



-

15508

. mﬁ?:acg;o:w REVISION 'gf#g PAGE
. TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING CO.
CPSES
Q1-QP-11.3-40 15 FEB 131984 | 11 of 11

ATTACHMENT 4

of

—— | c—
————

TURN DATE:

Page
RE
REMARYS

ISSUED TO:

ISSUE DATE:
RAFT

INSPECTOR:

ELECTRICAL EQUIPHENT PUNCIZIST
: AREA:

T/G:

ELEY,

DESCRIPTION

1as
ROONT:
1TEM

TUGCO CA



: A 180)09

| | INSTRUCTION ISSUE
| TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING CO. | NUMgER | REVISION I ey ! PAGE !
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POST CONSTRUCTION j/

INSPECT ION OF oiTe
ELECTRICAL EQUIPYENT | sopaoveD gys 3Z§ - 4(
AD RACEWAYS APV ' ,,/,Z/f

-

1.0 REFERENCES
1-A CP-QP-11.3, "Electrical Inspection Activities"
g 1-3 CP-SAP-12, "Temporary System Modifications"
| 1-C QI-QP-11.3-26, "Electrical Cable Installation Inspections"
f 1-D CP-QP-18.0, "Inspection Report"
: 1-E CP-QP-16.0, "Noncunfommances" '
; Ea . . ey -1 TIFORMATION QWL
i 2.1 PURPOSE AND SCOPE

The purpose of this Instruction is to supplement
Reference 1-A and to provide the inspection criteria and
documentation requirements for performing post construction

: inspections on Class 1E and Non-Class 1E electrical equipment '
{ and raceways within the scope of Reference 1-A.

3.0 INSTRUCTICN

| Post construction inspection shall be performed upon
| notification from the Building Management Organizations
or the TUGCO Site QA Supervisor or his designee.

A craft accompanied post construction inspection walkdown
shall bpe performed by the Electrical QC Inspectors to
provide added assurance of the integrity of Class 1lE and I
Non-Class 1E equipment and raceway installation.

Equipment containing temporary system modifications is
identified in accordance with Reference !-B, and documented
in accordance with Paragraph 3.1.2 (Item i) of this
Instruction,

—— — —————

| W— M
by TUGCS oA
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3.1

J.1.1
31.1.1

3.1.1.2

wnere cable tray, cable or other equipment is covered or
coated, the documentation initiated by the original
inspections shall be sufficient.

POST CONSTRUCTION INSPECTION

The QC Inspector shall perform a visual inspection to the
maximum extent possible without removal of cable tray covers,
firewrap and thermmolag. A visual inspection shall also be
performed 1inside cabinets, motor termination boxes and
M.0.V. operators.

NOTE:

m

The QC Inspectors are cautioned not to move
terminal conductors or wire bundles during
inspection, since eguipment may be energized,

[f the inspector determines it necessary to

move conductor(s) or wire bundle(s) for

inspection purposes, the inspector shall

contact his/her supervisor wr~ will coordinate
with cognizant personnel to obtain access to

the equipment,

Raceway Inspections

Lighting raceway inspections shall be performed in accordance
with Paragraph 3.3.1.

For all __her raceways the QC Inspector's inspecticns shall
include the following:

a. Ccnduit and cable trays shall be free from damage.

b. Conduit fittings (LBD's, etc.) shall have all covers
instal led after internal inspection has been completed.

o

Pulling aids (i.e., rollers, fish tape, tag rope) have
been removed from raceway.

d. Cables are free from damage or debris and are properly
identified.

e. Cables are trained, secured and bend radius has not
been violated.

TUGCQ OA
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f. Power cable spacing has been maintained in accordance
with Reference 1-C.

g. Cable slack of two (2) inch minimum is provided at
transition pnints between cable tray sections at
different elevations and at conduit entries to cable
trays and between Category 1 structures.

NOTE: 1  Covers shall be removed from junction boxes, pull
boxes and termination boxes to perform regquired
insp2ctions. The removal of these covers shall be
in accordance with project procedures.

1.2 Motor and Cabinet Inspections

The QC Inspector shall perform an inspection of (Class 1E
equipment installations. These inspections shall include
the following:
a. Equipment has sustained no visible physical damage.
b. Equipment is clean and free of debris and other
detrimental materials.
NOTE: The following attributes are nct within the
scope of a and b above:

1. Scratches, chips, mars or otYer cosmetic
finish/puint damage.

2. Dust and other similar conditions conmon
to a construction environment that are
not detrimental to the equipment, wiring,
and internal components

The above conditions will be corrected during

the Owner s Management Walk-Down following

completion of start-up testing.
& Equipment filters installed in vent openings where
requirad by drawing,
d. Equipment has been grounded.
NOTE: Step "d" is for personnel safety. Reference
to drawings or specifications is not

necessary or required.

TUGCQ QA
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3.2

(i.e., doors, panels) to perform inspections.
This shall be in accordance with project
requirements and the inspector shall contact
nis/her supervisor who will coordinate with
cogn.zant personnel to obtain access to the
equipment.

g. Cable identificatvion installed,
h. Termination lugs not damaged.

1. Temporary molification tag numbers legible and
recorded in B8lock 14 of Attachment 2 and on
Attachment 4.

J. Doors, panels are installed and conditions of gasket
materials have not deteriorated or sustained damage.

INTERNAL WIRING SEPARATION

Separation between field run redundant Class 1E cables and
Class 1E/Non-Class 1E zables within a cabinet shall be
maintained in accordance with the equipment specification,
[f the specification gives no separation requirements, the
minimum separation distance between redundant Class 1f and
Class 1E/Non-Class 1E cables shall be greater than or equal
to 6 inches. In cases where the above separation criteria
cannot be maintained, barriers shall be installed between
the cables.

Barriers used for separation will be as follows (See
Attachment 1 for typical examples):

l. Metallic conduit; including Servicair Company FC 33
flexible conduit.

2. Two sheets of fire retardant material separated by a
minimum of %" of air space or thermal insulating
material.

INSTRUCTION ISSUE l
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|
e. Internal cables are properiy trained, bundled and tied
with ty-raps in a neat and orderly manner.
f.  Conductor insulation free from damage.
NOTE : It shall be necessary to open equipment
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3. A single barrier with a 1" maintained air space or
thermal insulating material between the components or
devices and the barrier.

Redundant Class 1E «circuits shall enter in separate
apertures and terminate on separate termminal blocks or
connectors as shown on G&H design drawings.

Power supply feeds to instrument and control room distribu-
tion panels shall be installed in solid enclosed raceways
as shown on G&H design drawings. (Example: conduit)

The following cabinets have been analyzed and are exempt
from the separation requirements; however, equipment that
provides for channel or train separation shall be utilized
when available.

! Note: TBX for Unit 1 and TCX for Unit 2.
|
| NIS Cabinets T-X-NIELCA-O1 (4 Cabinets)
." Solid State Protection System  T-X-ESELSP-01  (Logic & Output
Cabinets only)

i
’
! Solid State Protection System  T-X-ESELTC-01 (Test Cabinets)

Upgrade Protection &

Surveillance T-X-XIELSS-50
Process Racks T-X-XIELRK-01
T-X-XIELRK-02

T-X-XI1ELRK-03

T-X-XIELRK-04
Protection channel wiring, safety-train wiring, and
Non-safety train wiring within panels 1PCl, 1PC2, 1PC3,
1PC4 will be in different wire bundles. These bundles will
be separated %o the maximum extent practicable.
3.3 MISCELLANEOUS INSPECTIONS

B | Lighting Raceway Inspections
i ¢! |

The QC Inspector's inspections shall include the following:

gy TUGCO OA -
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a. Conauit shall be free of damage.
b. Lighting restraints shall be free of damage.
¢. Distribution panels have sustained no visible damage.

NOTE: Covers shall be removed from distribution
panels to perform required inspections.

d. Cables in distribution panels shall be proper'y
trained, secured and bend radius has not Leen
violated.

| MOTE:

It is not necessary to remove lighting

fixtures, or covers from termination boxes,
or covers from conduit fittings, internal
inspections are not rejuired at this time,

} 3.4 DOCUMENTATION
,.g When unsatisfactory conditions are identified, the respective
‘ inspection attribute on the IR, Attachment 2, shall be
| checked "Unsat" and the unsatisfactory condition shall be

!

' clearly and concisely recorded on the Post Construction
! Deficiency List, Attachment 3, for raceway and the |
Electrical Equipment Punchlist, At.achment 4, for equipment. |

In large rooms or areas, where it will require more than
onc day to complete the inspection, the inspector shall
_ nunber <he sequential deficiency items beginning with the
! next sequential number from the previous day's inspection.

NOTE: In no cases shall the sequential numbers be
duplicated on deficiency lists in one room or
area.

The Building Paper Flow Group shall be responsible for
status maintenance and tracking or I[R's and respective
deficiency reports.

Inspection Reports shall be processed in accordanca with
Reference 1-D.

Post Construction Deficiency Reports that were prepared and
issued in accordance with previous vrevisions to this
instruction shall be processed and closed out according to
) the following:

ot TUGCO OA
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Status logs shall be manually maintained under the
direction of the cognizant QC Supervisor to status
and control the open Deficiency Reports.

The Deficiency Reports shall be routed to the cognizant
Construction Supervisor for correction/resolution of
the reported deficiencies.

Following correction/resolution of the deficiencies,
the affected items shall be re-inspected and docunented
on the applicable Inspection Reports. The responsible
QC Inspector .hall attach the applicable Deficiency
Report to each Inspection Report.

NONCONFORMANCES

Nonconformances shall be vreported and identified in
accordance with Reference 1-E.

TUGCC QA
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BY JUDGE BILOCH :

Q. Mr. Tolson, could you identify these for
us, The first one is marked QI-QP-11.3-40, Revision 16,
dated March 12, 1984, and it's stamped on the first page
"for information only."

Do you recognize this as a copy of a
site procedure?

A Yes, sir, I do.

Q And another procedure dated QI-QP-11.2-40,
Revision 15, dated February 13, 1984, do you recognize
this as a copy of a site procedure?

A Yes, sir, I do.

