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PXxOCEEDINGS

MR. GRIFFIN: For the record, this is an
interview of Thomas Brandt, B-r-a-n-é-t, wno is employver
oy Ebascc Services Corporation.

The location of this interview is the Comanche
Peak Steam Electric Staticn near Glen Rose, Texas.

Present at this interview are Thomas Brandt
for Ebasco, McNeill watxkins, attornev for Debevoise anc
Lieperman, Donala D. Driskill and myself H. #3rooks
Griffin.

The sudbject of my guestions tc you, Tom, will
be regarding coatings records and instances of
intimication that have bpeen alleged.

Tom, if you woule please rise. I anm going tc
Swear you to the contents of your testimony.
wnereupon,

CHARLES THOMAS BRANDT
naving been first duly sworn by Investigator Griffin, was
examined and testified as follows:

MR. WATKINS: Mr. Brandt, 4o you have anything
to say for the record before we start?

THE WITNESS: Yes. No. 1, I think that tne mode
of this investigation or interview or whatever you want to
call 1t is a little bit out of the orainary in the fact

that it has never been done in this fashion before to my
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Anowlecge :n &, tnree and a half years neres ansd sne fact
that 1t is a sworn statement and there is a court reporter
present, anc On tnls very same invsstigation “"X" aumper of
inspectors were interviewed in a rzsnicn unlize wnis.

MR. GRIFFIN: Would you like an explanation,
Tom? .

THE WITNESS: Yes.

MR. GRIFFIN: The NRC Cifice of lnvestigations
has not mage an official policy, but is operating under a
oelief that in instances where enployees cf companies
retain attorneys or reguest attorneys or in instances
whers inoividuals that we interview recguest attorneys, or
1L say in the case of atc an example, an alleger wants to
maxe a statement to the NRC with an intervenor present, we
nave decided within tne Office of Investigations to use
court reporting services so that the flaver as well as the
content of tne interviews will be Captured and tncse
parties interested within tne NRC anc without and in the
case of you being interviewed, you would be supplied a
copy ol the transcript, will have an opportunity te
recount the exact questions ana answers and tnis will not
be lost and it will not be subject tc interpretation.

we are trying to make it as exact and as

accurate as we possibly can and it allows us as t-e

investigators the freedom to pose our guestions and
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prepare Cur guesticr.s witncut naving tO taxe notes ana

preparing a written statement afterwards.

SO 1t mares it easier for us. we capture tne
exact fiavor cf what we saia ani there can be no doust. I:
removes all coubt or 2imost all doupt, and for these
potentially aaversarial or conflicting situations where
somebody might object or have objecticns to a
proceeainy, we have just used this as a tool to expedite
our investigations, our interviews and to get a mcre
accurate picture of what was said and what the testimony
of the person 1is.

THE WITNESS: which of tne circumstances you
have outlined is present here?

Mk. GRIFFIN: Tne presence of an attorney.

THE WITNESS: No one here requested an attorney
until you snowed up with a court reporter,

MR. GRIFFIN: I have a further explanation for
that. Tom has been interviewed by the NRC before and he
nas given a statement to the NRC before, a signed sworn
statement, which from our point of view i3 pretty much the
same as haviny a sworn testimony before a court repoerter.
The last time Tom was interviewed, he declined I believe
to give a statement. 1s that correct, Tom?

THE WITNESS: That is richt.

MR. GRIFFIN: SO we chose to have a court
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reporter 1in tnls instance D=C&use tnere was going to te an
attorney present and we knew that that was going to taxe
place.

Ooviously Tom doesn't have to give us a
statement iI ne doesn't want to ané he doesn't have tc be
interviewed here tocay, but it is more to our liking and
it satisfies our purposes if we have every reason to
celieve that the testimony received is understocé clearly
between all parties involved and that the interviewee is
obligated anu bound to the truth through the swearing
process. BSo we use this tool to expedite ocur interviews.

THE WITNESS: That has never been an issue,
drocks. I explainea to you last time exactly what oy
hesitancy with tne sworn statement was.

MR. GRIFFIn: kight, I uncéerstand.

THE WITNESS: The only -- I won't go any
further. To give it to you just in a nutshell, I was asked
last week I tnink if I wished tc have an attorney oresent
and I said no, but wnen you showed up in the fashion tnar
you have, I have nc intentions of talking to vou withcut
an attorney present,

MR. GRIFFIN: well, when did you make that
decision, Tom, this morning?

THE WITNESS: No.

MR. GRIFFIN: Wwhen we arrived?
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THE WITNESS: wnen you arsr:.=4d.

MR. GRIFFIN: when we arrivzs to talg %o
curiey?

TEE WITNESS: when you arr:vz¢ t2 ta.x =o
Curley ana he explained bpriefly the prccess that he went
through. :

MR. GRIFFIN: Wwell, see, if it was just me
talking to you or Don talking tc you or even botia of us
talking to you over in your office, there would be no
court reporter cr lawyer present. That is the way we
noermally do it and that is the way we like to éo it, but
1f we are getting-other parties involved ana ii tnere is a
Guestion as to what was said or how it was understood, we
£ind tnat a court reporting service eliminates that
problen.

THE WITNESS: That is fine.

MR. DRISKILL: Just let me 1interject one thing.
The topic cawme up during the course of tre investigation,
gesh, it has been September I believe, the topic came up
cf interviewing Gordon Purdy, ycurself and Ron Tolson, and
we were told at that time that we may have to wai:t a
couple of days for some attorneys tc come in, giving us
the clear indication at that particular point in time with
respect to the Dunham issue tnat the tiaree of you would

prefer to have attorneys present.

TAYLOE ASSOCIATES
1625 | STREET, N.W. ~ SUITE 1004

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006
(202) 293-3950




L]

e

wr

hWe didn't ask each cone c¢f 'ou, ang I don's
even believe you were on the site on tnat occasion.

THE wITNESS: 1Is that when you :interviewed tne
inspectors with Rice?

YR. DRISKILL: Yes.

THE WITNESS: Ckay.

MR. DRISKILL: we were given that indication.
So we let Rice come back and c¢o nis thing and I Zon't know
wnether he had attorneys. 1I don't really know anything
apout what nappened.

THE wITNESS: Let me exglain my bottom line
concern. We are nere tr&ing to dc a job, as you guys aia.
You know, everyoody has got a jot to do. There are
4U0-plus QC inspectors out there tinat see the NRC come in
with the Department of Lator and concuct a joint
investigation of the Dunham thing as Kinc¢ ¢f a causuai
type investigation going. You asked for certain people ana
we went cut ana found them and brought them in.

Now tne inspectors kncw, Gue to woré of mouth,
if nothing else, about this investigation. They knew for a
fact that when the Department of Labor came back to talxk
to management, it was the Department of Labor alone and
they proceeded oh, with skepticism I cuess is the best
word to use, the fact that you interviewed 2ll the

inspection personall as a jeint investigation in a casual
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énvironment, but yet wi:i. ,0U come back %o tzli w0 tne
Supervisory personnel anc management personnel, it is a
Sseparate investigation ani 1t is a much cigeer deal. You
CCrie in with court reporters, swearing in and tns wno.e
bit.

MR. GRIFFIN: The swearing goes wfth our
statement taking, whether it 1s sworn that way or the
other way, ana the court reporting service, 1f tnat is
intimidating or if that disturbs anybody, tha:s is not cur
purpose at all., It is not supposed tc make this a more
formal proceeding.

THE WITNESS: I understand that, Ercosxs. All I
am saying 1is the perceptidn that it gives 4u( people out
there tnat we are tryiny to manage and head in a estraight
dirction.

MR. GRIFFIN: Well, I personaily do not see it

the same way. I understand now =--

THE WITNESS: I am not saying 1 s2e

b
(ot
(r
o
j+]
cr

way. 1 am just telling you the way thev see it.

MR. GRIFFIN: Okay.

THE WITNESS: They perceive it as a much bigger
deal, like, oh God, they are after Brandét:, Tolson, Purdy
and Krisher.

MR. GRIFFIN: We are never aiter anykcdy. we

investigate and try to reconstruct the facts as tney
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cccurrec, and this is just simply a tool that we use, I
somebocy reads scmething as this being more critical or
as tnis being damning to QC representives, then I thinr
tney just misreprsent what we intend.

THE WITNESS: I can hear ycu saying thnat,
Brcoks, but there is no =--- -

MR. GRIFFIN: We can't back up because we are
liacle to offend these 400 QOC inspectors,

THE wWITNESS: w0, 1%t is not orfiending tnem. 1
tnink 1t would mexe, you kxnow, I am not saying my jopo, but
anybody, put yourself in my position or Ron Tolson's
positien or Purdy's position. You know, by tne hoepla, £

lack ci a better term, that is being shown or demonstrated

over management interviews as oppcsed to line inspector

interviews ---

MR. GRIFFIN: wWell, tne distinction is that in
line inspector interviews they don't have their attorneys
Fresent, anc in this instance =---

THE WITNESS: The line inspectors were offered
attorneys when they were interviewed, and in this
instance =---

MR. GRIFFIN: Wwell, I am not familiar with the
particular situation that you are talking aoocut, but when
I interview inspectors on site, when I just casually call

tnem in anc solicit whatever infermation they nave in the
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area tnat 1 am investigating, I éoa't ra.- = JF for the
utility over in Pallas calling us and saying we are going
to have attorneys down thnere, Now when you mentien
attorneys and we know attorneys are gcing tc ve there,
€Xpect to see court repcrters opecause that i1s the way the
Office of investigations 15 going to do it so khat there
can be no doubt as to what was saia.

THE WITNESS: I understand that, Brooks. I nave
no personal problem witn it. Don't get me wrong. I will be
glagd to have the interview done on national television. I
don't care.

(Laughter.)

All 1 am faying is you are you are casting a
shadow of doubt 1 tnink without warrant over tie
€ituation.

