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THREE MILE ISLAND ALERT'S RESPONSE TO LICENSEE'S
THIRD SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND THIRD
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION (DIECKAMP MAILGRAM)

Interrogatory No. 19 ’

In further supplementation to Three Mile Island Alert's
response to Intérrogatory No. 1 of Licensee's Second Set of
Interrogatories:

TMIA currently intends to call as a witness in this
proceeding David H. Gamble, P.0O. Box 9290, Alexandria, VA.,
22304-9998. Mr. Gamble was the criminal investigator from the
NRC's Office of Inspector and Auditor who participated in the
NRC investigation conducted in 1980 into licensee's alleged
reporting failures. This investigation led to the issuance of
NUREG-0760.

Mr. Gamble will testify as to the areas which the NRC

investigation ancd report failed to address. Some of his

: criticisms of the investigation and the manner in which the
investigation was conducted are listed in a memorandum he wrote
to Norman C. Moseley, on January 26, 198l. See Gamble Memoran-
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dum attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

The grounds for Mr. Gamble's opinions and the facts to
which he is expected to testify are largely contained in the
materials he reviewed in the preparatisn of the report,
including the interviews conducted in the course of that
investigation, many of which he attended or in which he parti-
cipated. It is also expected that Mr. Gamble will review
Licensee's responses to TMIA's discovery requests and deposi-

tions.

Interrogatory No. 20

See TMIA's Supplemental Response to Licensee's Second Set
of Interrogatories and Second Request for Production, specific-
ally TMIA's response to Interrogatory No. 2. '

TMIA has yithin its pdssession and control no other
documents othef than those listed in that response, those

listed in Interrogatory No. 22, and the Gamble Memorandum,

attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

Respectfully submitted,

— by
‘—Mﬁ \DH’ZJ xl’\/‘.‘M‘ A/Z / >
Joanne Doroshow .

The Christic Institute
1324 North Capitol
Washington, D.C. 20002
(202) 797-8106

\
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Lynne Bernabeil

Government Accountability Project

éiss Connecticut Ave. N.W.
shington, D.C. 20036

(202) 232-8550

DATED: October 1, 1984 Attorneys for Three Mile Island Alert




Exhibit 1

9%“
% UITCOCTATES
g ‘§ RUSLECAR RECULATCARY ConiClioN
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January 26, 1931

KERIRASUN FCR:  Rorcan €. Haseley, Dircctor
Division of Progrca Bovoleszant and Approica!l,

FLoA: Bovid -H. CeHle, Imvesticator Aﬂ(é/]
—d

07fica of Imcpoctor ond Auditor

SUJZCT: 1€ IGUESTICATICH INTO IRFOTRATICH FLOY CORCIRIILS Thi
THI ACCIOINT

Ritzahid cro oy ex=ents cn tho subjoet draft i€ rcocrt which you troasaderer
€2 €2 Cc=issica un January 17, 1831, Caccuse oy particigaticn in Gi2
frvaceicaticn vos Timited to poteatially cricingl gopocts, this mo==roscs
€223 not coastituta, nor & ! preoarcd to giva, 3 thorcush critiqul of ths
frecsefcotiva offert. Thoce ec—=ats cro Tirmitzd to thoco cattors walcr
Covices €9 2 P 8 retding of this craft in th2 cshort cocuat of fic2

ho3 L22a cucileSle t OIA: I hicvo mot ciimcsccd mattars cuch os 2
CverelsInt cetiens koind ccacicorcd or €22 conzar e walch tho fnvastigar s~
wos egnlusCld. I ca providing thoce ¢cmsnls to you n this foma bacaus
walh I LECONichtcd scvaoral €9 you on Jonuary 27 you respeniad taat the
CCTInte Lire Rt sulotonlial ond thorefore voi had n- ‘ntcatica of
fnairporating tica fnto your rerort. .

fttcelzonat: As stoted

c¢ u/ett: J. C=inzs, GIA
R. Fertuns, OIA
H, 32, CC
R. Lzefiing, ELD
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CORQ'EMTS O 1/17/81 CRAFT OF
TE IMVESTICATION PE TV]

Pp 2, SR, tnd 52 and tha cover shoet rust be revised to sccurately
reflcst the oxtent of OIA's partfcipation (1.e., 0s cutlincd in the
Chiofrzcn's March 21, 1630, mcmorcndum which dirocted the “nvestiga®‘on:
I uncorctand fram you that those charges will B2 made.