It's also marked "for information only."
JUDGE BLOCH: This memorandum and the
two procedures shall be inserted intc tie record. [ think
the procedures were marked to be inserted earlier.
BY JUDPGE BLOCH:

Q Mr. Telson, which is the procedure that
vou're referring to in the memorandum?

A There's a heading right below the company
on the memorandum that refers to the number, and by date
sequence you can refer to Revision 15 of the instruction,
or gquality instruction.

Q Thank you.
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-2 1 it if the Judge chooses, but I prefer to try to
. 2 E‘ describe it.
.
3 !i 0 I think there may be a member of the
4 ;]' Panel who understands, so why not use the formal
5{! name?
6 ; A, Okay. 1It's referred to in the
7 ; construction game as a peckerhead, okay.
|
8 , JUDGE JORDAN: 1It's the cornection of
9 ': the conduit to the motor.
10 : THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. It's where the
!
" |‘ conduit comes in and goes down into the motor
12 | housing.
13 !? As I understand these devices, they
. 14 are bolted to the motor housing themselves.
15 | The rationale behind my guick answer
16 : to the people in the field is the purpose of post-
|
17 ' construction inspection is to assure that no activity
lo I subsequent to the original installation and
19 | inspection has caused the original inspection to be
20 | invalidated.
21 u If they are not experiencing any
2 ‘ problems of things that they inspacted, then logic
23 n would tell me that the protection provided by the
M i boltage connection of the attachment to the motor
. 25 provides the assurance to maintain the integrity of
F
Lentury Reporters, Ine.
1713) 4981791
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BY JUDGE BLOCH:

—

0 thought the last time we discussed
this memorandum and this procedure, you said that
your discussion had something to do with the theory
of making sure that the light was on.

A. This is a separate issue, Your Honor.
Okay? We are talking now about the connection of the
power circuit to the motor.

Q Is there anything in the memorandum
that deals with the light switch theory?

A Yes, Paragraph 1.

Q And what is there in the procedure that
tells you that the QC program was established to
include random inspection of crimping of lighting
terminations? Any language in the procedure that

says that?

A You have to go back, as I mentioned

much earlier this morning to the in-process instructioT

for inspection of lighting installation.

In that instruction 1is where the
requirement for random checks of the terminations at
the lighting fixtures is included.

O Is that applicable to the post-
construction verification?

A Therein lies part of the dilemma.

Lentury Weporters, luc
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Logic tells me if all I am concerned about from

a termination standpoint is a rardom surveillance
during in-process, then I most definitely want to
convert to a hundred percent re-inspection of
lighting fixtures during post-construction
verification.

Q When you talk to me that way, aren't
you talking in the capacity of wanting to re-write
the procedure, not what the procedure says?

A, I have started down a course I think
will explain it.

0 Well, I would like to talk right now
about whether the procedure says that, because you
job as QC supervisor or QA construction supervisor is
to make sure that the procedure as written is
implemented conscientiously in the field; is that
right?

A That's correct, and let's =--

Q Now, what in the procedure says
"random"?

A Nothing in this procedure discusses
random.

Q Is there anything in the oprocedure
that could be interpreted to mean “random," specific

words in the procedure?

Lentury Repurters, Inc.

713) 498179
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A There's no discussion in here about
inspection of lighting, Your Honor, but I need to
add that if we will look at Section 3, the first
paragraph -- no -- Section 3, first page, first
paragraph, all 1 am saying in the memo is, "I am going
to schedule inspections of lighting fixtures after 1
analyze the results of your inspections today."

0 So this in a way is a modification of
work, anticipating a change about to be made in the
procedure; am I correct?

A I am not sure I understand your question
If what you are saying is if after I -~ not I, but
after engineering, my quality engineering group
complete their evaluation, the results will generally
be one of two things, either acceptable as is -~ and
I'm talking about evaluation of existing nonconformanc
reports. They are either going to be shown to be
acceptable as is or we are going to rework the
lighting fixtures.

All T want is some time to make that

decision.

Q Rescheduling of work.
A That's all we are talking about.
Qo The memo says that there was an

analysis being done on the need for generic corrective

Lentury Heporters, loc.
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(Laughter.)

THE WITNESS: The memo was 1issued on the |

28th; pursued our discussion, keeping in mind that

the problem we are attempting to evaluate is progress

and relationships within the Safeguards Building.

The discussion that I had with
Mr. Merritt very likely took place -- the 28th is
a Tuesday. [ would say Wedensday, Thursday or
Friday of that week. I can't recall which.

I do recall that the allegation of
destructive examination occurred relative to some
activities that were accomplished over the weekend.

Either myself or the building manager
had made Mr. Merritt aware of that issue, and
maybe jointly; I don't recall.

But on the 7th of March, which is the
day before the T-shirt, and very likely as a result
of a discussion that occurred late in the afternoon
of the 6th, which memory tells me is what happened,
Mr. Merritt issued a stop work on craft activities
in the Safeguards Building until we had some time to
further evaluate our needs in that particular
building.

As part of my effort, I got with

Mr. Bennetzen and Mr. Vore, and in view of the fact

Lentury Reporters, luc
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that there would be no activities occurring in the

building later in the week =-- and again, I'm

dovetailing in on the 6th, because I think this is

when most of this discussion occurred -- but did they

have any recommendations relative to QC, which in
their judgment would improve their ability to
accomplish their jobs.

After some thought, which could have
been a matter of a couple of hours, Mr. Bennetzen
and/or Mr. Vore presented me this list of names of
people that they would like to transfer to some other
activity at the project.

Q Did you =--
A. Keeping in mind that -- I'm not sure
Bennetzen and Vore knew it, but I knew that we

had decided at Merritt's and myself level that we

needed t» stop work temporarily, regroup and then go '

back to (ompleting the activities.

It is this list of names that were
given to me by Mr. Bennetzen and Mr. Vore; and,
again, in my mind their desire to transfer these ’
people is a bigger sub-issue to my actions than the
destructive examination, although I feel the need to
want to pursue that, but not myself or my people.

It's a very time-consuming type

Lentury Reporters, Inc. I J
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investigation that would involve discussions and
interviews with a large number of people to ccme to
grips with the truth or non-truth of an allegation
like that.

Q The allegation of destructive
evaluation was related to the six names?

A. No, there was no connection at all.

There was no accusation about --

Q. Allegation like what? You just said
"an allegation like that." What were you referring
to?

A. Like the destructive evaluation, but

there was no tie between the allegation and these

names that I recall.

0 Did you inquire of the reason why those

particular six people were selected?

A. You would have to know Mr. Vore to
appreciate my answer. Mr. Vore is, 1 would guess,
in his late fifties, early sixties, very dedicated,
very competent person; but he either stated or I
was left with the impression that his job as the
supervisor would perhaps be easier without the
services of these six people; and that, you know, is

about all I can recall on that.

Lentory Heporters, Inc.
(713) 496-1791
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Bennetzen and \ore?

A. I think I did.

0. Had they ever come to you before to
suggest that they might have a need for transferring
people?

A I can't recall specifically. rt's @&

subject that is often discussed. This particular

building at tliis stage in time is getting to the point

where the subject of transferring personnel is a
normal topic. So it may or may not have occurred; |
I don't recall.

Q Do you remember exactly the words you
vsed when you asked them to identify people who
might be transferred?

A. 1 won't remember the exact words, but
I can speak typically. My job, as I perceive it, is
to support Mr. Bennetzen in whatever way that he
perceives he needs help to accomplish his job.

Most supervisors in my exwvnerience are

reluctant to initiate a discussion of transfers, and
I don't think that's too hard to understand. That's

kind of human nature, as far as I'm concerned; but my

perception of visiting in the site was that that may
be an option that we should consider.

So I very likely asked Mr. Bennetzen

Fentury Reporters, lor.
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what I could do to help him, and probably included
a phrase "up to and including personnel --" excuse
me -- "transfer of personnel.”
0 Did he perceive that he needed help?
A, Well, if I can make a subjective tie
with his request to Mr. Purdy for transfer, then 1
would say yes, he perceived he needed some help.
But you didn't know about that at

that time, did you? Or did you?

A Yes, I think b; then I did.

/‘/ / 2 ./

Lentury Reporters, Inc.
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Q And you think it was their idea to

pick people who were supervisory problems for them?

Is that the 1idea?

A. That was the thrust of their coming
back to me with these names.

0. You didn't suggest to them that you
wanted to make sure that the people who were doing
the most detailed inspections of the group. who were
holding the craft up the most, should be the ones
on the list?

A, No. I left it totally arbitrary (sic)

to them in terms of, you know, "What can I do to

support you to accomplish your task?"

Q But did you perhaps let them know that |
their task was to make sire the inspections went .
faster?

A. No. I never talked to the QC people
on that thing.

To back up just a minute -- they are

all aware in each of these buildings, of what the
goals of the buildings are but in terms of me saying,
"Hey,we got to get this done today.", that's something
I never done.

Q But weren't you telling them about this

time that their interpretation of the procedures would

Lentury  Repocters, Ioc
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make things go too slow?

A I don't recall that way. I think the
memo speaks for itself in terms of what I tried to
convey back to them.

Again, it's something that I perceived
that I could do to help Mr. Bennetzen do his job.
And I don't recall the discussion that included Mr.
Whitehead, any his strong feelings one way or the
other except for the obvious feeling, that if you've
got a number of deficiencies on lighting fixtures,
that needs to be addressed, and 1 don't disagree with
that.

What did Mr. Whitehead have to do with
whether there were a number of deficiencies on
lighting fixtures?

Apparently he was the one in the group
that was most knowledgeable of the details on the
lighting fixture inspections that had occurred, and,
I presume, that's the reason Mr. Bennetzen asked him
to attend the session.

Q Did you do anything to see that the
reasons for the transfers were explained to the group?

Well, I =-

0 YOu didn't make the transfers yet.

take that back.

Century Heporters, Inc.
(713) A986.1 79
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A. That's my problem.

0. You didn't make the transfers?

A We're still talking about how Mr.
Clements got the dreams.

Q. So now you're on the phone with Mr,.
Chapman.

A Mr. Chapman.

Q And what did you tell him about the
reasons the transfers were considered?

A, Again, I discussed the allegation of

destructive examinations and although I wouldn't
swear to it, very likely discussed the feedback that
I've gotten from Mr. Bennetzen relative to the
personnel that he nad recommended fur the transfer.