MR. GRIFFIn: Well, that is noct our intent at
all, and I frankly do not believe that that is the case.
Now ycu have your c©wn Opinion on that. we have not
announced our coiing down ner2, The people that Xnow about
this are the people you work for ana the client managers
in Pallas. Now we haven't made an announcement and nobogdy
Knows we are here,

THE WITNESS: Wwell, let me tell you how the
troops know,

MR. GRIFFIN: Okay.
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TEE WITNESS: iIne other gay Cur.ey Krisher was
gone from his office and was unreachable for four hours
;nd people asx where he is. Well, he is with the NRC.

MR. GRIFFIN: And is thers anything unusuail
about that? Aall cf you are subject to be‘interviewed by
the NRC on a repeated basis.

THE WITNESS: 1 am getting quite use to it.

MR. GRIFFIN: We are remote from your oifice
and we don't have you nailea Gown to a chair or nandcuffed
and you are not hanging from the wall.

(Laughter.)

w¥ are up here in wnat I consider a fairly
remote place.

ThE WITNESS: 1 agree,

MR. GRIFFIN: we originally wanted to have this
done at TCDCO corporate headguarters in Dalias, ana that
would have ceen fine, tco, or any other Place. You all are
tne cones tnat deciued wnhnere and te a certain degree when.

If we can go ofr the record a moment, I have
got to take a pnone caill.

(Shert recess.)

MR. GRIFFIN: Back on the record.

You said ycu have some more statements.

Th

%

WITNESE: Yes, I nave two requests. No. 1,

I ao formally reguest confidentiality of the transcrigt in
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Light ol wnat nas already nappened in another similar
investigation.

MR. GRIFFIN: You reguest conficentiality?

ThE WITNESS: Yes, of the transcript.

MR. GRIFFIN: Okay. Now let me tell you what we
do with tne transcript. Wwe mail you a copy. N;w are you
referring to how we use it or the cdissemination within the
NRC?

THEE WITNESS: ~o. I am talxing aoout external
to the WRC.

MR. GRIFFIN: Only you get a copy. We mail you
tc your nome address a copy.

THE WITNESS: That is all 1 am requesting,
because if it can't be tnat way I am going to have
proolems talking about individuals in light of the
potential civil action that can occur as a result of the
labor suit. I have been down this road once.

iR. GrIFFIN: Oxay. Well, you are not talxing
about ccniiaentiality in the same way that if we would go
out ana we would talk to an alleger or a witness who wants
to give 1nrformation because I presume you plan to discuss
your testimony with other members, not only your attorney,
cut witn cther members of the community.

MR. WATKINS: Pernaps 1 can help. By

confidentiality in terms of your treatment of the
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transcrigt, we woula rs..v:t, and 1 am speax.n¢ icr you,
Tom, that 1t not be cdisclosea to tne Depar-ment orf Labor
Or any recresentative of the Department cf Lazocr, taat it
not oe aisclosed to any member of tne puplic under tne
rreedom of Information Act in response tc a Freedom of
Information Act reéuest, not that the sub;tance of Mr.
Brandt's testimony be disclosed whether via the transcript
or yuesticns from you to any member of the QC inspection
pPrograi nere, and there is a reason for that, a lnanagement
reascon for that,

It is difficulst enough to supervise tne troops
as 1t 1s without havin3 the NRC, yourselves or somebocy
else witnin the NRC. go to an inspector and say Mr. Brandt
tolad us tnis about you ané would you care to comment.

MR. GRIFFIN: There is another of putting that.
¥You coula say on such and such a date did you a-tené a

meeting in which you said this, and if Mr. Branct was the

one that told us =--

THE WITNESS: I have no proclem with that. But
particularly, as I said when we were off tne record, 1
believe, 1in light of the pending DOL investigation, which
you cnose, at least with my interview with the DOL not to
protect it, in the event that tne same event happens witn
this 1nvestigation as opposed to a Section 210 complaint

that happened in the Atchison 210 complaint in that it was
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introduced in 2 putlic hearing unsanitized, and the
complainant's attorney nad copies of my privilegead
s:a:ément to the huclear Regulatory Commission and I
ocsect to tnat,

MR. DRISKILL: COkay. For the record, let me
respond by stating that we can accept your regquest f;r
configentiality. However, there are certain provisions
wnich relate to that, one of which is if we receive a
court subpoena for your testimony, we will nave to provide
it.

I am not sure that either Brooks or 1 have the
rignt to commit NRC to not previding investigative
information, even to include conficential information, to
anorher government agency conducting an investigation into
an area.

MR. GrIFFIN: Under the parameters that you
nave set. In some areas confidentiality is guite clear. 1
will tell you wnhat we can ao. we can go off the recorc ana
we can explore it a little further and make sure we have a
clear understanains of exactly what limitations you want
on your testimony and then we can research wnether we can
abiage by that. If we can, then we can proceed.

We will go off the recora.

(Sncrt recess.)

MR. GRIFFIN: we will go back on tne record.
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Do you nave anything els2 ~---

THE WITNESS: I have one cther request. I woulad
lixe a ccpy of the transcripe.

MR. GRIFFIN: Oxkay. 1 don't recall wnezher i:
was on the record or off, Tom, out you indicated earlier
that until you learned that a court reporéer was to be
used here you had not specifically ¢~ you had not planned
tO retaln an attorney or have an attorney present; is that
true?

THE WITNESS: That is true,

MR. GRIFFIn: Okay. And you say your reason tor
wanting an attorney was the f{act that it was to pe
reportecd under oatn?

THE WITNESS: Right,

MR..GﬁiFFIA: Coula you tell me when you made
the cecision to have an attorney present?

ThE WITNESS: Can I ask a gquestion?

MR. GRIFFIn: Sure,.

ThE WITNESSE: When was Kirsher intervieweg?

MR. DRISKILL: Monday aiternoon.

THE WITNESS: It wac that evening.

MR. GRIFFIN: That evening?

TRE WITNESS: That evening, about 6 o'clock
that evening.

MR. GRIFFIN: Had anybody spoken to you prior
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- that time atout nRaving an aticrney witn yeu?
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THE WITNESS: 1In tne NRC investigat

MR. GRIFFIN: No, in thisz instance for tnis
interview,

THE WITNESS: 1 had been asked if 1 was going
to use an attorney by Ron Tolson sometime last week,.if I
was going to reguest that an attorney be present and my
answer was no,

MR. GRIFFIN: Okxay. 50 nobody 1instructed you
that you would have an attorney and that that attorney
woulc be a TUSCO attorney?

ThE wITNESS:. Absolutely not.

MR. GRIFFIN: Or a Brown and Roo:t actorney?

THE WITNESS: Absolutely not.

MR. GRIFFIN: Ebasco, I presume, does not have
any policy that requires you to have an attorney?

THE WITRNRESS: That is correct. Ebascc's policy
is that an attorney will pe made available if reguested.

MR. GRIFFIN: Okay. Last week when the NRC
contacted witn Clements at TUGCO, ne indicated to us that
all three of you would havc an attorney. Now did you
discuss this with Clements or any of his representatives
ana thereby state that you didn't want an attorney?

THE WITNESS: I have not discussed tnis

investigation with Mr. Clements at all. I was asked by, as
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1 saiqc, aon Tocuscn WnC reports o Mr. Clements one level
removed, 1I I wisned to have an attorney present during
the investigation, an3d I stated at that point no.

MR. GRIFFIN: Oxay. Inen when you founc out on
Monday evening of the form in which Krisner was
interviewed, you decided you wanted an at;orney?

THE WITNESS: That is right,

MR. GRIFF1IN: How did you decide wnich attorney
you wantea?

THE WITNESS: 1t has been customary, if
raquested, tnat the utility provide an attorney. That was
aiscussed both in NRC investigations ancé Department of
Labor iavestigations in a three-way discussion beﬁween
Texas Utility, Ebasco's legal department and myself.

MR. GRIFFIN: So wnen 214 you realize Mr.
watkins was going to be your personal representative?

THE WITNESS: Tuesday sometime.

MR. GRIFFIn: Did you chocse Mr. Watkins for
expediency in tnat he was goin3y to pe representing Gordon
Purdy anu 1 presume Mr. Tolson?

THE WITNESS: Mr. Watkins meets with my
appreval is that is the gquestion.

MR. GRIFFIN: Have you ever met Mr. Watkins
beicre or talxed to him?

ThE WITNESS: VYes, I have.
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MR. GriI:7iN:t On other inguiries?
THE WITNESS: On other inguiries, yes.
MR. GRIFFIN: Okay.
Mr. Watxins, 1s it correct td> say :nat you are
here togay representing Tom Brandt as his personal

representative?

MR. WATKINS: For purposes of this interview,

MR. GRIFFIN: Altnough it nas been stated
petcre, would you restate who else you represeant or whe
else your firm represents in tnis matter?

MR. WATKINS: 1In this investigation?

MR. GRIFFIN: In relation to Comanche Peak. 1
mean be more specific,

MR. WATKINS: Debevoise ana Liberman represents
fUGCO 1n tne NRC licensing proceedings. It also represents
Erown ana Root 1n the Department of Labor Dunham case.

MR. GRIFFIn: All rignt. Anc you say that your
firm aces not formally represent Ebasco in any manner?

MR. WATKINS: Jot to my knowledge,

MR. GRIFFIN: In this instance you are employed
by TUGCO then and you are representing Mr. Brand* as his
personal representative?

MR. WATKINS: 1 am not employed ty TUGCO.

MR. GRIFFIN: You are employed by ¥rown and
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MR. WATXINS: I am emplcyed by Depevoise and
Liperman, a partnership, anéd I am here for Mr. Brandt for
purposes of this interview,

MR. GRIFFIN: Your law firm then, wno is their
client in this matter? :

MR; WATKINS: The firm has many clients.

MR. GRIFFIN: Okay. In tnis matter tnouch, do
taey have many clients in tnis matter?