Tircucheut tho repart ore conclusions which | do not feel ore
tczguetely sucparted by the roport. Watle the opzosita ceaclusior
wsuld cot L2 justificd efthor, tho roport coafuses cpinfons wit
ecaslusinas « {oplfcit In tho lottor fs that thoy have e foctual
tacis. For cxenple, ot tha ond of the firct parcoraph on page 1
¥3u ®ecasluda® that noaz of the cenflicts cxcainad wore the rasy®
of 1ying; haxover, 1t 1s Just gs rcaceacdle baccd coza tin faste
gﬂf:s::tcd in Jour recort to coaclude that thoy wore tie =occult o
yieg. -

P. 1, c:rb. 5. scnteonce 3, attcmots to dafime the {nvastigation's
$CCoa, Lut has &2 pgredlcas:

a. Tho ctotcmomt procupsases that informaticn did mot cdoquate!
flca., Thic way of phrasing 1t 15 not opprepriate for on
frimcdusticn unlecs yzu hcd reached this conclusicr bafore the
frvostigatien s tnitfated.

h Tho ecatcnze fnsludas the flow of fnfermatica to th2 state
Coverrnzat withitn tho frvoctigation's cecpe. My uniorstinding
of tho c2coe 138 that 1t w3s £ot to fnclule TWI's rolaticashir
with the cstate. KAoema tho czeulngos that led me to this
enioretonding ware your dircsticas to thoco of us particigatine
o tho (ntorvices of ctato ofVicials to carefully rostrict cur
qucsticaing to prevont providing thace stata c#vicials with a
fecm €3 ovr Chofr Cifficultics In cotaining informaticr fron
Wi, [y enlorctondind of tho cstual purposa of thace Intorvicw.
w2s €9 cotomning whothor THI providsd tha state with fnfomatior
tiot 1= nat previced ta KRC (uhieh wsuld fnrdfcata that TH]
oy Give withicld tha infommatica frea L0C). Rowovor, tha
rcocrt portroys the Vimited fncutry porformmad In Ehis o3 ac
cotfcfying o crcator coez2.  Thore ore othar cources wifch we
did nat attcent to cplore (0.0., w2 Chandsnad tha 1923 of

would not ciley on intorvicy Uhca w2 12002d 123 wa did ot
trosk Com wh2thor ooy minutes wore takca of Wil's tricving o
tl:a Licutoncat Govornor). It ccoms stronsa to rou take actie
baccd upon this restricted phace of the favostigaticn.
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P. 2, para. 3., sentonce 2, refers to SIG demositions. *ot all of
Siv's iIntorvicus ware depositions.

P. 3., tie contence which becan on the srevious page refers to @
Congressional subsovittee, but 1t docs mot indicate which cormittes
nr waich house of Congress the subcomittee s frem,

P. 5., para 1, scatonce 2, safd *... 811 {ntorviews ware conducted
enZor coth with o ccurt reporter previding a verbation transcript
mat chout tho (ntermvicus (Infomaal proscrconine or whatever wou
ccll thza) of inddviduals cuch os ETcon Brunmer whick are no*
roflicetcd capndicre fn tho report?

P. 12, paoro. 3. « Tho Rcafenal Dircetor must have told the IF
Circster rare thaon tha kare foct that the Regicnal Fmarcancy
Contor i2d Loca cetivated, Lhicn you or2 moporting on investicat-~
of {nfcmzticn flcy, this sccas to warrcnt o 1ittle more dotaf”
KCro, copzsfally bocouse 1 the Regicaal Dircctor provided thi:
fafemmotica o KocZzucrtors ot B:CO 0.R., IE wuld handlv b <=
gosfticn to cite 1ol for rat providing the information

Co=nt €2 chova 1o ganerally gpplicoble to the ceaclusions a* nr
1920, o cZlitica: _

&  Ccastusicns €4 ond S5 rolate to the State/M!! relaticashir
£c2 coont ¢3.b. chove

b Ceaslusfen 07 spacks of KRC's having ca ineffoctive svsec re
fnfo ficy. I2 fs fntercsting to ccocare this to tha syavlar
ccoaluzicns ro Rot-Ed:  ccaclusica 02 says Rot-Ed o123 had ar
froffcstivo cystas hewovor ccnslusicn 93 goes furiliar by

sy that bateLd porscand? ccatriluted to tha fnfomation
fics prehlcss. Koy Gosk to ccaslusica €7: tha roport conclude
Lho% LOS's gustr was 0 predica, Lut 1t 1s sileat cn wiothar
RS re=es== i clatributcd to tho fnfo ficy gredicms. Thts
e§1C. TS Loreaca im Ycht of yvsur cxprossad intonticas to
P22t 0 wevics of ccticas Ly LAC porccnnal as scon as thic
reo et {5 feceed,

[ €o 22 roazil Uint Rorclall was ntomviciod, yat ha cepoars to
ficoro fu € tha ooulcie of tha B0V Laina coan (22 p. 36, par
Cos L‘::{C;,J ctatss that Higgins rcsoived his info on this arca frem
koreloll).