Q. At what point in the phone call was it
that the decision was made you ought to call the
lawyers?

A, I made one of my non-supported moves ,

in the eyes of Mr. Chapman, early in the morning. 1

initiated the call myself early that morning with the

lawyers.

0 And then got him on the phone after-
wards?
A. Unfortunately; yes,sir.
0] Had you been encouraged to call the
Century Reporters, loc.
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lawyers when you had a personnel problem?

A Typically, what had occurred and giving
due consideration to what we've already discussed
on the corporate involvement in policy, 1t was not
unusual for discussions of this type to be three-way.

One with me, one with Mr., Chapman, one
with the lawyers.

Q So you were never criticized for
calling the lawyers first; were you?

A I1'd nhave to honest. In this case, 1
think T was criticized for doing it.

Q Did you think when you called the
lawyers that you would need more of an explanation
of why the transfers were required, than just that
your supervisors thought they were the people to
transfer?

A I think subjectively in my mind that
that might have occurred.

o Were you aware of that at the time
you were speaking to the supervisors about who they
wanted to transfer?

A I don't recall that; no, sir.

0 And how was the decision made that you
provide a list of six people the following morning

to Mr, Clements?

Lentury Neporters, loc

(713) ave.179)




10

1

12

13

14

15

16

17

8

19

21

22

23

24

25

15539

|

A The basic plan, right, wrong or ‘

indifferent, was to =-- for me to give the names of E
|

the people to Mr, Clements. That was Step 1. {

Step 2 was to have Mr.Grier interview

the people and Step 3 was to accomplish the

temporary transter.

Q Can you recall whose idea it was to
have Mr. Grier interview the people?

A. Mine.

Q Were you concerned that using the
ombudsman to interview people prior to transfer mighti
help to defeat the function of the ombudsman on site?

A, I'm not sure that I gave that
particular issue any thought.

My concern was to get fresh information

out of the minds of the people relative to any

concerns they may have relative to what was

happening in the building.

O S0 you and Mr. Chapman agreed that the
8ix names would be provided the next morning; is
that correct?

A As I recall, I was instructed to call
Mr. Clements at precisely 7:30 and provide the six
names.

Q. And did Mr. Chapman ascertain the

Lentury Weporters, Lo
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criteria used to select those six people?

A No,sir, I think that was left up to
myself and Mr. Bennetzen.

Q. Now, it's 7:30 a.m. on Thursday and
you're cacling Mr. Clements?

A Yes,sir.

Q I take it you already testified you
gave him the six names?

A. I don't know if 7 did or not but

that's what happened.

O You did give him the six names?
A Yes,sir.
Q. And can you remember about how long

that conversation was?
A. M=-m-m. Probably one or two minutes
convey the names and possibly a little more talk,

just general shop talk.

0 Did any of the ==
A Relatively short discussion.
) Did any of the general shop talk

cover destructive evaluations?
A I don't recall whether we discussed
that issue or not.

Q Did any of the other conversation

discuss the reasons for the six names being on the

Lentury  Reporters, luc
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list?

A I don't think so with Mr. Clements.
I think the majcrity of my conversation in detail
with Mr. Chapman was as I have described earlier and
I presumed that Mr. Chapman had already briefed Mr.
Clements because when he -- when I called at 7:30,
he said, "Hello, Ron.", which was an indication to
me that he was aware of the fact that I was going
to call him.

Q But my understanding of your testimcny

is that neither Chapman, Mr. Chapman nor Mr.

Clements knew the way that the names got on the list?

A ['m confused now, Your Honor,

{ You told me that Mr. Chapman never
found out the reason the names were on the list; is
that correct?

The rationale for selecting them.

A, I don't think that's what I said.

0 You said that the only thing they found

out was that your supervisors had selected them; is
that correct?

A No. I think with Mr. Chapman I very

likely discussed the issue of destructive examination

or destructive testing and, typically, when Mr.

Chapman and I talk, I know that we talked about that

Century Heporters, Ioc
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Destructive testing. Did that have to
Six names?

It tied in with it but not directly by

How did it tie in with the six names

Again, you know who's working and we

ow =-- it's very subjective. I can't tell

n my mind, Possibly Mr. Bennetzen did;

I don't know.

SixXx names

L =

know ther

i

o

Could the building manager tie those
nt
N ever.

Well, ynu told me that you don't even

was destructive evaluation. YOu never

investigated that. All you knew was there was a loose

wire.

Well, I misunderstood a question that

you asked me earlier. 1 thought you asked about

another wire and 1 only saw one wire.

I did see some loose flex conduit, which

wag alleged to me that the inspectors were grabbing

the conduit

write it

up

with enough force to loosen it and then

as loose flex conduit.

Century Repurters, loc.
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Who alleged 1at to you?

Again, the same session down there in
the small area of the safeguards, where 1 was in
there ona wire,

Q What did the conduit look like to you?

Like a hydraulic hose that hooks on
to a hydraulic¢c motor.

Q I mean, what did the damage on the
conduit look like?

I didn't say it was damaged. I said
it was loose. [t's a screw connection and you could
just put your hand on it and it was loose.

(V) Aad how long would it take to tighten
up that?

A, Not very long.

QO And did you find out if there was
nonconformance pap 'r on that?

Again, I had asked the question were
the items identified on the deficiency reports and
I was assured that they had been.

Q. And did you believe that your QC
inspectors were congcientious generally so that you
wouldn't expect them to do something like
purposely loosening up a conduit?

I did not know this particular group,

Eontury Weporters, Inc.
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I
1| with the exception of a brief meeting with Mr. |
, 2 Whitehead, so I had no basis to make that decision |
H ;
3 one wiy or the other., |
i !
{ |
4 0 How about your supervisors whom you |
|
5 said == I think you said you trusted. Do you trust 1
6 Mr. Bennetzen and Mr. Vore?
7 A : S:511
8 0 Did they tell you that there wer
9 members of thelr group that they thought might have
10 done something like that? \
1 A | don't remember them stating that
i
12 one way or the other. ’
13 | 0 Do you have any idea who did it? |
\
“ |
14 A. No. ?
! |
: l
15 | 0 Do you have any idea that it was not |
16 | done by craft?
!
17 A No, I don't. That's one reason I didn't
!
18 make any conclusion one way or the other. !
19 | 0 But you made enough to link six names |
20 | in a conversation to Mr. Chapman to destructive
21 evaluation? ‘
2 A, The potential for destructive
23 examination was there. li
1
u | 0. Sure. When you bulild a plant =~

| 713) 4961791

|

|
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QO == 18n't there a potential for
destructive evaluation?
i Right. Now, the bilgger issue in my

mind 1s Mr. Bennetzen's need, or perceived need to

transfer the people; as to whether or not that time

with the destructive testing allegation is less
important to me than Mr. Bennetzen's needs, as he
perceives them,

Where 1 am having great difficulty,

Your Honor, 1s recalling in intricate detail

all of the aiscussions that occurred six months ago.

I just don't remember.

There's a little wave in the back that

says I discussed the destructive examination issue

with Mr. Chepman. I am not as clear as to how much

more we talked.

Part of my problem is, Mr. Chapman and

Il talked two or three times a day on many different

subjects and as long as half an hour to an houl

apiece and it's just difficult to sort out all these

conversations and provide the precision that I'm

being asked to provide.

Q Let's not tie it down to a particular

conversation now. Let's try to think if you e¢an

remember telling Mr. Chapman any other reasons for

Lentury Heporters, lac,
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these six names other than, one, destructive

evaluation and two, that the supervisors wanted these

people transferred?

A Those would be the only two issues
that I would recall discussing with Mr. Chapman,

(1) And when you talked to Mr. Clements
the next morning at 7:30 and my understanding is you
believed he knew the reasons and so you didn't tell
him any reasons?

A The longer we talked =~

0 Well, if you remember something else,
tell me about it.

A He may have asked what about the
destructive tegting or give me some details on the
destructive testing, at which time, assuming that
that did occurr == and I'm not that clear =~ then 1
would have conveyed the same message that 1I'm
attempting to convey here. It's possible.

I have no way of knowing whether jit's
occurred without more investigation, and an
investigation that I personally don't have the
resources to pursue.

) Is one other aspect of this day that
we haven't covered and 1'd like you to try to place

it in context with the other things we know about =

Lontury Moporters, lne,
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well, first of all, before I say there's one other
thing, is there any other important event in your
mind that happened that day, that you know about that
I8 not in our record?

A I'm not even sure ! know what's in the
record right now, Your Honor, but ==

0 Well, you knew that the 7:30 discussion
with Mr., Clements wasn't in our record.

A Well, | knew that the other Jday.

W In reviewing things with your lawyers,
is it possible that they tried to ascertain if you
knew things that weren't in the record? Do you
remember whether they came up with anything important
that you would like to tell the Board, to make sure

we have the tull pleture of what happened that

day?

A, We have talked about the stop-work on
the 7th.

0 You mentioned that, so that's now
covered,

A Okay.

Off the top of my head, I can't think
of anything elsv at this point,
0 There wien't anything that you thought
af that they sald, "Well, try not to mention anything

about thatz"

Lowtury Wopurtors, Ine.
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A I'm sure they did, but I don't recall
it either.
QO The one matter we haven't covered is
the time that you told == directed employees to do

a search of the belongings ==

A Yes,s1ir.,
£ When was that?
A Approximately 10 or 15 minutes before

my meeting with Dr. Boltz and Ms. Steiner.

(1} Prior to 10:00 o'clock. Well, at
least, it was a 10:30 o'clock appointment. They may
have arrived late.

A, No, they were prompt, as I recall.

The two people from the vault, of
course, there was a beehive of discussion in the
vault, it's very close to my office == came to me
and reported to me that two people on the list of
perscnnel that were wearing the T=-shirts had been
requesting earlier that week or the tail end of the
faollowing week what they perceived to be an

inordinate amount of coples of records from the QA

vault,
) Who reported that to you?
A, T"wo personnel from the vault.
Q I don't understand how they got into
Comtury Weporturs, lue,
PN ARe Ty
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the loop at all.