MR. WATKINS: At tnis moment as I si:t here in
this rcom speaking to you, Mr. Brandt is my client.

MR. GRIFFIN: 1Is Mr. Brandt paying you?

MR. WATKINS: That is infcrmation to which yocu
are not entitled.

MR. GRIFFIn: Oxay. Well, let me restate tha:
thnen. I am trying to tind out it you have been retainec¢ as
it appears on tne surface by TUGCO to represent employees
wno work for variocus contractors and subcorntractors in
benalif of TUGCO.

MR. WATKINS: Mr, Griffin, I perscnally have
done very little, if any, work for TUGCO in my entire
career, and my firm, as I say, several lawyers in my firm
represent TUGCC in the NRC licensing proceeding. I
personally am werking for Brown and koot in the Dunnam

Department of Labor case, ana right now I am regresenting
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Tom Brandt 1n this interview for puri__.-: of tnis

interview,

MR. GRIFFIN: Okay. well, tne reasen 1 put tnis
guestion to you 1s that last weex I was in telepncne
contact with Nick Reynolds who is also a member cf ynur
firm I belive. ]

MR. WATKINS: Yes, he is one of my law
partners.

MR. GRIFFIN: And Mr. Reynolds inaicatea tna: &
TUGCO attorney would be down here or an attorney from the
firm. 1 am just trying to snow for the record the relatior
of wnho at Comanche Peak emgloys your firm.

MR. WATKINS: Well, as I have stated, TuGCO is
a client of the firm and Brown and Root is a client of tne
firm. I have saia tnat twice and I don'% think it can be
any more clear.

MR. GRIFFIN: In this case, for the purposes of
tcday, you are also a client of ¥r. Brangt's?

MR. WATKINE: No. Mr., Brandt is a client of
ours.

MR. GRIFFIN: Okay. Again, Mr, watkins, if a
potential conflict of interest should arise between Brown
ana Root and the interests of Mr. Brandt, how would you

acdress tnat?

MR. WATKIN3S: If by your guestions or any of
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¥r. Branat'ec answers a potential or a natural conilis: =7
interest emerges, I will ask for a recess and I will
discuss tne matter with Mr., Brand:t.

MR. GRIFFIN: Mr. Brandt, then Mr. matkins
represents you freeiy and voluntarily of your own
choosing? :

THE WITNESS: Rignt.

MR. GRIFFIN: Well, let's proceea then wita the
guestioning, 1I tnat is agreeable to both of you all.

MR. WATKINE: Fine.

THE WITNESS: Okay.

MR. GRIFFIN: Tom, I a= going ts be going inte
a variety of areas. Some of them are ones that you have
adcressed on numerous occasions before. So for the
purpozes of the ongoing investigations, I am going to be
covering some old grouna for you.

BY MR. GRIFFIN:

9 Do you recall anr incicdent in March of 19627 in
wnich Charles Atchison wrote an NCR on vendor welds in the
pressurizer tan< in Unit 1? Do you recall that NCR?

A At that time in March of 1962 I was unaware
tnat Mr. Atchison had ever written an NCR on the welds in
the 82z pressurizer tank room.

c when aid you become aware of this NCR?

A I had seen a sketch in March of 19£2 which

TAYLOE ASSOCIATES
1625 | STREET, N.W. = SUITE 1004
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006

(202) 293-3950




L)

<f. AICHISCN NAQ Prepares iN31CAaTING WNET 1€ DEITSE.ves .
e weiailng defects anu a CB&I suppliec plpe wipe restra.:.:
assemely. I hac only one sheet of paper whicn was a s<ezcon

©Z an area of this wnip restraint. It wa

n

scmetime later
during tne summer or fall of 1982, I don't remember off
the top of my head. wnen the non-conformance report Eorm
emerged either in the licensing ﬁzoceedings itself or
attacned to one of tne intervenor's pleadings with the
Bcard to wnere Atchison's nandwritten ané unnumbered dra‘t
of the non-conformance report was brought to my attention.

Q was this NCK that came to light later on, it
was not tnen an actual NCR that had put i1n the program,
made part of tne system, documented, and then trackea on
site here?

A 1 was unaware at tne time that Mr. Aatchison
faa anything other tnan a concern over these welds.

0 aas anyboay ever told you that this NCR haé
been cnaracterized as having been lost on site? Have you
ever heara that before?

A I have heard that explanation. I have also
heara explanations as to how it was purportea to oe found.

Q would you mind telling me what you had heard?

2 ' The story that was told was that a Mrs.
Darlene Stiner found the araft ncn-corformance report in a

Tuperware package she had at her house. Frankly, 1 do not
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was this NCR ever issuez?

Yes, si1r, it was.

Q wnen was that?
A

- Sometime during the summer of 1982. It is a
matter of record in the ASLB proceedings.- It was not,
however, 1ssued as Mr. Atchison had reported it. Mr.
Atchison's evaluations of the welds were in error. Both
Mr. Atcnison's craft and tne correct refiection of wnat
WES éotentially defective in those wglds is a matter of
record in the permanent plant recora system at Comanche
Peax.

who issued this NCR?
I d4id.

was your name written on it as the issuing

A I believe the name on tne issuing party is
T. sranat and C. C. Ranaall.If not, it is cne or the

other. We conguctec a joint investigation of Mr.

Atchison's concern,

Q I am well aware that some of these issues have
been more than thoroughly examined by the Board and other
parties, but nevertheless we need to GO0 over them one more

time for a separate investigation.

A It would be nice if we could get everyoogdy
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together.

(Laugnter.)

¢ At the time that you first became aware of

trnis drawing, 1 presume the drawing was made by Aicniscon?

A I was told tne drawing was made by Atchison,
Q Did he shcw you the drawing himself? '
A NO.

Q rnow dié you come into possession oI tnis?

A lt was brougnt to me by either Randy Smitn or

Mike Foote,

Q Lid they represent 1t as having been John or
this 1ssue identified by Atcnison?

A Yes, tnat is correct.

Q And dic you ever have any communication wi%th

Atchison about this?

s Directly?

Q Yes.,

A No,

Q Dia you nave any tihrough your subordinates?
A yes,

Q who?

A I don't know that my subordinates ever

discussed it witn Atchison. 1 know they tolec me they d1d

1 have no reason to doubt them. When 1 received tne

drawing, I went with Randy Smith and Mike Focte to the
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Fressurizer tank roos, the 822 or 83z, wnatever it i
reactor building, Unit No. 1, to look at the gescriced
welding anomalies, for lack of a better term,

Due to the way that Mr. Atcnison, cr winoever
nac prepared the sketch, it looked like Mr. Atchison's
nandwriting quite frankly, I was locoking £o£ a piece about
13 or l4-foot long. Tne way he had drawn tne sketch was
very confusing as it turned out even to the Chairman of
tne ASLB.

Wwe located a foreman, a oeneral foreman wno
was familiar with Mr, Atchison's concerns and he poirited
me to the areaz of his concerns. At the time tnere was only
cne saiety pelt amongst the tinree of us. I went up and
looked at the concerns, whicn were iargely porosity, andg,
as I recall, one linear indication. I went up anc lcokea
at the area, came hack down and tolc Ranly Smitn ania Mike
Foote that the porocity that Atchison had ncted was
acceptaple. The linear indication thas he nac idertifies
©n this one-page sketch that I had I pellievea was a crack
in the paint and not any linear indication on the weid and
also made an opservation that a weld some distance away,
wnich was a Brown ané Root weld, and by some distance I
will say three feet, had just been PT'4. The craft foreman
or general for=man, whoever it was tha: was with us had

ccmplained about the amount of surface Sreparaticn
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requirec. It ~as readily agparent, as the welc lcoxesd lixe
it nac¢ been polishea to a mirror finish, ané I menticned
also to kr. Focote ané Mr. Smith at that time that it
appearsc Mr. ALChisSOn was reguiring an excCessive amount OF

surface preparation prior to performing the liguid

peuetration,

MR. GRIFFIN: Okay. Coulé we go off the record
Just for a moment.

(Discussion off the record.)

(5hort recess.)

MR. GRIFFIN: Let's go back on the record.

BY MR. GRIFFIN:

c 1 may have already asked you this, Tom, but

was 1t your understandinj or aid you hear from tnirsz
parties that Darlene Stiner had found thies NCR tnat

realated to tihls pressurizer tanks in Unit 17

LN That was the story that I heard.
G Do you nave any personal Knowlecge of that?
A i den't have any idea where Darlene Stiner

lives and she purportedly found it at her house. The
answer to tne guestion is no.

Q It was not found on site nr 1t was nct locates
on ===

A The story I heard was she found it at home. As

a matter of ract, she even told me that, that Mrs. Ell:s
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2% come to he:r house anc said tnat, ané I nave forgotten
new it was explained now Mrs. Ellis even knew she had it,
out Mrs. Ellis came and claimed that tnat was Mr.
Atcnison's property and came to retrieve it rrom Darlene.

0 You indicated that one cf vour subordinates
went back to Atchison and gave him was it your reply to
the conditions you found as relates to these vendor welds?

b Ahat 1 was told was, anc keep in mind we are
talxing a year and a half ago, by either Mike Foote or
Ranay Smitn, that tney haa gone pack and told Atchison
essentially that I didn't have a problem with the porosity
and 1f ne still concern over tne linear indicaction, to
have tne paint removed. Mr. A.chison cnose not to have tne
paint removed, as was evidenced by me personally wnen 1
went to reinspect the welas. Wwhen I became aware of the
craft NCR later during the summer of 1982, tne paint was
still intacst.

2 Cid you give Foote or Smith, whichever cne of
these two supervisors who went back to Atcnison, cic you
give them any instructions beyona Just your opinion on tne
state of tnese welds?