P. €2, gora ¥, ccatcnee 3, otatss ®This cenjesture, vhon ccdined
with ctior fnferatica, cugcactd that tha come rmay have baon

Lnecearcd.® Tufs ccatoase 1o not clcar:  A7Q you stating that the
ecoizaefia ¢id, fn foet, cusgost to ccmicna (uLaga?) that tha core

roy Love L22a ensovercd? or ore you ctatinn *hat in rotrescact ¢
€O Cugsaotsdl?
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©, 87, para 1, 1icts "tha tostimony of Chuastyk ond Mohlor® as the
thirnd aupoct portincat to a diccussicn of the 28 psia containmant
epile. RS you subscguent analysis indicates, there are othors
chase tostimony 1s cloorly gertlnent to this issue; therefore, to
cnly cito Chastyk's cnd Kahler's tostimony in thic intreducticn ma
unduly narrca the recdere' focus bafore thoy roach the subsequent
dicsussion,

P. ¢8, para. 2, seatonce 1, states that the rcactor buflding
proccure roca to 28 psig. Iea't 1t more corrcet to SQy that the
preocure wocondor Indicated 28 psig? That 1s to say, fsa't 1t
pecsiblo thot tha cxplosiea conoratod greater than 22 psig for er
frstont (I unlorctond that tiore fs sem2 cmal! time Yao totuzen
cetual procoure Cod the fadication ca tho eccondor 7 wluld cucss
that cvca o frcstica of a scsend's deloy would maan that tha gotud
proccure Cer{ng on cxplosion mav have hecr semowha* “igher than the
frlicotcd preccura).

P. 48, pcro. 2, scatense 5, caid that only two Kat-gd Coloyoer

(Cinoetyk cnd Kohler) attritutod tho proscurme cofke, cte., t0

envthidng cthior thon clectricel foults or Instrumant ralfuncticn:

E?is §:;ﬁc::e fails to take "VJos' coomonts 'ato ccccuat (cco po
.52 .

P. €9, pora. 2, cumsrizes kneuledso of hydeesan and pofats cut
Cinzetyk's cad'lihior's cifforcat rocollcsticas. This discussion
fcils chicet of Lofng ecapiete by failing to moatica otiars who
rceall bydrescn dicsucsion ca the Cay of tho cescidont (i.e., !ijes
¢nd Plealce).

P. 51, para 1, scatenco 2. Yeu eranincd om alloead discussion not
¢ rzeciiio dicsussien (IF did not indzpcacontly explora tha cossibi’
tha YU C7cca ealy boscuce Chawastyk cnd KHohler have allcgsd that
cush 0 dfcsuscica tosk ploee). Im cllditica, tha allegad discussior
Los ot fust “in tho proccace of on [2C fnspactor” - *% 35 efthar
with cr In tho proccnso of ¢a LRC inspactor.”

P. 51, gara 1, ccatonco G, statos that caly Chuastyk cad Rahlor
cvoa plo=cd ¢n KRS frcpoctor fm tha ccatrol mcm, 1 balieve other.

.8ico safd tais (o0.g., &3, Roscg, Ricgins, cnd fooly).

P. 62, para 2, £oatarso 2, statos that Icaly's diccussica witn
kolder wos fn -2, In G cubccgucat fatorvices Dy 014, F2aly
c2id this dfcstisiin w38 ccootina aftce Uy 16, 1979 (012 rapor® nn
8 cad 17). Thds co0 sentcnso ¢ocsrilad Fobler as Yo 10t Fd

Cocz0.® Tads is miclecding. It 4s importont that Rohler's nam
L2 €ocd tizre Lo2cuzo ko fs cno of tha Kot-Fd cdloy2es alleaing

£.2% on b€ fncocstor ¢ Infercd of tha coike « if fohlor had
foit Locly warvd tha fncpsster, 1t w2uld have tzon highly unlikely
L.t Iohlor w20ld khava eenfidcd this information in Neglv (see NI
reooet O, 9, para 1 1gst scatence),
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P, 62, tare. 2, sontonce 3, says that Neely turmod Mohler's a1lccatior
"cver to tha IFE {wostiootion toom, whoce findingcs gre contained fr
SURER-NG0D.%  This tcntonce s also miglecding. NIA'c investigatio
feund that, cpparcntly threugh @ misunderstanding, ' cddrmessed the
fafermaticn lic2ly provided by intervicuing ''ies and nchody to datr
has intervicizod Fohleor snoccifical 1y rogarding *he “nfamatine he
proviZed to Feely (0IA rcport pp. 20-21).

