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f .:. ..'Wr .IharlesuH.' Meil, Investi.gation and Allegation Coordinator, Region III,
p. MQLS_.4uclearpegulatory';Connission, was telephonically interviewed concerning
i - ~. *this-knowlet|ge of. an-aMegation that during the Construction Appraisal Team

Q... T ction of"Perr Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1 and 2, a CAT member,
*

-

. I s. elittled the complaints of quality
'"

>; e.'tcontrol inspectors. Weil ;provided the following information during the l
; - . F.- 3 interview: . -. -

'
i

;j % fi;g. . -i: 1;. '-. . . . > . ..

1 NAs-s ' result,of an article -in the November 23, 1983, Cleveland Plain Dealer,t

.'..:"
-J .Seil participated in an interview of an alleger who was a former quality.

2 control inspector for the L.K..Comstock Company, the electrical contractor at
P Perry Nuclear. Power Plant. For the most part, the interview pertained to
'

- technical concerns of the alleger; however, durino th view the alleger,

-state overheard at CAT member, belie state to.

the Comstock Company that the Comstock
inspectors' . problems were "a lot of tching o work intimidation, harassment,

.

poor pay, and low morale." The le er elaborated to Weil 'that during the CAT
' inspection he was interviewed b concerning working conditions. The

alleger considered the information he provide q p to be confidential.
How v r later during the CAT inspection the al eger observed @ enter

'r ffi down, and make the above quoted statement. .The alleger
asserted tha attitude when he made the coment served to lessen the

- significant o the quality control. .in ett oncerns. The alleger also
considered the discussion betvec and be inappropriate because
it took place informally and becaus an were friends as a result,

of worFing t previously. Additionally, e alleger consider
:; inspection b f the Comstock Company as being improper becaus was'

formally empi by the Comstock Company. l

;Weil was unable to provide any further infonnation concerning the allegation
'

rand stated the December 14, 1983, memorandum from A. Bert Davis, Deputy
' Regional Administrator, Region III, to James G. Partlow, Deputy Direc~ tor,
Division of Quality Assurance, Safeguards and Inspection Programs, IE,
accurately recounted the details surrounding the allegation.
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,, George A. Mulley, Jr. Y\ February 9,1984o,,,,,,,,,,,,

THIS DOCUMENT 85 PROPE RTY OF NRC. OF LOANEC TO ANOTHE R AGENCV IT AND ITS CONTENTS ARE NOT TO BE DISTRie dTEO
OUT$tDE THE RECElvlNG AGENCY WrTHOUT PERMISSION OF THE OF 5tCE OF INSPECTOR AND AUDtTOR.

-

:

| nmi .

. . _ _ _ _ .. __ __