A when I came down off the scaffolding or wall,
or ccmoination therecf, they were both standéinz? or leaning
against the vertical leg of the scaffoldaing, and xeep in

@ind this is a very small room we are talking apout,
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Prcoanly ne.i tne size of the room we are in wiin & tank
in it, quite close guarters, so we were in ciose proximicy

to one another, ana I just looked at them, a=c =

O

the bpest
cf my reccllection my statement was you guys nave got a
proolem with Atchison. In my cpinion, he doesn't xnow wnat
he 13 doing. He oobviously aces not understand the reject
criteria. 1 also mentioned the polishing of the welas.
Possibly in retrospect Ranay 3mith didn't understand whas
1 was saying at the time as far as my statement that I aid
have a problem with Atcnison. Mike Foote knew me well

enough by that time to knew that I was telling him ney, we

ba
i

eeced to look at 1t. I cirdn't say gc yee therefore and
speak to Charles., 1 just said tc tell him ta-3a, ta-da,
ta-qa.

Q Did you later learn of what Atchison was tole?
Diec you get any feeubacx as what he had been in tolé ani
in what manner?

A It 1s a matter of recorda, to the best of wy
reccllection in the Departiment of Labor nearing and the
ASLB hearing tnat Atchison was tcld tnat if ne had further
concerns with that weld on that whip restraint to nave the
crait remove the paint,

Q Do you have any perscnal knowleace of anyboay
intimicdating or attempting to intimicate Atchison to Le

not so tnorough 1a his inspections as a resul: of this
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A That Question implies that Atchison was

tacrougn, I cculen't disagree with the statement more.
ATCniscn was never thorougn in is inspections. Atchiscn
coula not realize that a weld could have anqmalies in it
and still be acceptable in accordance with the code.
So if your guestion, and I will attempt to

repanrase what you are trying to get at, was that did
anypboay ever tell Atchison to slack cff and cut the craft
some slack, no.

] Okay. Let's move on to another instance. Do
you recall an incident in Unit 1 in which an NCR was
written on hilty bolt failure during nydrotorgueing? LCo

you recall that NCR?

A Yes, 1 Go.

G Did you review that NCR?

A 1 ceg your parcon. No, I don't. I recall an
incident on =- hilty bolts, to the bes: of my knowledge,

were never torqued with a hydrotorgue. The issue that was
raised 2y Mr. Atchison was the A-480 polts failing durinag

torqueinyg with a hydrotorque, not hilti bolts.

Q Did you review this NCR?
A Prior to issuance?

Q No, after it was issued.
A Yes,
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Q Cid ycu give Atz..:cn any instructions as
related to nis NCR?

A 1 don't ever rememoper glscussing the ATK wizin
Atcnison,

9] Did you aiscuss it with some of your

subordinates who then discussed it witn Atchison?

A The answer to the f{irst part of the guestion
is yes, 1 daic discuss it with my suborcinates because at
the time we Jidn't know wnat the problem was. The rirest
two people that 1 remember discussing it witn were Bill
hartshorn and Mike Foote. Mike Foote I know discussed this
witn Atchison. Mike was intimately involved in tne
establishment of torque values for A-4%0 bolts subseguent
to the problem and was also responsible for making tne
ogservation that Atchison Gidn't know how to read -he
nydrotorgue which was in our best estimation today the
reason the boits were failing.

There are four individual scales on the neaad
of the nydrotorgue corresponaing to a series of mechanican
advantages and hydraulic advantages, depending on size of
the head. Excuse me, there is a scale on the meter of the
hydrotorque, and depending on what size head you use,
there are four scales. It is called T-1 througn T-4.
Atchison was unaware of the fact that eacn particuliar

scale corresponded to a particular size head. S5 it is
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SAKLOWn Ly me€ Or anybcdy, other tnan possioly Atchisen,
what scale ne was really using on tne hydroctorgue when the
oolts faiied,

G Do you know what instructions Foote may nave
given Atcnison related to this?

A Foote instructea Mr. Atchison on the proper
use of the hyarotorgue.

Q Do you know if Mr., Foote tnreatenec or
intimicated or attenpted to get Mr. Atchison to be less
thorough?

A Certainly, I do know, and the answer is
cerctainly not, because at the time we went through an
extensive -- we tested the bolts that failed. We ran tests
to establisn torgue values for the A-490 polts, which at
the time took, I won't say a consideraole amount of
effort, but took some efiort. We were interested in really
why the bolts failec and not in the fact that Atchison or
anykcdy else had identified the proolem,

Q were these tests conducted by representatives
from Chicago Eridge and Iron?

A NO.

Q Do you know of any testing on these polts by
Chicageo Briuge and Iron that resulted in bolts failure?

A NC.

o Has the issue of tnece bolts beer rezoclvei?
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A Yes, it has, botn on site ang ocih »: zhe
satisfaction of your resident inspector.

2 Let's move on to another .ssue. D¢ ycu recall
an incident in February 1%6z wnen Atchison reiused to sign

Ofr on design changes on westinghouse whip restraints

without plueprints wnich éid not contain Westinghouse
headquarters approval?

A I am aware of the cnarge by Atchison. we were
not, the best of my recollection, ever able to come to
grips with exactly wnat he was talking about. The people
ne alleged made the changes, we went back anc reviewecd
mény instances and the changes nad all occurred wish
wWestinghouse concurrence. It was possibly not formal on
anything that was issued to Mr. Atchison indication that
westinghouse Pittsocuryh had reviewed it, but in all cases
the wnestingnouse site representative had approved the
cnange, who is responsible for maintaining continuity with
the westingnouse design process in Pittsburgn.

Q Are you aware cf any threats of aarm or bocéiiy
injury made to Atcnison made by a millwright lead over
tnis i1ncigent?

A No, absolutely not.

(]

YOu never nearc of any such incident at all?

No.

o >

Lia you yourself tell Atchisen during your
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Gi5CussSion witih him On tnis incicent back cif cr I wiil

fire you?

A Mr. Atchison ana 1 never discussed that
incicent by Mr. Atcnison's own admission. In the August
1982 Department of Labor hearings Mr. Atchison and 1,
cther than casual conversation passing in the hall and in
tne field only had two occasions to ever speak to one
another. 1 don't remember off the top of my head what
tncse two occasions were. Excuse me, only had two
occasions to speak to one another while he worked for me.

Q Do you know if anybody tola Atchison to back
off on this 1ssue or that he would be firgé?

A No, I don't., I have no reason to believe that
1t even occurread,

Q Okay. Let's move on to another sudbject. Wnat
was your involvement in tine termination or Robert
Hamilton, Joe Krolak ana a fellow by the name of Sheldon?

A Sherman Sheldon. 1 was the decisicn-maker
together witn Goraon Purdy wno was their administrative
supervisor.

Q So the facts were presented to you and you
deciaed on the termination?

A Yes, sir.

Q AS relates to that incident, during the

incident had you heard of statements that were allegedly
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Fmade Dy a SUPerviLor Ly the name Of Bawkins 1n which
Aawkins ingicatea or related to other parties that tnis
particular inspection, anc 1 believe it is on a ring in
tne gome, was unsafe?

A I am not firsthand familiar with what
happened. I am familiar with the facts surrounding the
incigent, but it is not really a similar incident. The
1n&}}ent that you are referring to occurred in Uanit 1 as
Opposed to Unit 2, which was the incident which ] was
familiar with and was involvéd with. The incicent in Unit
4+ 1nvolved sume unsafe practices, for lack of a better
terin, invoived swinging essentially on a rope trom place
to place 106 feet above the ground floor, ana 1 would have
Lo concur witn Mr. Hawkins that that is unsafe.

Q So are you saying that if this is tne same
incident, it 1€ not the same inspection that these men
were reguired to perforin?

A Absolutely not. As a matter of fact, Mr,
Krolak, which is one of the two men, had been on the
rotating access platform rail as eariy as I believe two
days, but I will specify within a week prior and made no
mention of any unsafe practices. Before I made any
decision, 1 sent Mr. Harry williams and Mr. Mi<e Foote un

tOo the area, @darry williams was definitely afrai:d of

neights ana Harry nad no problem with walxing comgletely
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arounu the circumference of +ie containment. I cal.ec
Safety. Sam Hogart, who is the senior safety
representative, inaicated that ne nad inspected tne area
and it was sate, and Neil Britton, who at the time was the

protective coatings supervisor, had indicated to me that

he felt the area was safe,

Prior to dismissal tne gentlemen were tolg to
pertorm the inspection and not once, 1 might ade, dia any
©f tnem claim that they were afraid of heignts. Had anyone
come anc saia, Tom, I am just absolutely scared to death
0 GO up there, I would have evaiuated the situaticn much
difierently than 1 dig.

Q what did they give as their reasoning?

A They just said it w~as unsafe and we ain't
going. As recently, or ;s late I guess is a better way to
put it, as Mr, sritton going out and getting the three
inaiviaguals and coming into my office at my airection
early the atfternoon that they left, Mr. Britton sa.ag,
Guys, you are making a mistake. Brandt is seriocus.
Hamilton lauchea and said Brandt 1is bluffing. I cid not
Know tnat at the time, but in retrospect it even confirms
my decision of what really was the motive.

Q well, what was the motive?

A In my opinion, it was an effort to call i:t. It

was a cower play and an effort at mutiny, and the fa-=-
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tnat they triec to implicate kouston Gunrh in the issue.

houston Gunn has worked in the fab Sncp on a concrete

ticor as long as 1 nave been here and he is still wWOorsKinec
in tne fab snop on a concrete floor and nas never Leen
assigned to the area. They also attempted to implicate Joe
Fazi in the issue who at the time was assigned to night
shift ana who on tne very night that Mr. Hamiltcon was
Gismissed went up ana performed inspections on tne
rotating access platform rail.

Q But to what end?

A Bob damilton calied Houston Gunnu anc said come
on, we have got to g¢ to Branut's office. Wwe are getting
firec for not walking the rail. 1 had never reguestec
Houston Gunn to walk the rail.