How did they have knowledge -~ do you

have any i1dea how they knew that there were people
in your office?
“ A, That's what 1 was trying to convey with
| the beehive of activity. The vault {s very close
to my office. You've been there, and as you recall,
going back to the vault, my office was the second
door on the right and the vault is less than 20-30
foot away.
, [} bo you recall whether someone from the
vaults might have observed your agitation earlier
and maybe figured out what you were agitated about?
A I expect that entire area had observed
my agitation by that time.
; 1) 0 now two people from the QC vault
1 came up to mertion that an ilnordinate amount of
; documentation had been requested by some=~ gomeone
|  from there had said that two people had requested ==
A As 1 recall, it was two,
1) And who were the people from the QC
vault; do you remember that?
A Yoas,nir, It would have been the
supervisor, Mr, Charles Osborne and one of his

assistints by the name of Marty Cumbie,

Lontury Wopurtors, Ine
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JUDGE BLOCH: Mr. Roisman, you raised
your hand,

MR. ROISMAN: We have & memorandum dated
the 8th to Mr, Tolson from Mr., Cumbie and Mr. Osborne
about the matter, and I thought if the witness had a
hard time remembering, and since the Board is doing the
examination, if you wish, I can show it to -~ [ don't
know ==

JUDCGE GROSSMAN: Could you speak into the
microphone, please.

MR. ROISMAN: 1I'm sorry. I said I don't
know but we could -~ the Board may want the witness to
look at it and see if he can refresh his memory.

['m not trying to interfere with what
you're doing, but if I've got something that's relevant I -~
BY JUDGE BLOCH :

0 I'd like to show you a speed letter
addressed to you from two individuals. Can you read the

names of those two individuals?

A Yos, sir.

o And those names are?

A Marty Cumbie and Charles Osborne.

O And the date on that is March 8, 1984,

is that correct?

A That 8 correct.
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Qo Do you recognize the memorandum?

A I have seen it subsequent to this time.
I had asked them to document what they told me in in a
three part,

Q Okay. So that actually wasn't the way
you learned it, this was a subsequent verification of
their recollection of what they told you?

A That's correct,

Q And does their recollection of what they

told you coincide with your recollection of what they

told you?
A Would you repeat that, sir?
Qo Do you remember the same exchange of

information that they remembered? Do you agree with what
they say in that memorandum?

A I don't recall the portion of the memo-
randum that discusses the IEEE standard. I do recall the
assembling of documentation for personal use,

JUDGE BLOCH: Let's bind this into the
transcript just as an exhibit. It is not in evidence
because it is not direct testimony.

MR, ROISMAN: All right, Now, Mr. Chairman,
that is oul only copy, as was true with the other documents
which you asked the reporter to bind in., Since we don't

order the transcript, we just need to get our originals
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BY JUDGE BLOCH:

0 Mr, Tolson, I can't tell from the
meworandum whether the IEEE request was the only request
for extra documents. Are you sure they said there was
something in addition to the IEEE that they requested?

A I don't recall any discussion on I1EEE.

I do recall them mentioning inspection records and things
of that nature, which are {n the vault,

Q Did you inquire any further from them
about what was going on?

A No, sir, because 1'm getting ready to
meet with Dr, Boltz == pnot at that time,

o But it was ten minutes belore you were due
to meet with Dr. holvz,

A I needed 4 fow minutes to just relax and,
as I'm sure Dr, Boltz would, 1'm sure, testify, I was
very composed and collected by the time the 10100 o'eclook
meeting came about,

[V Okay., 8o some inspectors == how did you
know who the inspectors were who were making these

roquests? Does the memorandum say that?

A You, It does,
Qo Okay .
A It looks, thouyh, that T was Ln error boat

one person on == well, not really, What [ testified to
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earlier is correct,
@ Are there two names or three names?
A There's three names, but only two of

those names, as ! recall, were on the list of personnel
wearing T-shirts.

Q Okay. 8o two of the people in your effice
were allegedly taking too much documentation and one of
the people who was not in your office at the time -« when
they came into your offiece with the taping incident, was
also accused of taking too much documentation?

A I remember two == ['m trying to recall the
list of porsonnel that were involved in the T-shirt, it's
possible all three are on the list, and [ thank 4f I had
that list 1 eould answer that guestion. I can't do so
without it,

JUDGE BLOCH: Is there a document
Intervenors have that could be used to refresh the witness'
recollection?

M, CARDE: On which ones were in the
Teshirt incident?

MR, ROINMAN) Yeos, we have the Vega report,

ALl right, Now, we're going to show the
witness an offioe memorandum marked March #fth, 1984, to
flle, "rom Mr, Tolson, and it says this memo is to document

that the individuals listed on the attached Listing,
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Stan Vore was not wearing the subject T-shirt, also the
individuals listed refused to be photographed either
singly or as a group and there's a -- what appears to be
signatures on the second page of the memorandum.

JUDGE BLOCH: We won't need to use the
document if you think that's something that can be used
to refresh the witness' mind.

BY JUDGE BLOCH:

Q Counsel has agreed that this list
represents a fair presentation of who was involved with
the T-shirts.

Does this refresh your reccllection?

MR. DOWNEY: Excuse me, Your Honor, except
for the name Stan Vore.

JUDGE BLOCH: Except for the name Stan Vore.

MR. DOWNEY: There are nine names on the
list and we'll stipulate that that's a true and correct
list except for the name of Stan Vore.

MR. ROISMAN: And the memorandum says that.
BY JUDGE BLOCH:

0. Now, comparing this information to the
names of the people who were alleged to take documents,
were any of the people alleged to have taken too many

dccuments not on the T-shirt list?

A. I'd like to phrase that in mv words. When
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I said there is two people, I was in error. Based on

this documentation, there were three.

Q Was one of those three not wearing T-shirts
that day?
A No. That's the reason I -- all three of

the people on Mr. Cumbie's and Mr. Osborne's letter are
also on the list of personnel who were wearing T-shirts.
Q Okay. Now, the next thing you did was
to ask that the papers be searched; is that correct?
A I asked Mr. Welch to proceed to the field
and see if could locate the documentation.
Q. What do you mean, the documentation?
A. What Mr. Osborne and Mr. Cumbie were

referring to.

Q. What were they referring to?
A (No response.)
Q. You mean they were supposed to look

through the documents these people had and determine if
any of the documents were not ones they needed, is that
what the security pecple were to do?

A I wanted to locate, if possible, what
Mr. Osborne and Mr. Cumbie reported to me, assembly of
documentation for personal use.

Q So what was the direction that you gave

in terms of what kind of search was to be made?
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A. I don't remember the specific details;

conceptionally, just, you know, go take a look and see if

you can locate the documentation.

Q Who was going to take the look?

A Well, Mr. Welch was the one I was talking to
0. Did you think he was going to do it himself?
A I don't recall wrestling with that

particular issue at this time. I may have.

Q. Were QC inspectors permitted to have
personal belongings on site?

A Certainly.

Q Were they permitted to have personal note-
books or even personal letters, unsigned?

A Certain.iy.

Q Did yoa think it would we helpful [ f the
directions on the search at least excluded personal effects?

A Well, that was -- I'm not sure we discussed
that. As I understand from Mr. Welch, to the extent that
he could recognize or distinguish between personal and non-
personal documentation, that he excluded the stuff that he
clearly identified as personal, such as letters.

Q You didn't clarify in any way what docu-
ments were requested that the document center was able to
know were different?

A. I don't understand your reference to
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document center.

Q The people in t! : vault somehow knew
from the request that it was -- the documents were not
needed by the people in the field, is that correct?

A At this particular point in the con-
struction of Comanche Peak, all documentation required
to implement either construction or QC activities are
contained in what we call work packages.

0. So any request to the vault was wrong?

A Any request to the vault is wrong unless
it's a specific assignment by the building organization
to research for documentation.

0 And when did these requests allegedly
occur?

A I'm not saying that they did occur. I

didn't know why anyone would be going to the vault

requesting -- any of the QC people coming to the vault
requesting documentation. It didn't make sense to me.
0 Did you in fact, as a result of the search,

discover any papers that these individuals requested from
the vault when they shouldn't have?

A We were not able to locate any documentation
in the field that I could trace to Mr. Osborne and
Mr. Cumbie's remarks relative to assembly of documentation

for perso.al use. It's my understanding from Mr. Welch
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that when he showed up in the QC offices, one of the

inspectors in the area said you're too late, it's already

off site.
Q. Which inspector?
A 1 don't recall the gentleman's name.
Q. Did you have an investigation of how

documents might have been taken off site?

A. No, sir.
Q Why not?
A I'm not sure how I'd approach it. I did

tighten security.
Q You start talking to people to find out
if they saw documents taken off site. Can't you do that?
A Well, I would have had the resources to
do it.
0. How about just talking to a few people
in the area yourself, do you ever talk to people?
A Yes, sir.
Q. Mr. Welch talks to people, could he have
just asked a few people -- who did it, who took the stuff?
A I don't know. The direct answer to your

question is I did not pursue it.

Q. Do you believe it happ2ned?
A Yes, sir.
0 1 noticed that the memorandum we saw was
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A No, sir, it's not back-dated.

Q. Was it created on that very day?

A Yes, sir.

Q. when did you ask them to create the

memorandum?

A The same -- the same conversation that
they reported it to me.

Q In addition to the failure to find
documentation from the vault when the search was made,

did you find any other improper documents?

A I found, and T personally reviewed the
documents that we're discussing. I found some documentation
that was indicative of bad practice on the part of the
QC people, specifically an inspection report, and Miss Boria
is very familiar with the inspection report and the

attributes that are included on the preprinted form.

Q I'm sorry, whose belonging was this in?

A I don't recall which of the inspectors it
was in.

Q. when they brought back the documents, was

there any direction to keep straight which documents came

from which person?

A They had done that con their own. I didn't

particularly direct that, as I recall.
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Q What was wrong about this inspection repcert
being there?
A May I finish, Your Honor?
The inspection report contains preprinted

attributes and a spot on the form to --

Q I'm sorry, three what attributes?

A. Preprinted --

Q Preprinted.

A -- attributes for inspection, a spot on
the form for -- or a location in their column on the form

for inserting checkmarks in a SAT box if the inspection
has shown acceptable results, and an UNSAT box if -- for
checkmarks if it's unacceptable.
The form I reviewed contained checkmarks

at each of the inspecticn attributes in the SAT column
but was not signed or dated. Since there was insufficient
time from the notification to me of the T-shirts to have
accomplished any inspections that morning, I must conclude
that that inspection had been accomplished the day previous,
and it's totally unacceptable to me for an inspector to
back~-date an inspection at this point in time.