P. 53, poro 1, cuatos Higains' description of wvhy he may have
micccd the "thud.® Hxxovor, tha roport statos that this fs Miggine
cxplicnaticn of why he s not &are of tha spike on the proscure
rcsordar, OSvicusly the cuotation is not oporcorfote to ancuar the
qucstica poscd 1n tha roport. This makos Higgins opscor to he non
rcoponstves hesaver, 1f you furmnished the cooplete cuotatien, the
rccdor would sc2 that Higging s rosponding €0 o wuosticn chau
his taculclsa of 2ithor the epike or tho thud « his gasuor WIS
cpooreatly mot fntondcd to tddrocs his aculedoa of the spfke. Ve
chzold vse o cuotaticn hore in which Higgins dircztly cddresses hi
krcoielsa of tho coflo 1tso1€ oo, e.0. . the NIA rcport of D, 12,
pora. 2 ond p. 13, para. 1).

P. 88, pard 1, ecatense 3, conticas o Killer/arsha)' diccussior
rCComIIng the thuo - w3s Rarchall intorviciod?

P. 62, pora 1, coceribos OIA's Intorvicus of Plialee and Scalirgar
Tiifs p:r;:rcph.has thrca prodlcas:

¢ Tio first scatonze coyd 0IA intormvicad eovoral inspoctore whe
wcnt to TRl on tho doy of tha cscideat. Twa rost of the
rottcr {s thot GIA fntorvicind a1l of the incpactore who were
ot Tl Ly 1:50 (thoe tirma of the WyJdregen explesica).

i Tho ecsond scntcnce safd Plumlco "cuprosced ceve ) cencorns®
cering tho intervicus. It fs fatormosting that Phr.aico s the
caly fntervicoo Lioce roccences arme charactorized 0s cusrassiee:
of ecnscrns « rothar thaa rcsollcsticas. hile ! ecccsnize
thot tho moport vitizately dicafsses Plinlca’s statcmonts, .
vould soozoct that the marrative scccunt of his stalomaats be
core cojcetiva.

(. Tha mczert caly cteritutos Plialea's statcszats to his CIA
fntsrvicsing ca Boceneaor 2 ond 3, 1620, Roovor, L2 IE
fnicrvicsd Plaalea en Ry 39, 1979, for LUNZ3-CIC20, Plialee
olco ciatzd that hia Tearncd ®that tha ccatainszat Luilldine har
thia Lydreson prosont In tho atmocchore in o sigafficeat
cuoatity® (Tr.8). Furcthorcare, Plumlea repcatod cnd elcssrate
eoza hifs statcazats waen IE catcacively reintorviciad hia 1n
Jenzory 1651, Coasisteat statomoats ot various coints of tine
(cznzzially tioc2 elocor to tha cvont' cdd to the crcdibility
of ¢n {ntorvici2e.
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P, 62, pma. 2, “conccrn® #1 oédresses knowledga of hydrogen by
Feafcn | rorceancl. This fatls to state the fmportant fac* tho*
this knowlooce vas reportedly held by Pegion ' mamaacmont.

P, 63, para, 2, lists tuo cources for Plumlce's bolief that rcoiond’
perseanel hed Imocwledga of hydrogen. The first {g what ha baliover
hic bronch chiof cafd rczarding hydrogon (this would civious indicats
knewicdsa by rcgfonal porsenncl). The sccomd 1c Plealee's ¢
enalysisy howover, 1t doos not nocessarily follow that Plumiee

wsuld hove ccacluded that rcgional perconnel knew of hydrozon basc
epen his e tHility to cnalyzo the situatior. A thind foctor

which 15 not Cacaribad In th2 rcport is tha corrctoratica Plumlce
rcarecdly pezofved fren Scelinger recanding the hydreson comples
corly on tho Cov of the cccident Scalingar's cenversitica undoubte
reinforccd Plcaica’s balief that his bronch chie” hod cotualh
ncationcd hydregon curirg the bricfing.

P, 05, scatonse 3, stotos, *Plumice was olso certain that, wica ke
tcid Ca114Ra of his ecavorcaticn with Scoiingar, Ca17ina told hir
thict thore was olrcady goncrol speculation that tha [wdrcco) burr
hcd coeurrcd® (coziasis edded). Nuring OIA's datorvic.s (OIA
rcoort, P. 27, pord 3-8), Plumlee cafr ¢he prescure coite fmor “k
hydrzgen Lum) was kaca. ’