Q 1 am asking you, Tom, wnat is your

uncerstanaing of the reascn they dian't want to 6o i:?

A I think it was an effort at mutiav.

Q To wnat ena?

A To what end?

Q Yes,

A To show me that they were going to do what

they wanted to do, that they would decide what was safe
ana unsafe., . I mean it is hard for me to believe that
someone probably in his early 40's, as Mr. Krolak was,

coula have routinely performed the inspection cn the rail
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andé for nc c::uations to have cnangeé, anu al. of the
suaden cone cay decide that walxing the rail was unsafe.

Q Dc you know of any ctaer ractors or concerns
that tne tnree gentlmen had tha: woulc nave brougnt an
inciuent like tnis to a head, or tha: woula acd support to
why this occurred at this time?

S I don't understana the guestion,

Q well, let me apprcach it from 1 different way.
Do you beliesve that these three people legitimately

believead that this was an unsafe inspection?

A I think I just answereé that., It is incrediole

e

¢r me to believe that a guy had been up trere rcoutinely
in exactly the same condition, ang just one day wcke up in
a new worla and deciced it was unsafe.

Q Okay. Wwell, tnen let me go back to tn;
Question I asked before. Are there any other circumstances

Or events ur tnings that were going on ---

& HOt to my knowledcge.
Q They just hit you witn this cold?
A One morning they deciaed they weren't

performing the inspection,

Q And you don't know why ===
A I nave no idea.
Q === other tnan just you feel lixe it may hava

been a mutiny?
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A 1 nave no i1cea, As ¢ matter of fact, 1 even
looked into any extenuating circumstances and was unacle
O aiscern any. 1 specifically asxea the guestion ¢id the
ccncitions on the rail 1itself change ana, you xncw, for
some reason had the craft spilled some grease on the r{il
to maxe 1t slick where tney would feel unsafe. I have a
memo in file from Mr. Britton saying that tne rail was
clean, no cebris, no obstructions, a safety line within
hand's reach and no grease.

v During the process of their termination did

they otfer you any other explanation other than it was

unsate? 2
A Absclutely not,
Q Pricr to the time these men were terminated,

would you characterize their performance as inspectors as
aaequate?

A Sherman Shelden nac not been employed long
enough for me to make a decision one way or the ctner. Joe
Krolak was no ball of fire and had trouble properly
preparing documentation and seemed to have a little
problem understanding the changes we had made in the
program in November of 1981 as a result of a notice of
violation received from Region IV in order to properly
document the inspections which they were performing. Bob

hami)ton had been the coatings lead inspectsr for orobably
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years ana was directly responsicle fer non-impleaentation
of the program which resulted in a notice of viclation. So
1 nad a hard time pelieving that I would recommenc nim
very highly.

Q Are you familar witn who they were ratea by
tne performance appraisals prior to their termination?

| A NO. It was never any concern of mine.

Q Cia ycu ever finda out througn this incident if
they had naa satisfactory appraisals?

A 1 never looked. To me it was a clear-cut case
of insuboruination,.

> Did anybody g.ve you any instructions or
influence you 1n your decision to terminate these pecople?

A To be guite honest about it, I don't even
remember asxking anybody. I remember calling Gordon Purdy,
as they were all three Brown ana Root employees, to my
office ana I said, Gordon, 1 have a problem with tnree cf
your people. He asxed me what it was ang 7 explained the
Situation fully to nim. we sat all three of them down in
the presence of Neil Britton and Harry williams, Gordon
Purdy ana myself discussed the situation with them and
asked them if they had anything further to add. They hasa
none, and I said well, guys, this is the last chance. You
either neea to go and perform tne inspections or I don't

need you, Trey all three chose to 30 to the gatse,
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he Zi.i€0 out, 1 won't cal. 1t a colnseling
forin because 1t really wasn't counseling, but a

description of tne inciadent indicating the recormendesd
course of action was to be termination which Goréon Purcy
ana mycelf co-signed. g

Q Prior to your terminating these feliows, was
Tolson involved in or aware of wnat was going cn?

A As 1 just stated, I con't rememier asking
anyjone or involving anyone else. I mignt have tola Tclson,
but I can't really speculate on whether I did or not.

? How about Mr., Chapman or Mr. Clements, where
they aware of this incident at all as it seveloged?

A Definitely not, not from me anyway.

o} Okay. I want to switcn subjects again. Do you
recall an incident involving Darlene Stiner anz a 2C
trainee in wnich the trainee was using large awounts of
liguid penetrant during a training exsrcise? Do ycu recall
this incident?

A No, not from that description anyway.

Q Large amounts of liquié penetrant on a wall

apparently applied without knowledge of the normal means

of performing that,
A NO.

Q Did you ever instruct Darlene Stiner to

pertorm plug welds?
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A Dar.iene Stiner never welded while ] supervised
her. The answer to your question is no.

Q Did you ever instruct her to accept plug welas
performeac oy other people?

A I don't ever remember instructing her to.
nowever, such is a said practice, not to cccepg, but to
inspect plug welds would have part of her normal course of
auties,

Q Are plug welas, and I am asking because 1
don't know, are plug welds an acceptable means of welcing
according to site procegures?

A The term plug wela is misleacing, as I nave
testiried at some length on at the ASLB proceeain3gs. Tne
term plug we 1, if 1 can draw a picture for you, as
deiined by both ASME and AWS, would be performed oy
arilling a hoie through this piece of material,
essentially welding to tnis piece of material at that
iocation and only tnat location. By doing such ycu woulg
be transmitting any kind of shear force applied there to
that member,

What Darlene Stiner has historically been
concerned with in her plug weld story, for lack of a
better term, has been the repair of a misdrilled bcl: hole
in a sinzle piece of material which AwS clearly defines as

fillet welding a hole.

TAYLOE ASSOCIATES
1625 | STREET, N.W. = SUITE 1004
WASHINGTON, DC. 20006
(202) 293-3950




42
Q S0 in your opinion a piuz welc 1s not tne

proper term?

A That 1s right, My testimeny 1n the ASLS
proceeding uses tne term plug weld, pbut it is italics.

Q Tom, you werc'called on another instance
involving Dariene Stiner regarding vendor welas on some
large doors tnat she had written an NCR on.

2 No, nct any involvement that Darlene Stiner
hag with any large doors. There have been NCR's on large
doors, but not that Darlene Stiner and I ever had any
discussion or anything on. As a matter of fact, 1 was
Unaware that sne was even [nvolved with the missile doors.

Q Could you tell me what the NRC's that you are
familiar with, wnhat they involve?

A Tnere are some NCK's involving venaor welding

made by Overly Manufacturing Company which were

suvsequently repaired.

Q Because the welas were found to be
unsatisfactory?

A Right, when they wer: received on site.

Q And NCR's were written and they were

dispositionded?
n Tne vendor told Overly tc come in and repair

the welds.,

Q And all these NRC's, have they been
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dispositionea and closed?

A 1 won't say tney have been closed. They have
all been dispositioned, to the pest of my Knowledge,

o} And you have alregdy stated that you é14 no:
recall Darlene Stiner's involvement regarding these_vepdor
welds. Do you recall ever instructing Darléne Stiner to
ouy off on large aoorz in spite of her concerns of vendor
welds?

A 0, 1 definitely dic not do that,.

2 Dia you yourself inspect these welds once tnis
issue was brougnt to your attention, not necessarily as
relates to Darlene Stiner, but just to ===

I Frovided that we can make that clarification
that your question appears to make the assumption anyway
that we are talking about the same doocrs or same welas, 1
nave reason to believe tnat 1S not tne case because I
think the particular issue that I am talking abcut was
igdentifiea anu resolved after Darlene Stiner left the
site,

Mayoe I can make a generic statement. I nave
never instructed anybody to accept anything they were
uncomfortable with accepting. I nave on occasion disagreed
with inspectors, in which case as a Level Ill certifiea in
accoraance witn ANSI N=45 2.6, I signed off approval on

the IR as the Level IIl examiner. It nas happened on two
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case€s that I can rcmemonr, One with an i1nspector namec

-

Mike Rnodes on a piece of structural steel that was in the
warehouse, and the other incident that I dastinctly
reinenber was with Dan Hanke in an iacident in tne paint

laycown yarc on some whip restraints, and by inference 1

essentially did the same with Mr. Atchison's concerns on
porosity that he identified in this 6§22 pressurizer tank
room incident, I have never asked any inspector to sign
something they were uncomfortable with.

Q Do you recall ever having a conversation with
Darlene Stiner in which you tolac her to confine ner
inspections to tnose that she nad been assigned and not to
report deficiencies or to examine areas otner than those
she naa been assigned?

A There was a period of time that we had
problems with inspectors just wandering about looking at
what they perceived were randor. issues. I can't say beyona
a snadow of doubt i1n my mind that I didn't tell Darlene
that sne was assigned to, for example, classified pipe
Supports and sne dian't need to be looking at ASME class
one, twc and three piping. That is possiple that I might
have told her that, in which case if I had told her that,
as 1 said, I never told anybody if they had a genuine
concern about something to not bring it to lignt. I have

encouraged it in several issues.
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Q Cid yoJ ever hear ¥r. Teclson tell Dariene
Stiner to coniine ne:r inspections t> tnose snhne was
assigoned?

A NOot tnat I recall. 1 on.iy recaili Mr. Toison

ana 1 ever talking jeintly witn Darlene Stiner

Q ) tnat prings tC cur next

supject. You - for, would it ve falr te term it

a counseiing

taligeqd te
Tne first
and I am %alking
I don't remempcer time seguence

tnat well cecause it was never any big deal as far as I

N
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aign’t think that 1t was in her LDest nheal:n i1nterests to
centinye wurking as an insgecior anu we just wanted ner tc
ce aware oL what ner options were as far as leave ot
acsence,

It might have ceen in the same eeting or it
migat have been 1a a suoseguent .neeting tha; we brought
Mr. Ray Yockey, wnc is Brown and R=et's perscnnel manager
©n site into the discussion to implici:ly describe to her
what hier options were &s far as a leave of absence.