0. That wasn't back-dated, was it?

A It wasn't signed or dated. What I'm saying

is it's sitting there in his desk. 1It's a completed

inspection, and I would expect that package to have been
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turned back in to the building management organization
for further processing the previous day and for it to
have been signed and dated the day the inspection was

completed.

Q. But it was completed already?

A. I have to assume that,

Ycur Honor. There's

no logical way for me to perceive finding out about the

T-shirts at a quarter to eight and knowing the normal

crank-up time that occurs on a job of this magnitude
for any detailed inspection to have occurred that morning,

so I must conclude that it was done previous to that

morning.

Q Did you do anything to follow up on that
document?

A No, sir.

Q0 Did any of your actions -- did you take

any actions that might have affected the transfer of
individuvals as a result of knowing about that document?

A. No. That had already occurred before I
saw the documentation -- or excuse me, that's not even
correct. I anticipated -- I thought you were talking about
the plant transfer. I wasn't involved in -- you know, the
plant transfer didn't occur -- I wasn't involved in any-
thing that happened downstream.

0 Did you notify anyone who might be involved
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BY JUDGE BLOCH:

Q. Were there any other irreqularities
that you discovered that you also conveyed to
Mr. Welch or Mr. Chapman?

A In some cases there were copies of
documents in the package that were -- 1 guess the
proper way to phrase it, that T would prefer the
inspection personnel not to have had.

These would be excerpts of design
specifications or old copies of construction
procedurces which I prefer that they not have in
their possession.

There is an image -- not a reality,
but an image that is created by possessing those
kind of documents that bothers me from an Appendix B
standpoint on document control.

0 An image about document control that's
improper?

A Yes, sir.

0. These are not -- excerpts from
specifications, as an example for discussion, cannot
be classified as controlled documents, because
specifications are issued as a package.

So if an individual contains copies of

a controlled document, I would prefer that he not

Century Reporters, Inc.
(713) 4961791




10

1

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

21

22

23

24

25

15067

have them. [ do not want him to have the opportunity

to work with documents that are not current.

I would add that there is no reason for

me to believe in view of our work package concept that

I've discussed that he would in fact use those
documents, but 1 just don't like the image of him
having documents that aren't truly controlled from
a document control center in his possession.

Qo Were there any personal effects that
needed to be returned?

A, Yes, there was, and I did so
immediately.

0 Did you think to make an apology to
people whose personal effects were taken?

A. I should have, but I did noc¢ have any
discussions with any of the people that were

involved.

Q. You had information about three people

taking too many documents. Why did you search

everybody's belongings?

A Again, I guess the sensitivity that I've

gotten into on the labor relations side of the nuclear

power plant have more or less forced me to think in

terms of not singling out anybody, regardless of what

the reasons may be, to proceed with an investigation

Lentury  Heporters, luc.
(713) 496179
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0 You thought good labor relations
required that everyone be searched, rather than just
a few people?

A. ']l be honest with you, Judge BEBloch.
In this case, I don't know that it's worthwhile, but
it's the way I felt, that my plan at the time was to
not just stop in terms of checking possessions with
the eight T-shirt personnel, but to go across the
board throughout the QC organization to see if what
I had seen in this package was widespread, and if it
waS, take appropriate corrective action.

g - Were you concerned that some of those
documents might have been assembled by people for
the purpose of deciding whether or not to come to

the NRC?

A. In my mind that's not really the issue,

and hindsight pretty good, I'm not sure 1 would

do the same thing again, but I believe in our system

of justice in this country. 1 have seen now for many

years in this process how the discovery rights
operate and I have yet to see the Chairman, either
this one or the previous one, to be bashful about
providing documentation to the Intervenor that they

need to conduct their case.

Century Heporters, Inc

(713) 496-1791
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My personal feelings are that there are
ways for =-- NRC, of course, as Mr. Brandt testified
yesterday, has direct access to any documentation

that they may need.

This Board gets sooner or later whatever

documentation that the Intervenor feels that they
need to conduct their case.

Q What about the possibility that the
documentation was because the people were thinking
of going to Mr. Grier or the hotline?

A. I don't recall going through that
discussion, but, again, if Mr. Grier needs documenta-
tion to conduct an investigation, then he has really
an open access to that, also.

£

Q. I imagine that if you can't keep
documents it would be very hard to walk into
Mr. Grier's office and show why vou are worried,
that you may really nced certain excerpts of
documents to show that vou are really worried about
the safety of th> plant and there's some practice
that bothers you?

A I'lI1l have to admit that that thought

hadn't occurred to me.

0 Do you think it's a good idea to allow

inspectors to have loose pages that cannot be confused

Lentury Neparters, loc
(713) 496-179
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with construction packages in their possession? Do
you really think you should restrict individuals from
having single pages that could not be confused with
construction documents?

A On the basis of my experience at

Comanche Peak, that had an NRC investigator seen the

> aAn Situata Y that X & i; that ni MO v 1 d
have required some form of corrective action on my
part.

Q Because they were not controlled

documents?
A That's correct.

Q. The NRC investigators general’'y went
through areas of the plant that were in the
exciusive control of individual inspectors?

A. It's not at all uncommon for an NRC
inspector -- and 1 should use that term as opposed
to an investigator, or an auditor, to walk up in a
very calm way and ask an inspector to show him your
copy of XYZ.

If he pulls out an uncontrolled copy
to show the inspector, I am in trouble.

Q. That has been the basis for some
violations in the past, single pages, not packages?

A, Well, it could even be a package 1if

Lentury Heparters, Inc.
(713) 4961791
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it wasn't current, okay.

I used the term "excerpt" because that's
what 1 recall seeing, but the issue is work with
current documents,

Q0. But have you ever had a violation which
was related to single pages of specifications being
found in inspectors' possession?

A I can't recall in the last eight years
a specific incidence that would address single-page
or excerpt situation.

Q Do you have any idea whether when the
search was conducted there were other QC inspectors j
in the area that saw the search conducted?

Based on what Mr. Welch told me, 1
would say ves, sir, there was at least one or
possibly more inspectors in the area at the time.

0 Do you know whether Mr. Welch attempted
to make any explanation which would set the other

QC inspectors at ease about what was happening?

A. NOo, BirY.
0} You don't know or he didn't do it?
A I don't know.

|
BY JUDGE GRO3SMAN:
Q Sir, did you say that he talked to

security about those persons taking unauthorized

Lentury  Reporters, loc. g
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documents?

A. As I recall, Judge Grossman, I said 1
did not talk to anybody about that

0. Why didn't you talk to security about
it?

A. I'm not sure that the record is
complete but I requested a transfer to another
occupation at that same time.

BY JUDGE BLOCH:
O Exactly when did the request foi

transfer take place with respect to this incident?

A. About a quarter to 11:00 that morning.
Q. That's the Thursday; is that right?
\ 'es, LT .

BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

O And what date was that, sir?
A. March 8th.
Q. You already had that memorandum, didn't

you, dated March B8th, regarding the unauthorized
documents?

A I don't recall seeing the memo that
day. I'm sure 1 did in a day or two following, but 3
not that day.

Q Well, whether you were in that

position cr some other position, if you had knowledge

Century Heparters, Inc.
(713) 496-1791
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of a security violation, shouldn't you have reporteu
it to sccurity?

A. I['m not sure 1 necessarily would have
done that. I may have advised the manager that's
responsible for sccurity to tighten our lunchbox
checks or something of that nature.

0 But you didn't formally report it
to security?

A. That's correct.

Q. Even though you had a formal
document, or at least some document, that memorialized
the event, that March 8th memorandum?

A. That's correct.

() What kind of document was this 1EBE!
Standard that apparently was taken from the vault?

A I'm not familiar with it, this specific
standard, but typically they are not much different,
much smaller than the ASME Code that we discussed
at great length in the other portion of the hearing.

JUDGE JORDAN: Was it 279; do you
remember?

THE WITNESS: 498.

(Bench conference.)
BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

Q Do you know what that document refers

Century  Reporters, Inc.
(713) 496179
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I will continue later 1if

more questions,

JUDGE BLOCH: The

We will reconvene at 1:30.

MR. DOWNEY: I would 1lik

quick announcement about the produced

At the conclusion of yes

session Ms, Garde represented that the

two Evans travelers iln the
morning

in fact, our review this

lEers.

thirteen such travi

MS. GARDE: Thank
them for us.

MR. ROISMAN: Would you
numbers?

MR. DOWNEY:

I would be

JUDGE BLOCH : You want i

record? Okay.

MR. DOWNEY: I can't rep

we've done a complete search of all

number of t velers,

What search we were able
morning during the course of the heari
Ros ., 3.31; ¥ 33, 334, 339, s41l, 338, i49

661, 662, 663 and 664 all are traveler

LCeatury Repurters, loc.
(713) 496.1791

hearing will

materials

you for

recCess.

e to make one

yesterday.

terdav's

re are

only

identifying

tell us the

happy to.

t on the

resent that

that very large

to do this
ng, Traveler
109,

. 351,

$ on which
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t Yourl

representation that that's all the travelers on

which Mr. Evans signed off on the night of March

ird, 18 1t, Mr. Downe:

MR. DOWNEY: I'm not representing h
31 gne ! Mar rd. ! ' 1 ] 1l
theri v | | 1 i lers
tan ! ¢
travelers. v § 10t re 1 &w 1 ¢ ry cnale apeil
in there, M vrde
MR, ROISMAN: Just to be clear, what we

intended to convey was that there were only twi

indicating where Mr.

'here may be some confu
what Mr. Downey's list is and ~-

MR. DOWNEY: The point
making -- but we will look at those.

are the dates. I don't know.

night that Susan Neumeyer sign

Evans had siagned

si1on betwee:

MR. ROISMAN: We appreciate Mr. Downey

doing that for us.