Q2 Do you know how many sucn meetings tnat she
nad with Tolson over the COUrse Of ===

“ I can't sgeak for Tolson. 1 can speak Zcc
meetings that I was involved wi:in Nr, Telsen and Darlene
and, as I said, it might have been the same meeting or i:
might have been twec meetings. I don't really xnow.

Q Are you aware Of her attencing other meetinjs
on tinls same subject, more specirically beinz callieu to
Tolson's oftice?

A The meetings tnat I am describing tooxk place
in Tolson's cftice,

Q 1 am talking abcout ctaer meetings. Are you
aware oI otner meetings?

A I believe, ana once again I would have to

check tne recoruas to be sure, I believe Dariene was a

person that we were concernec witn due ts our commitment
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9 Reg Guilde l1l.3v as of Feoruary zlst or 25tn, l%bs. It
enaorsed and requirad tne adoption of ANSI N-45 2.6 as far
as certification of inspection personnel ana aaded taat in
aguition to a.l tucse reguirements tne Commission was
reguirinyg that any inspector be a nhign school graguate or
a recipient 2f a GED.

To tne opest of my recolilection, Dariene was
cne c{ tne personnel who had been hers prior to February
'v¢ ana nay been certifieu when that reguirement dia not
apply, ana I pelieve Rocn and I sat uown and eaglainec teo
ner that in order to Continue wWCrK sne Woula nave to go
ccta.a 4 GED tcrcounly witn the reg guide,

> D13 tnese meetings tnat you attended in

Toliscn'

n

oftice wizn Dariene Stiner that relatea tc ner
~

not naviag a nign

écnocl ecucacicn cone about follecwins ner appearance
before that ASLE boara?

“ 1 aa not sure of cates, anéd 1 want to say in
Eotn cases no. Definistely in tihe education case the anwver
is no, It was siernilicantly prior to that., 1n either case,
ner appearance nau no effect on ocur discussion.

> During these meetings, tne one or twe that ysu
ttended in Tolsecn's ozfxce—czd

you or Tolson ma<e any recommendations to Darlene sStiner

regarding her ewmployment?
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A It apoears to be a leacin3y guestion. 1 con't
really know wnat you are after. I have explainec to you
tnat we even went to the extreme of Cal.iinly in tne Brown
and Root personnel manajer to explain td her what Srown
anJd RoOoOtL's courporate policsy was as lar as leave of

aovseince,

well, I mean Jo you call everyoccy in ané

L

A She haa maue statements t2 ner peer: that sae

reaily couidn't 90 her joc any lonser zZue ts the pavsical
J b

Rt T - o Y L 2 Y~ p— 2 » ~ 4 LA =5
moveu herl OJt 2L theé J1lels tC the a0 shop and nouses ner

in a tuillding rignht outsiae the fa

()
v
>
O
O
3
4]
<
U
o
O
s _
"
(1
be |

yarus a~ay {rom =he fapo shop which, as Zar as I an

ccncerueu lOOKING in retrospect, we prowvacsliy treates her

everyvody that 3o

eregnant, 70 me 4. yOU are an i1nspecto

~

you are e«.ecrec to oe able tc ¢climo anu 30 up ané aown
S5talrls anu DV Ner Owl AQmMlission she covlian't uo sLCn.,
A8 Kept aer
tC the extent of even proviéing
transportation Ior ner to and from the guard ygate because
sue comgp.ained Of physical tnreats and was concernec about

her well deing.
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v mas tals 1I.10wlng tne ASLE hearings?

A This was roilowing the hearings. I won't say
prysical tnreat. Please strige that. I* was harassmen: 1
think was tahe actual complaint in the event tnat {rom tne
guard gate where she would nave to have entered to her
place of work which was probably 3/d8tns of a mile. we
arranged to have her park in the 2-C parxing lot ané the
Erown anu Root administrative assistant was sent every
morning in a car and picked her up in the 2-C parking lot
anu aeliverea her to ner Goor of her office and returned
in the afternoon, picked ner up at ner office and
delivered her to the 2-C parking lot., I gon't know what
more we could have done for her.

Q I am just trying to explore what ---

h 1 understand what you are trying. The only
thing I could nave done any more was to sit and hold ner
nand ior eight hours a day.

G All 1 want to do is recount the facts as they
occurred, including the ones that you just saiag,.

A I understand.

Q During the two counseling sessicns, the one or
two that you were involved in witn Tolson and Darlene
Stiner, did eitner one of you, you or Tolson, recommend
tnat she end her emp'oyment as a QC inspector?

B Keep in mind that we are talxinz a year ana a
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né.: agc. I want to say a year anrd a nhalf agc. I: seems
that way. It seems like it was the first part of last
summer, tae summer of 'wg., 1t is poscsible that we
encouraged her to taxe a leave of abseace pecause that is
really what 1 felt she shoula do. It is hard for me to
justify even to myself in fairness to other inspectors to
have one inspector that is being treated tne way sne was
tS the extent of rather than having to walk wha: we call
tne cattle shoot here whicn leacs from the cra:st parxing
lot whicn QC parks on, which is a mass of humanity moving
down to tne gate on an lé-foot wide sidewalx essentially,
walking probaoly oh, a guarter to thyee-cignths ¢i a mile
even to get in the site and tnen walking to your oifice on
the site. When you have got 400-plus people doing that ane
one person being escorted from a privilegec parkirg area
to her goor and back working in an area that is roughly
ten yaras from her work area doing nco climbing, doing no
stair climbing, and doing a minimal number of inspections,
it is in my opinion not teally fair to the people that are
out working in 100-plus degree heat climbing up ané down
scaffolding in the daily construction activities.

Q Was the decision mace to do all these things
for her based on her appearance before the Board?
A Absolutely not, The original confrontation

with Darlene Stiner was before she ever appearea,
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[» I an asxing you did you uoc all theze nice

A

appedared pefore tne Eoara? What was the thinkins vehind
ail tnis?
A As ridiculous as 1% may seem, it cercaialy dic

to me, the intervenor filea rfor a protective action, filied

& reguest witn tne Chairman of tne ASLB

Lol

C

s ]

a proiective

or 3¢

"

on Darlene Stiner. EBasez on tine f{act tnat I nad
moved her twice i1n three cays, tne intervenor alleged tnat
this wasg narassment wnén in iact I nad movedu aer {rom an
area 1a wnicn sae was nouses wizn 17 or ls ctnher

inNs2ectors grovakly close o a hal:f a mile {rom ner work

)

ar<a t0 afN area which was less than 10 yards from he:r wers
area,

AT thls point 1t was the consiaered opinion of
cctn myselr and tne appiicanc's management that in oruer
not to marke more of an i1ssue out Oof 1t than it nac alreaay
become, we woula proviae any anc all metnodés of making her

JO0 as easy as poszitle for is. Stiner as coulé possioly

A I don't know.

> AS a superviscr, have you haa to geal wish

tai1s groclem before with pregnant women in these demanding
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A I have never seen councessions made on seven

ruclear power facilities similar to the concessions made
L9 Me. 3tiner. 1 have never seen concessions even close to
tne cocncessicns we mage for Ms. Stiner.

o} CC you Know what site policy is-or what Brown

anc Root policy 1is

A I nave noc igea. Site policy 1s you iay only
Weriroris you jco as lsong as you ar2 physically capavle of
~eriorming your 3Jjou.

2 §o all this attention paic to MS. Stiner was
sgecial and unusual?

“ 1 woula say highly, I oy attention you mean
tne f£act that we were virtually catering to her every whim
and fancy, yes, I woula say that is unusual, I woulé say
tnat 18 extremely unusual i1n tne construction industry.

2 In general .ere the concerns that Mg, Stiner

raised percre the AsSLe valid, in vour oginien?

A Tha. seems tO> Le a Snerman williame type of
Juestion.

C aeil, 1 am asking for yecur opinion,

e It 1s nard for me te even remember what

concerns belonsed to who in the ASLE hearing.

Q How about tne ones that I have recounted

o
O

you here toaay, the ones that you recalled?
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might aud taat they were part of tne in:-r.ction after
Rev. 4 in 1961, if by tnz NCR you mean non-conformance

report. It 1t a paper that says ---

Q 16.0 anc the QI's?
A Yes. )
9 When a decision was made on site nere to gct

tc tne IR program, were not NCR's drogped from the
instrucctions, the quality instructions?

MR. WATKInNS: Can you be a little mcre
gspecific?

MR. GRIFFIN: I think he unaerstands tne
gquestion, 4

ThHE WITNESS: I understand the question ana I
am going to clarify it for him, if that is permissidle,

MK. GRIFFIin: Sure.

TEE wITNESS: Let's go all the way back o
Appendix B. 10 CFR 50 Appendix E uoes not ever imention the
teri non-conformance report, It says in one of its 16
criteria tnat non-conforming conditions must be properly
identified and controlled., Whether you identify sucn on a
piece of paper called a non-conformance report, a piece of
paper called a deficiency report =---

BY MR. GRIFFIN:

0 Okay, Tom, if you will let me breax in on you

a minute. What you are going to tell me I already know. I
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nave hac tne aavantage of gocing back and looking at the

nistorical file for the revisions and the Ql's relatec to

coatings for varicus things like steel. In my review I was

dble to determine tnat Rev. 4, wnich was October o©f 19&.,
you all went to an IR program. g

A Rev. 4 of the coatings procedure went to an
IR as oprosea to probably nine to ten other little sheets
cf paper they called cneck lists and mixing foras,
datching forms, final inspection forms, which our
inspection force from 1979 to 1961 nandled to marvelously
we got a severity level 4 1 believe notice of violation
over the subject,

All of the coatings procedures were rewri-ten

tO put them 1n tne inspection report format as opposea to

check lists,

Q Okay. Accoraing tec my review of tie nistorical

file, wnen you all went to tne IR program, 16.0 was
arcpped from the Ql's for a geriod of time.

A It might have been dropped from the QI's, but
I can show you literally hunareds of NCR's that have been
written on cocatings post-1981.

Q But they were not contained in the procedure,
I am telling you that. 1Is that ccnsistent with your
memory?

A NO.,
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scneme as part ©of a routine inspecticn. I don't know .-

-

that mucdied tne issue, but that is essentially the way I
recall it,

Q SO as to wnhy 16.0 was dropped, it woulé nhave
been an oversight? X

A It was just not included. The pregram was, 1
mean it wasn't simplel I mean if you look at the scope of
tne revision between Rev. 3 and Rev. 4, and taking yecur
word for the fact tnat Rev., 4 was written in Octoper 'ol,
because that is about the time that it was changed, andg
assuming that Rev. 4 is tne rewrite of the program which
occurred at that time, which I am not sure e, 1t wasn't
intentional at that time to leave it out. I* was the
complete rewrite of the program and the fact that it
dian't say hey, if you encounter non-cornforming conéitions
igentify it on a form we call an NCR in accordance wisn
16.0, it wasn't intentional. .There was no pnilosophy
behina tnat event,

Q Ang you say inspectors continued to write

NCR's following tnat date?

A Yes, sir.

Q And did you continue to assign numbers to
them?

A wnenever asxad, we have always given an NCR

number to anybody. I know of noc incident when anybody was

TAYLOE ASSOCIATES
1625 | STREET, N.W. = SUITE 1004

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20008
{202) 293-3950

——— e —— . et s o —— . o




L)

S5b

refusec an NCR numoer.

-

W

And you were the reviewer of all NCR's that

came tnrougn?

A
Q
A
Q
A
Q
NCR's?
A
Q
A
Q
hau tne
A
9]
octooer
part of

NOo.
Who was? Wno would nave been for coatings?

In 19817
Yes.
Probably Harry wWilliams.

Did Harry williams have tne authority to void

Yes, he did.
Dic this continue to be the case?
Yes, it aiaq.

As long as Mr. williams was employec ners, he

authority to voia?

8d .

Yes A
I am going to drop back in time priocr to

During tne perioa in 1lYEU and 'ei, tne early

'olL tnere appears to nave been about a l4-month

gap in the writing of RCR's. I am telling you this. Aare

you aware of this? Are you familiar with this?

A

Only multihanded. 1I mean not even

secondnanded.

Q

n

You have hearé that?

I have hearé that.
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Q OO0 YOUu KnOw OI any ex:.arnation for a lé-montn
gap?
A No. 1 never even locked at a possible

expiapation tor 1ict,

Q Ana you never heard anybocy voice an
explanation?
A I have never heard anybocdy really ask the

question until just recently.
Q Lo you know of anybouy during l¥80 or the
early part of 'sl tnat told the inspectors tney coulc nct

write NCR's?

A N . ¥

Q You indicated earlier that following Rev, 4 in
Octooer of 'wl there were many NCR's written.

A That is my personal opservation. I migcht say

for tne recora taat prior to September 19&C I was not even
at Comancne PeaK. 1 had very limited exposure to tre
coatings program prior to Octooer or November 198l. so
wnat went on was more job talk or hearsay rather than kina
of personal involivement.

2 Prior to Rev, 4, the QI's referred te final
‘cceptance, but the in process concept as relates to IR's
does not relate tc final acceptance; is that right?

“ I aen't understand tnat.

2 Frior to Rev. 4 inspections were considered
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relate to coatin: inspections refererced the £f1ina

1
-

acceptance.

A Rigrt, wnich is wnat I just answere¢ stating
the the inspectors were waiting for this day to come with
all these records still what they considered in process
waliting to do this final inspection, which is now we got
the records as screwed up as they were,

Q S0 tne fact that prior Rev. 4 it stated that
it was final acceptance, the in Process concept was
already in place anu in use?

A Yes -

o Okay. Once the inspection report was put in
use, how were IK's used for deficiencies identified whicn
were not part of assigned inspections?

A I don't understand the guestion.

Q If an inspector indentified a deficiency that
was not part of tneir assigned inspection, now &ig they

report tncse deficiencies?

A At what point in time?

Q when they identified thnem.

A NOo, the time frame.

Q Tnis would have been from Rev. 4 thrcugh Rev,

15, which I believe is October of tnis year.
A There is more than one answer to the guestion,

if I can explain just briefly.
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Q sure.
A As 1 started on the dissertaticn & minute agc

and 1 cut oif that it makes no difference, %o mee: ooth
regulatory ana Zederal law reguirements wna:t you igentify
discrepant or deficient conciticns on, what you call that
piece of paper, or not even a piece of paper. We coula we
coulé, if we wunted, etch it in stone. You have got me at
a certain disadvantage because I don't nave the procedures
in front of me at this time.

c Now I am just asking you, Tom. This is really
pretty straigntforward.

A 1 understand. "If vou will let me finisn, 1
taink I will answer your guestion, HBrooks. For a long time
they were writing NCR's in answer to your question. For
some reason, propaply more on this site than many I have
been on, tne NCR cycle seems to get pogged acwn in raper
and just doesn't move as quickly. Given the same proclem,
you can reach tne same ends more guickly with other
dccuments than tne document we call a non-cenformance
report achieving essentially exactly the same degree of
quality and essentially the same involvement from the same
people.

Somewhere between tne period of

October/November '8l and present, we dgecided we coulé ao

it much more efficiently on an inspection repert. I
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Provaply am respensiole as anybody fcr initiating that
philosophy having received my supervisor, Mr. Tolson's

plessing on it before I ever did 1=. 1 started

it in the
classiiied pipe support area ang it proved to be very
successful as far as expediting the resolution of the
proolem, not in expediting the work necessarily, but as
far as 1aentifying the proolem and getting properly just a
corrective action cescribped, implermcented ana closed in a
mucn more expeditious fasnion than what we were acing with
a4 non-conformance report,

We expanded from the classified pipe supports
into other areas ana ultimately endaing up in coatings, ana
exactly what time that took I can't tell you. But the

process for identifying a discrepant condition is exactly

the same on the inspectocrs penalf, I mean looking throuagh

rw

the eyes of an inspector if he puts it down on an
inspection report or on a non-conformance report.

Q Okay. Now back to my guestion. If an inspector
identifies a deficiency tnat is not part of his assigned
inspection, wnat method under the IR program =---

He markxs it un-sat and describes the groblem,
Does he just get a blank IR?

Right,

And he puts the location and then puts =---

F O P O >

He puts the 1tem description, the loccatisn: ---
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(Pause due to te.<rrcne call interruztichn,)

MR. GRIFFIN: Let's go off the record.

(Short recess.)

(Tne pending question and partial answar were
reaq oy the reborter after the recess.)

ThE WITNESS: 1In addition to the item
description and the location, he describes what the
particular problem is ne has observed, makes the IR

un-sat, ootains an IR number for the IR an3 enters it into

the system.

BY MR. GRIFFIN:

Q How are un-csat!s on IR's trackea?

A By a log, a manual log similar to an NCR log.
Q Is this log a formal record?

A Yes.

Q Is it a permanent record or does it become a

permanent record?
A The term permanent record as defined by KCN=-45
2.9, 1 will have to say in my interpretation neither 2

non-confocrmance report loyg er an inspection report log are

permanent records.

Q wWho maintains this log?

A 2C themselves,

Q 2C who?

A Tnemselves. The clerk in eacnh varticular area
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responsizie. For example, the protective ccatings log

’
(u

cegins witnh tne numbers PC. The backfit that we have been

unaergeoing for a couple of years now is PCR. &ilti oolts

are IRMH.

Q well, the gist of my question is you nave a
formal system for tracking un-sat's on IR's?

A Right, procedurally described in CP/QF 15.0.

Q I had not read that, but it says now the log
will pe set up, how they will be tracked and how it wiill
pe reported when they are dispositioned. Does it acdress
that?

A It tells how an inspection report may oe
closea. 1In essence it provides disposition to the problem
that tne inspector reported.

Q Since the inception of IR's in the cocatings
procecures, <2id writing an NCR guarantee an inspector trip
tO your office?

A No, in no way.

Q In other words, you continued tc accept NCR's.

MR. WATKIn>: Excuse me, could you read the
guestion back, 1 just didn't hear it.

(The pending guestion was read by the
reporter,)

THE WITNESS: I might add that Appenaix B

reguires you to have a QA procram established that clearly
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defined now you operate. When an inspection gr.csuure
describes tnat any defiencies you find shall be reported
en an IR ana not on a non-conformance report and
inspectors insist on using non-conformance repor:s,

technically they are in violation of the procedurs. To

stretcn a point, a non-conformance report could be wrftten
on tnat inspector's behavior for failure to follow the
written proceaure. Of cocurse, that has never happened, but
NCR's are still written.

BY MR. GRIFFIN:

Q Ckay. As an extension though, since the
inception of the Ix program in that NCR's were drcpped
irom the guality instruction, cid you ever have occasion
to ccunsel inspectors who wrote NCR's since they were not
part 55 the procedure as to why they weren't using IR's in
accoruance with the procedur=?

A The surject has come up several times to me
personally. I was not there, and the only reason I
rememcer the date 1s I remember when I was in New York
City, on August lsth or 19th my supervisor, Mr. Tolson,
iiaa a meeting witn some paint inspectors explaining
philsopnically how the program was structured and why we
wanted them to use an IR.