(Whereupon, at 12:30 p.m., the hearing

¢« tOo reconvene at

Century Reporters, loc.
(7131 498179
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out why. As it turned out, we didn't find what we were
looking, so 1 quess 1 could have thrown the memo away and
been just as well off, We just kept everything in one
file,

0 [*m not sure T == 1 didn't hear all yow
answer, but was it to the effect that you were looking for
that IEEE standard, is that it?

A Peihaps part of the confusion, Judge
Grossman, 1s the word "documentation" appears in your mind
to mearn the same thing in that memo as the IEEE 323
staadard and that's incorrect.

Wher people in the QA vault talk to me
about documentation, they're talking about inspection
documents and permanent plant records, IEEE 498 is a
standard that is not maintained in the QA vault as a
permanent plant record.

Q. 50 in other words, some people in the
vault told you about other documents that were taken,
1s that it?

A Separate the memo into two things, the
IEEE 498 standard is one, that's not in the vault, and
the first sentence talks about documentation from the vault
and in that definition they're talking inspection records
and things of that nature which are permanent plant

records.

e
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A Well, I'm not aware that there was.

) I'm sorry., Let's go over it agair.. [ may
be taking unnecessary time, but my understanding is that
a4 number of documents were requested, including those
relating to inspection reports, and these were the people
of whom the request was made, isn't that so, or did I
misunderstand?

A [ think what I said is that Mr. Osborne
and Mr. Cumbie told me verbally that two, and we agreed
now three people on the T-shirt list had been requesting
an inordinate amount of copying from the permanent plant
records vault.

The records that are in there are things
like inspection records and things of that natuve. The
IEEE 498 standard is not maintained in there, which is
what they say in that memo.

0 So you asked them then to write the memo
to memorialize what they had told you?

A That's correct.

Q Well, whey didn't they mention any of the
other documents?

A That's the point I tried to make just a
minute ago. 1I'm not aware that there's anything other than
what they told me in the memo that had been requested be

copied.
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security was tight enogh,
BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

(0 Okay. 1 have now received from the
reporter the missing document and I would like to set the
record straight on that,

The first sentence here says, it has come
to our attention, and we have been advised that several
inspectors in the safequard task force were assembling
documentation for personal use,

Now, Il [ understand this sentence
correctly, it indicates that these people weren't telling
you about any of the inspectors having requested docu-
mentation but were revorting to you with regard to these
people because they had been advised to look and see if
those people were taking documentation. Isn't that
basically what happened?

MR. DOWNEY: Objection. I don't think
that's a fair characterization of the sentence. I think
it calls for speculation,

JUDGE BLOCH, But these people were asked,
as Judge Grossman said, these people were stating not that
they had personal knowledge but that they were advised,
that it had come to their attention and they had been
advised that people had taken and assembled documents for

personal use. What do you think of that language, that it
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camt to their attention and they were advised?

ThE WITNESS: I have no way of answering
that gquestion. It would be pure speculation on my part.
BY JUDGE GROSSMAN :

0. Well, sir, you mentioned that this was a
memorailization of what they had told you, so do you have
any recollection now of what they told you:

A. I will repeat what I said earlier, is
they indicated to me that the -- some inspectors had
requested and received an inordinate number of copies of
inspection records or documentation from the vault, one
of those two phrases, okay, and that was the sum total
of the conversation as I recall.

O I see. Did they tell you then, as they
later informed you in this memorandum, that they were not
speaking from personal knowledge, but that it had only
come to their attention and they had been advised of
that matter, did they tell you that?

A I don't remember them telling me that.

0 But you don't remember them not telling
you that. either?

A i don't remember them not teliing.

Q And you would hope that they gave you an
accurate account of what they did tell you, as you had

requested?
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A That's what I requested, yes, sir.
BY JUDGE BLOCH:

Q. But Mr. Tolson, the language is consistent
with the possibility that you advised them and that they
would put writing on a memorandum of something you
advised them of. Are you sure that it wasn't something
that you advised them of that they were putting a memorial
down of?

A Now I'm totally ncuw;innfd.

Q Okay. The language says -- I'm sorry -- it
says, it has come to our attention and we have been advised
that several inspectors in the safeguard task force were
assembling documentation for personal use.

I[f you had told them you thought that
there were safequard inspectors that were assembling
Jocuments for personal use, they could have written down,
it has come to our attention and we have been advised that
several inspectors in the safequard task force were
assemnl}nq documents for personal use, isn't that correct?

-& Well, I understand your point. I'm not --
you know, ['m a total blank as to whether or not there was
sufficient discourse between me and them for them to make
the assumptjon that you're trying to make.

Q. DO vou remember who initiated the

suggestion that the documentation might be a problem? Was
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second instance in which there was conduit that was loose,
is that correct, those are the two instances, sir?

A [t was flex conduit, but with that
modification it's essentially correct.

Q. Okay. Now, the flex conduilt was connected

to a motor housing, I believe you mentioned?

A NO, 8ir.
o What was it attached to?
A | don't recall, but I think we've gotten

another conversation mixed up.
Q. Okay. Do you recall what the flex conduit

was connected to?

A As I just stated, sir, no, I =--

Q. You don't.

A == |1 do not recall.

Q. Did the person who pointed that out to you

indicate why an inspection would have lcoosened conduit?
Al I don't recall being pointed out, but
from what I had described to me, it would have been
unnecessary because it's just rotation of the flex.
0. Well, the problem I have is I don't even
know why anyone would loosen conduit to inspect the wiring

anywhere. Do you have any information on that?

A, I can see where you're confusei. The

issue -~ let's just come back to requirements. Requirements
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! A. Other than a practice that I have and
z}f I think 1 would be reasonable for Greyg to have, to |
: |
|
3f not get into those type of discussions in a meeting
I
H k ,
‘1; where craft is present.
I
fl
S| Q That works well if you give the guy a
i
|
& chance to talk to you later but you didn't do that
f
7 either, did you?
i |
8 i A, Judge Blochk, my mind started to go ;
9 : blank on details at this point.
10 L 0. Qkay . Now, on the =- at the time you
|
n called Chapman, which T understand was Wednesday
!
‘?E} afternoon before the T-shirt incident; is that
| |
13 f correct?
‘I
it
4 | A. That's correct, sir.
15 | 0 When you called the lawyers, were you
x
16 | aware that just transfers probably wouldn't be a labor
)
17 problem if that was all that was going to happen was
18 : a transfer?
|
19 | A. ['m not sure that in the environment
‘ |
|
20 I that we work in in nuclear power today, what the %
21 downstream consequences mignht be on any personnel
2 action.
23 Q That's fair enough. There are findings
24 e % ™ o i
on transfers in this proceeding. |
|
2 , Were you thinkina of something more than‘
Century Heporters, Inc
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You said if they were to be suspended

you would do a detailed look-sce.

.,(‘" '.‘A

MR. DOWNEY: Objection. I don't

ect characterization.

BY JUDGE BLOCH:

0
saving that?
A
BY JUDGE JORDA

Q
something more
than

mind just

well, you

for a period o
security look

examination.

mean to imply,

made a transfe
investigation.

O

what came up

about calling

were

that

Did you say that? Do you recall

I don't recall saying that,sir.

N

1t seems to me that you said you had

in the way of disciplinary action in

sending nome with pay, and in fact,

going to send them home with pay

f time during which you would have

into the matter of destructive

Is that what you said?

Yeah, that's what I said but I didn't

in saying that, that had I simply

r to Unit 2 that I also wouldn't do the

Yes, but now the Chairman has asked you

caused you to change your mind

security and having security look into
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BY JUDCLE BLOCH:

0 Are there other instances where
Mr. MerrittL contracted for outside people, part of
whose job was to find out if QC was doing its job
right?

A Having properly anticipated your
question, yes, sir, there's at least one more that

comes to mind.

0 Would you tell me about that one, please

A It was an over=-all review of our
documentation scheme at Comanche Peak, which would
have included a look at the manner in which we
were handling and procesgsing quality assurance
records,

0 In what time period did that consulting
iob take place?

A Too many years ago to be precise,
but I will ~= just a wild guess for purposes of
what 1 think your question 1s, 1980.

o Was that request in any way a perceived
weed for a back=fit program for coatings?

A Not at all,

QO Were there at that time perceived to
be documentation problems in other asmpects ol

construction which were interfering with compliance

Lentory Nepurters, o

TN ARR T

R R R R R R R R R R R RS




| [ 16607
i =3 1 ! with Appendix B requirements?
! . 2 A Not in my judgment. I think Mr. Morritt;:s
I y | concern was primarily from efficiency of prccessing |
’ 4 i standpoint. Is there anything that we could do from ]
: 5 a flow standpoint that would improve the efficiency }
" aspects; but in no way would he interfere or what
? have you with my task of implementing the QA records
8 aspects of Appendix B. l
9 That wasn't the purpose of the study. |
10 | o) And it's your memory that the study |
" did not go into whether QC documentation was adequate? |
12 A Not a question of adequacy -- well, wait
13 ‘ a minute. Yos, 1t did, in some cases.
. 4 More a question of flow with some
15 | suggestions or recommendations, if you will, relative
.
16 to assurance of adequacy, if I might, as opvosed to '
: |
17 i the adequacy issue itself,
18 QO I understand from your prior testimony :
19 | that you are concerned about making sure that the
20 QC interface with craft works efficiently so that |
21 l there are no unnecessary delays in construction;
| 2 : that's an accurate summary, isn't it?
(
r 3 'l A No, I don't think it is,
| |
‘ u | 0 How would you state your concern about

the intertface working smoothly between craft and QC?

°*
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(713 A8 700




TR
,l“a p"“

Lestury Hepurters, b



10

12

13

15
16
17
18

2!

2

24

25

165609
the involvement with craft supervision is minimal.

Q. Okay. How about before '82?

A Craft supervision, again, would be
minimal. Contact with Mr. Merritt, probably 20 to
30 percent of my time.

Q 'n terms of lunch hours, is that
something you usually spent with other people at
the plant or by yourself?

A I don't like to go by myself, but I
do if I have to: but the majority of my lunch breaks
are with Mr, Brandt.

Q And also sometimes with craft;
sometimes not with craft? I mean, how did that split
work?

A I'd have to give a lot of thought to
develop a handful of situations over a period of
gseven years that I went to lunch with ==

0 Not many? Five times, ten times,
maybe?

A At most, and that would be an
extremely high and conservative estimate.

I may have been invited, for example,
to a ten~year luncheon for a procurement manager and
gince we work closely in the procurement arena in the

QA sense, then Mr. Merritt may have invited me and 1

Lomtury Reporters, o

713 ARe.1 e




15610

Lontury Beportors, T

1




Lostury Woportors, v



Footury Roportors, i



10

1

12

13

i5

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

15613

repeat it.

JUDGE BLOCH: [f Counsel would like to
sumamrize it, I am not trying to ask the witness to
repeat it, but 1 don't have a recollection of it
right now.

If Counsel would prefer not to, perhaps
the witness would.

MR. DOWNEY: If I understand Mr. Tolson,
he is referring to Mr. Brandt's comments after he
read the Lipinsky report?

THE WITNESS: Okay. I'm confused and
I'm sorry. I think it did come out in the deposition
1 correct myself -- that Mr. Brandt did make a
comment later that day relative to Mr. Lipinsky, and
again, 1 would prefer not to repeat it.

BY JUDGE BLOCH:

0 Have you testified about what he told
you yet?

A, (No response.)

Have you testified at this point as to

>

what Mr. Brandt told you at that meeting?

1f you don't remember, let's go ahead
and discuss 1it.

MR. DOWNEY: It was just an expletive,

JUDGE BLOCH: Oh, just an expletive?

Lentury Reporters, Inc.

(713) 4986.1791

-



»=10

e |

10

R

12

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

e~

16614
There was no information conveyed?
THE WITNESS: No substance at all, Your
Honor. That's the reason I....
JUDGE BLOCH: Okay. I wasn't trying
to make you swear in Court.
(Laughter.)
JUDGE BLOCH: 3ut I do want to know
what was happening here.
BY JUDGE BLOCH:
0. Prior to the time that Mr. Lipinsky's
internal memorandum at O. B. Cannon became known

at the site, did you do any followup at all on

matters that O. B
MR. DOWNEY: Your Honor, again I would
like you to distinguish, if you would, please, between
the time it was known at the site and the time it
was known to management.
I think the record reflects different
{
times when that occurred.
|
BY JUDGE BLOCH: |
1
Q. Well, in either event, prior to :he ;
- . 1
time that you knew about it is really what T am i
con~ernad about.
Prior to the time that you learned about]
the Lipinsky memorandum, did you have any occasion to

\
|
Cannon was concerned about?

Lentury Heporters, Inc.
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follow up Mr. Lipinsky's findings?

We were working on some problems that
we perceived in the protective coating arena from a
QC standpoint.

Pecaust o have followed up on his
findings, you would have had to find out about them
some way.

A, Please, Your Honor, let me finish.

The presence or absence of the Lipinsky
memorandum did not in any way affect what we had
already planned and were doing in the area of
protective coatings, neither then nor now.

Q. Did Mr. Merritt ever talk to you about
what he understood to be 0. B. Cannon's findings from
this trip?

A I'm not sure I understand your question.

0 Well, Mr. Merritt contracted for
0. B. Cannon's services.

As I understand it, there really was
never much extensive discussion with either you or
Mr. Brandt about what they found.

I want to know if you learned from

Mr. Merritt that they talked to him and that he was

interested in what they had to say to him.

A. Is your guestion related to QA/QC matterdg?

Lentury Reporters, Ine.
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0. I want to know if -- well, if any

discussion was held with Mr. Merritt about the

0. B. Cannon findings?

system, which was a recommendation that Jack Norris

with Cannon had and conveyed to Mr. Merritt at our

meeting the day after my brief session with Lipinsky.
Q. So you were in a second meeting with

0. B. Cannon where some findings were discussed

and that one you were in with Mr. Norris and also

Mr. Merritt; is that right?

A. Yeah, and also Mr. Lipinsky.

0 And Mr. Lipinsky?

A Yes, sir.

Q. Could you tell me what happened at

that meeting, what the findings were that were
presented at that meeting?

Was Mr. Brandt there, also?

A No, Mr. Brandt was out of town at that

time.

I can highlight some of it; I can't
detail it. Mr. Norris made some general comments,
one of which was the dryer situation I have already

mentioned; the need in his judgment to do something

Lentury Heporters, lnc.
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to improve relationgship between raft and QC; a need
to take 1 hard 1 1t oul epalr process, b 1S in
his judgment the craft was spending entirely too much

time preparing surfaces for touch-up or repair; and

at this stage of the job that's basically the thrust

of the work. It's already been painted once. It's
been dinged. We are cleaning it up, trying to make

it iook pretty.

I can recall those things from
Mr. Merritt -- Mr. Norris.

Mr. Lipinsky made some comment relative
to his observations that he indicated that we may not
comply with the ANSI reguirements.

When he said that, 1 asked, "Joe, can

you give me specifics, assuming that he had to have

some basis for making the statement, at which time
he responded, "I can't provide specifics without an
in-depth audit"; at which time I concluded I wa
listening to a sales pitch as opposed to a bona fide
finding from an export in the field of gquality
assurance.

Those are the key things that I recall
coming from that session.

Q0 Were any documents or slides or

viewgraphs or charts used at that meeting?

Lentury  Heporters, luc.
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A. Not that I recall.

QO At any time in the meeting did anyone,
either Mr. Norris or Mr. Lipinsky, provide any
greater detail abont any adverse findings about QC?

A. Not that 1 recall, and I honestly don't
believe that there was any more discussion in here
of QA/QC than what I've already stated.

0 After the 0. B. Cannon people left, did
you have a discussion with Mr. Merritt about what had
just happened?

A, I've got to be careful, Your Honor,
because I do want to pbe totally honest, but my
discussions with Mr. Merritt during a day's time may
or may not have included Cannon.

We recognized the need to do something
in the area of protective coatings.

Mr. Merritt had some things to look at
from his side of the house and I wanted to look at
what was happening from our side of the house.

One thing that we did discuss and 1if
it bears a relaticnship with the Cannon meeting,
then so be it.

We did discuss having a barbecue and
invite down through the craft foreman level all the

QC inspectors as one way tha

P

management can help

Lentury Repurters, luc
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improve relationships.

We also discussed the concept of some
“oint sessions where we could set aside an hour or
S0 just to encourage open communication between craft
and QC where someone from management zan listen and
hear -- rather than just making a decision based on a
perception, hear from the people what they perceived
to be the areas that they need help in order to
accomplish their task the way it has to be done.
Q. I get the feeling at the end of the

teeting concluded that there were some worthwhile

=

things that were said; is that fair?
A I think the dryer situation at the time
I thought was a good idea.
The barbecue we had not discussed; that
sounded like a good idea.
The relationship issue, we were already
aware of; and irrespective of what was said at

that meeting, we would have done something about that.

Py
N’

I was thinking that while you were
sitting hearing charges about violations of ANSI
Standards with no backup, that you might have gotten
irritated about that and had to say something about it
when the meeti was open?

A Actually, I was relatively calm at that
session, Your Honor.
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M
interject.

l
Mr. Tolson know
hearsay but I ¢t
reviewed some
substantial par
would like the

N
three categorie

BY JUDGE BLOCH:

18625
R. DOWNEY: Your Honor, if I may
t might be useful to distinguish what

!
s firsthand and what he knows by |

hink a substantial part of -- having

»f these facts with him, I think a

t of what he knows 1is hearsay and I
record to reflect that.
UDGE BLOCH: Okay. But there are now

s I'm interested in.

Q. One 1is personal knowledge. The other

is8 conversation

the decisions,

what went on 1in

of their minds

I

rule. I don't

of their opinions about their action. I may be

wrong.

s with the people who actually made
so0 that we may have some evidence of |

their minds as to the direct evidence ;
as to why they made the decision,

think it's an exception to the hearsay

think it's hearsay if it's evidence i

MR. DOWNEY: I don't think that is an ,

exception. It

hink 1f relevant conversati as in the

statement overhead, that kind wuuld be relevant for

purposes of est

ablishing the comments were made but
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A [ have no direct knowledge of that.

It is my understanding that that is true.

3 From & conversation with Mr. Chapman?
A, As T recall, ves;sit.

|
(0 And do you have any knowledge of how

the decision was made to tape record or transcribe
that meeting?

A Jokingly asked Mr. Merrit last week,
again, in anticipation of the question being asked,
and it's not much different than what ['ve already
said; that since it was leaked, since it was known ‘
to the NRC and others, then we didn't want to be
accused at that session of anything except up front
discussion of the issues that were raised in the
Lipinskl memorandum and that's all I know.

0. Do you have any knowledge, either from

a company official or your own knowledge about

whether there was a consultation with the lawyers |
i

prior to that meeting? i
|
A I have no direct knowledge of that, sirJ
JUDGE BLOCH: May I ask if it is necessary to have
the witness identify the transcription or whether
that has been stipulated to by the Applicants as an
accurate -- as the transcription that was made of

that meeting?

Lentury Heporters, Inc

(713) 496-179)




.

Lintury

Reporters, Inc.

4G¢

14

) God 4
YL

~



15629

16-10 '
! in my own case, not to change what was said.
. 2 So that the transcription represents
3 partly the work of the transcriber with notes and a
4 tape recorder and partly your memory of what
5 happenred; is that correct?
6 A, That's correct. ;
|
7 Q Is there anything in the course of that
8 meeting that happened that you would like to clarify |
9 0 the Board can understand it better?
10 A, I'm sure there's a few statements in
1 there that 1 made that the Board may be confused
l2 about.
13 0 Well, I'm inviting you to try to clarify|
. 14 what your 1ntent was at that meeting, 1f that would
15 be heipful.
16 A. One that comes to mind on top, that
17 | was intended as a joke, at the risk of repeating,
18 | one not much different that the one that came out
!
19 | Monday, relative to the definition of an auditor.
' 0] ° v » .
701 I said it. I intended it as a joke.
} J
21 ‘ I have no personal feelings one way or the other,
. ) r
2 1n a negative sense particularly, about auditors. |
|‘ |
t
23 | What I said there in no way sugcests
24 that T don't understand and agree with the recuirements

i ,
. 25 | of l10CFR50, Appendix B.

Lentary Reporters, Ine.
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The only reason I said it was it
appeared to be something that would perhaps
conversation y desire was to extrac
input as post » from Mr. Lipinski
understand wha 1t was that he said
memorandum and 1K ap priate corr

juirements:

statement
first time I heard
apman laughing when 1
ve that Mr. Vega also thought
whenl told it to him. It was not intended to
be derogatory Although I understand that some folks
have chosen to make it
But 1t was clearly intended to convey
your strong f{eeling that Lipinski shouldn't come in
your work?
think the tape is very clear, if you
read it L1y nd in context -~- the transcript,
excuse me, no the tape =-- that in view of the more
than unusual sic) frequency of audits from our
corporate staff i las in view of the virtually
continuous overview of the coatings program, from

Region IV and OI and particularly in view of the fact

Lentury  Reporters, Inc.
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that I had been told that week that another
investigation team headed by an individual who was
not assigned to Region IV, was planning to be with us
for three weeks and, quite frankly, I must consider
justification and T could not justify another audit.

Q. Was there, in your mind, anything
unusual about the .act that this particular meeting

was convened by Mr. Merritt, even though you were

the person who had most to say and were most concerned

about the subiject of the meeting?
A. {ou seem to be overly concerned, sir,
with the involvcment of Mr. Merritt; i1if 1 may say so.

Arpendix B applies as equally to Mr.
Merritt's operation as it does to mine. I pride
myself on my ability to work v:ary closely with Mr.
Merritt to chieve a common goal and that goal is
compliance with the requirements of Appendix B in the
construction of a safe and reliable power plant,.

We both have the same objective. We
have worked together for the past seven or eight
years to achieve that objective.

JUDGE BLOCH: Mr. Tolsca, I'd like to
thank vou for what you have told us today. We are
finished, unfortunately. We will have to take time

next week to ask more questions but I think I would

Lentury Heporters, Inc.
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B
|(E for Weld No. 58, 76, 83, 285, 343 through 348, 367,
2 :] 536, 608, 718, 1143, 1098, 1252 and 1253. ;
3 :: There is one weld that is currently -- '
4 that is Weld 1180, covered by NCR M84-00498, Rev .1,
i
5 | for which the documentation is missing and that's !
|
5| the reason for the NCR, which has not yet been ;
7 dispesitioned.
8 ' And there are threce which we believe to
? be in the same category as available at the site but
10 not available here but in the check through by r
11 telephone, there is some confusion in the infermation |
12 \ we exchanged. There is a Weld 55, 358 and 11:/4. :
_ 13 | That accounts for all the weld numbers I
‘ 14 ;‘ through 1302 and that's the last and highest number :
15 | assigned. :
|
16 And thre last thing I'd like to check |
17 on, Chairman Bloch, is to identify what I believe
18 | are the outstanding requests on the Applicant posed
19 by the Board during the course of this week's hearings;
20 Those have not yet been fulfilled. There are only }
21 ’ seven. ‘
22 | JUDGE BLOCH: Let's not do them now.
, ‘
23 ‘ If you'd like to check at the office, 1'd be more !
24 | than happy to discuss them on Monday morning. [ wouléi
. 25 ‘ like to see if we can get some business done on two ‘|
| |
'
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JUDGE BLOCH: We have before us a memorandum

and order prepared at out reguest by Applicants' counsel
working together with our clerk, entitled, "Directing
Release of 0Ol Reports.”

Are there any objections to the issuance
of that memorandum and order?

MR. ROISMAN: Mr. Chairman, the concern
that I have with the proposed memorandum and order is as
follows, number one, I believe that the Board should
include in there an offer that it will review in camera
and ex parte the documents in question for the sole
purpose of determining which documents it would want to
be able to I '~ npen, with the und:rstandinag that I think
the parties should be able to sLipulate to, that the
Board is perfectly cavable of excludinag from 1t's decision
making process material that it sees that the nther
parties haven't seen.

But I think the order as written invites
a confrontation with the Commission that may be broader
or wider than necessary,

JUDGE BLOCH: All right. Let me address
that, I would do that if there were a stipulation but
my understanding is that there is no stipulation because
the Applicants would object; s that correct?

MR. DOWNEY : fhat's correct, Your Honor.
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believe that the Board should indicate that the scope of
the protective order which is being proposed could be
1imited as narrowly as to an attorney for each party,
at least #¢ a minimum for the purpose of the parties and
the Board arguing over whether the document ig or is not
relevant Lo the proceeding.

I thiak that some of the OT objections
to to the i¢sue that if they are sill an ongoing investi=-
gation actions, not the investigation itself, but post-
invest iyalion actions, that disclosing that information
could alert parties to that at a time that's premature,
givea their relations with the Justice Department.

The way the protective order language
appears here, it's not clear that there would be any limit
on the scope of that except that it would be to the parties
and of course all of the people associated with them,

JUDGE BLOCH: 1 had intended that the

- I don't know if it does that, because 1

language
reviewed it very hurriedly. I had intended that the
languaste iavite Ol ¥ propose the protective order.

boes i1t do that?

MR, ROISMAN: No, 1 looked at it very
quickiy, but I don't beiieve that it does.

And th¥vd, I would say that -~

JUDGE BLOCH: I do want it modified in

R O R AP I A TR ¥
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that way.

MR. ROISMAN: Third, I would like to urge
the Board to urge 0OI to appear before the Board with
counsel to present its position, instead of automatically
forcing this to the Commission level.

It doesn't seem to me that we need to make
a Supreme Court case out oi it. If OI has a point to make,
I'm uncomfortable with them calling you on the phone and
telling vou privately, here's my point.

JUDGE BLOCH: I don't talk to them on the
phone anymore.

(Laughter.)

MR. ROISMAN: All right. I mean, just as
a matter of procedure, it appears that this necessarily
forces a confrontation over the issue, and I would like
to see us look for other ways to resolve it.

JUDGE BLOCH: I think that could be
resolved by having Staff inform OI that we are anxious,
if they want to, to have them appear befcre us and
address the issue.

MR. ROISMAN: Well, Mr. Chairman, my
concern is that on previous occasions when we've used
that vehicle that somehow or another when the word comes
from the Staff -- and this is not in any way to comment

on Mr. Treby, but OI doesn't seem to think it means very
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much. I thipk if you had it in a written order --

JUDGE BLOCH : [ think that's superstitious.
I think in fact the problem is that OI doesn't have
counsel.

MR. TREBY: Well, OI is essigned a member
of the office of General Counsel, to which they go and
get legal advice from time to time and --

JUDGE BLOCH: My judgment is that an
invitation from us couveyed by Staff ought to be adequate
on that score and we would like to resolve it at this
level 1f O has scne way of doing that.

JUDGE GROSSMAN: My understanding is that
OI isn't going to change its position, regardless of who
talks to them, and it 1s going to go to the Commission
whichever way we do it, and it would just be fruitless.

JUDGE BLOCH: Okay. Well, 1 would trust
Ol to know that, if there's going to be no way to reconcile
the views then there will be no choice.

MR. TREBY: The only comment I would have
is tha“ one of the first things Mr. Roisman said is that
perhaps in order to avoid confrontation what the Board
could have done is said, yes, give us all these documents
ex parte, look over them real quickly and with a half hour
say, yeah, they're all significant, let's now issue this

memorandum.
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If that was what happened, that would
just be putting form over substance, and 1I'm not sure
that that would really help matters very much.

The more concerning problem would be if
the Board did look at some of these things and for whatever
reason decided that based on its understanding of the
record at that point it didn't think one or two of these --
well, one or more of these things was significant.

[f the other parties had not had a chance
to look at it, they may well have some information that
the Board's not aware of at this time that would make them
think it was significant and they would never have had
the opportunity to have known of the existence.

I think that is a problem that the Board
may well have had in mind when it decided that rather
than go through this, the motions of just looking at them
and deciding, it just said just make it all available under
the protective order.

JUDGE BLOCH: Okay. If Applicants would
submit an order, amended as we suggested, just with
respect to making it clear that OI may propose the
protective order to us, and would be prepared to 1issue
that Monday morning to me. The crux of the harm from an
ex parte contact has to do with the concept of psycho-

logical set, that once we've seen something, without
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argument from the parties, that it's a little bit harder
to be objective. It's better for us to have -- see it the
same time that the parties see it anc have them have an
opportunity to make an argument.
I'd like *o thank all counsel here and --
MR. ROISMAN: Mr. Chairman --
JUDGE BLOCH: Yes.
MR. ROISMAN: Mr. Chairman, there is one
other procedural matter, and 1'd alsc like to request,
just as a matter of course, that we tentatively set
9:00 a.m. Monday morning to have a conference call. I'm
sure that all of us have on our dockets, and with the plane
time coming, things that we'd like to try to resolve before
we get back here on Tuesday, but T have one procedural --
JUDGE BLOCH: 1'd be pleased to, but we
have no reliable way of having a record zt that meeting.
MR. DOWNEY: 1'd like to request that we
set it at 11:00. I have made another appointment for 9:00.
MR. TREBY: I also have been advised that
I have a commitment at 9:00 o'clock Monday morning.
MR. DOWNEY: I think we're all agreed --
MR. ROISMAN: Mr., Chairman, the one thing
that 1 would like to request formally on the record is
that CASE be allowed to retain possession of the traveler

documents between now and Tuesday. Applicants have
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originals. These are the copies. We can usefully review
them between now and then. 1If Applicants take them back
there is no convenient way for us to do that.

Incidentally, we're not planning to take
them back to Washington, they will remain in the Fort Worth
area, because Miss Garde and I are not the cnes who are
reviewing them, but rather Miss Hadley and Miss Gregory.

MR. DOWNEY: We would prefer -- we would
insist that we maintain possession of those documents but
would permit them access to them over the weekend. We'll
make them available in the Fort Worth area convenient.

JUDGE BLOCH: What's the reason you need
to keep the copies under your control?

MR. DOWNEY: Because Mr. Brandt also would
like to review them over the weekend, and Mr. Brandt lives
in Fort Worth, not at the site.

MR. ROISMAN: Are you now in your home
across the street from Miss Neumeyer?

{ Laughter.)

MR. ROISMAN: Because that will make it
extremely convenient for purposes of the review.

MR, BRANDT: I don't live across the street
from Miss Neumeyer.

MR. DOWNEY: We will =- our plan -- I will

JUDGE BLOCH: Can an effort be made to
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