Let me again empnasize this is seconcéhand

information. 1 was not there. After that one particular
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inspector tnat was involved 1n the meeting went ou: the
VEry next day and wrote a non-conformance report on the
same subject we had discussed in the meeting. Yet, he was
nct counseled for 1t, which in retrospect mignt nave peen
a mistake, X

Then a perioa of time later, and I don't
rememdber which day of the week, the same inspector wrote
anotner non-conformance report. His supervisor who was
Everett Mouser prought the non-conficrmance report to me
ana saia, Tom, I can't make Elliott understand wnat the
program i1s and wnat snoulda I do? 1 said explain again that
the procedure specifically aictactes tne use of an
inspection report, get Mr. Elliott to issue an inspection
report, reference tne inspection report on the
non=-contormance report and bring the ncon-conformance

report back to me and I will void it.

Q Is tnis October of this year that this
occurrea?
A It was August or September of this vear., I

Supsequent to tnat got in a discussion with another
inspecter by the name of Tom Miller who one day came to my
office to find out wno was responsitle for bringing him
back to day shift., He was guite acgitated over it and he
says I can't get anyboay to aamit obringinz me back to day

snift, and I saié well, you have come t> tne right place,

TAYLOE ASSOCIATES
1625 | STREET, N.W. ~ SUITE 1004

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006
(202) 293-3950

P ———




L)

66
pecause i1t was my decision to bring vou pack to cay shafte,
wnich he dicn't like any more. He said ne hac t> respect
to tne fact tnat I woulc at least admit i1- was my cecision
and we got 1nto a lengthy discussion about the use ©of IR's
versus NCR's, 2

Mr. Miller was going to expiain what Appendix
B saia to me so he perceived. after daiscusssing it at some
great length witn tnree procedure books in front of me
showing me how I was in violation of 1lu CFr 50 Appendix E
and my aemonstrating how ] wasn't, Mr., Miller said ne
finally understood. 1f you will give me just a seconé, I
can tell you wnen that occurred. It wae tne lasz part of
September, toc the best of my recollection. It was on
Septemper 28th as a matter of fact.

4e said he uncerstood. He said a iot of veople
were confused over the panilosopny of the issue and asxea
me to descrioce or present the same presentation oasically
that I had given him to the group, whicn I did at S
c'clock the next evening on tne 29th of September., I had
about a 3y to 45-minute philosophical discussion witn both
day shift and night shift coatings inspectors. I asked for
any question and any further concerns cn the NCR/IR issue
and there were none.

Q SO tae answer is no, that vou dian't nave

reason since the inception of our program up until these
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events tnat you relateda to counsel?
A well, tne only reason I exvlained tnat is 1
don't know what you mean by tne word "counsel."
Q well, I am just saying if there hac been 50

instances where people had come in who had written RCR's
and you had said we use an IR program and NCR's are no
longer included in reporting coatings deficiences =-=--

A To me it was more of a training sessicn than a
counseilng session.

Q But 1 am just saying if there had been 50
instances, tnat you woula probably have remembered tnese,

wculd you not? -

A On, yes.

Q And there were no such instances?

A Counseling sessions, no.

Q well, not formal counseling, but wnere you nad

te instruct your inspectors we have an IR gregram anc
MK'S are not ---

A To my recollection, I aadressed 1t once
previously prior to August/September of 'd3 as a group
which I tnought I provided an adeguate philosophical
discussion to the group, but due to the number of
inspectors that claimed they still misunderstood it or
dién't uncerstand and thought we were in violation of

Appendix B ---
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SR'8;

A

U

Eut since tne inception cf tne inspection

NC, otner tnan the incidents 1 descripe¢ ---

But these inspectors have continued to write

1s that right?

Not any more I hope. To me it is crystal clear

wrhat we want non-conformance reports for and what we

con't,

Q

1t 1s also my understanding that Rev. 1%

rlaced NCR's back into tne inspection instructions as

relacea

A

to failed; is tnat rignt?

Due to unacceptabple coatings uue to lcss of

adresion. That was a result of the Decemoer 2Yth grougp

me2%ing

which Fred Duninam, who was the night shift CC

ccatings leaa inspector, had expressed a concern on how we

weére goinjy to handle it because it wasn't procecurally

cescribed how to isolate the area.

“
A
Q
opposed

A

©

the NCR

A

what date was that again?
Se . tember 29th,.
in the IR program you use reject tags as
to nolc tags; is that correct?
For coatings, vyes,.
Maybe you were goinc to tell me this. Wny weas

reinstated?

I think I did just describpe that, the concern
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trnat Frec Dunham nau on iacx of a prcceaural ce:zinition on
' now to isclate tne area on wnich the failed adhesion |
3
occurrec,
3 . . :
(o} All right. Do you currentiy have a pclicy with
S ’ '
our inspectors that relates to inspections of items
6 : g .
outsidae those that they are assigned?
' A 1 con't know that there is a policy.
8 N " -
Q well, presently today are lnspectors alloweag
9
tC couduct inspections outside those that they are
10 ) -
assignea?
1] N
A Not on a routine basis. If they have a
12 . : 7 =
concern, in all.cascs their concern has been evaluated., 1:
13
we had 400 people out there doing wnat they wanted, 1I
14 2 13 S H
tnink even a causual observer woula have to admi: iz was i
15 . .
an unmanageable situation.
16 o el . ; 5wl " »
Q You 1indicated that over the period of the last
17 . . . . g
few years inspectors had continued to write NCR's even
18
tnougn you naa an IR program. when these NCR's were
19 4 e : :
written, cid these inspectors place hold tags on the items
20 " - i
they had icentified? |
2] : g - o
A Procedurally they were reguired to. I didn't
o9
y - follow any inspector around to see that he did.
23 : . . .
(o} well, I am just asking you. They wrote NCR's,
24
but ---
2 " :
B They used hold tags ir tney used an NCR. That
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12

13

14

15

16

+3 what they were suLpcsec to nave used.

Q Do you review IR's, unsat's on IR's, or i
done by tne first-line supervisor?

A Yes,

Q - Tom, are you familiar with who witnin the XNRC
ana 1f the NKC was approached to give its blessing on this
IR program? You nad indicated earlier that you nad
presentea it to Tolson, was the NRC approacnec tc
determine whether there was an agreement tnat this met
reporting necessities?

- Before the IR concept as far as repcrting
Giscrepant conditions, and‘as I said 1 was resctonsicle for
tne idea essentially, was ever proceduralizeéd cr évet
used, it was discussed philosophically wiin the resiauent.
he told me agreed that I was within the bounds <f 3Appendix
E any regulatory reguirement. we had a pnilosopnicel
disagreement, which I believe if questioned at this cate,
ne woula have to aami: ne was wrong on the eifectiveness
of what I was trying to achieve.

Q But the NRC representative concurrec tnat it

was an acceptatcle procedure?

A Yes, sir,
Q And then it was instituteg?
A Yes, sir. It has also been evaluates: oy tne

construction appraisal team, by the ASLE ané cotr

o |
S
<
1Y
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was there recently or in the last three months
consigeration given to having craft supervision periorms in

process inspections of ccatings as oppcsed to QC

inspectors?
A Yes. , 5
) was a decision made as to wnether to

incorporate this?

A Yes, a decisicn was made.

Q What was that decision?

A Not to do it.

Q Was this a decision made by you?

- I nad input on it, but the final decision was

not mire.

Q wnose was it?

A I do not know. It was made by a supericr of
mine. At exactly what level I 4c not know.

0 U0 you know if craft conducts their own
inspections in any othur areas?

A Yes, they do. <Craft conducts an inspection of
varying magnitudge in just abou. any area of safety reolated
construction. You mean prior to submitting to QC?

Q Coes cratft conduct its own inspections 1in
place of QC?

A In any safety related arsa?
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Cin€:r . .« wWhat Was Cconsigersa nece.
You are¢ implying irf they ever uid tna:.

NO, no, 1 am nct.

> QP 0D

The craft has never made an inscec:z:on to
satis{y Appendix B requirements in any safety related area
at Comanche Peak. 5

» My question is Xe this method used in the

other area?

A

L@

INO.

It is my understanding that rescent orocedure

changes cropped dry spray, overspray and emvedded

particles from inspection criteria; is tnat correct? Are

-

ycu familiar with that in coatings?

A

2

I con't think they are approved ye<.

Also, I think there is a provision tnat

lndicatec lnspections are to ke done at arm's length witn

a flashlignt tilted at a 90 degree ancle. 1Is that an

incorporated procedure now?

A Yes, it is,

Q were you the one that implemented this?

A Yes, I did. It is still quite conservative.
Q Why were these changes made? How did you

arrive at

A

these?

The safety issue on protective coatings is to

assure that the coating stays on the wall in the event of
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a design Lesis acciGent as opposesd to fallinc off tne wall
in large sheets and tneoretically, and only theoretically,
clogging tnhe containment sumps.

1 know of an architect/engineering firm, who
will remain nameless for purposes 5f this discussion, who
nas shown analytically that that physically impossible,
However, in today's regulatory environment it is not worth
the time and effort to try to it througn the NRR. Several
A/k Tirme have definedé much amcre livderal inspectic
guigelines than at arm's length witn a two-cell
flasnlight.

we were having problems at the time with
inspectors asking well, how much light do I have to have
to maxe tnis inspection, how close ao I have to cet, I
can't get my head in there close enough to see that. It
became a ccnstant guesticn of accessizility or
non-accessigoility, and I aeciaed to procecurally define.

R SC you were mcre specific than maybe ycu wocula
normally have intended tc be tc answer these guestions?

A Correct.

Q Have a number of new QC inspectors in the

coatings arena been recently brought in from the paint

department?
A Yes, sir.
v) And are tnhey being certified or gualified at
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tale time?

- Yes, sir, by the same process that anyone is
gualified and certifieq.

Q Are these pcstions that they are go.ng tc
occupy, is this a long-term job for these people? I mearn
is there a need for a large influx of coatings QC .
inspectors for an indefinite period of time?

B There was at the time, yes, to suppcort
construction,

Q Wwill t(3is demand continue to exist
indefinitely into the future?

i It depends on production schedules. t seems
rather elementary that it';e are working on twe units at
cne time ocoviously it is going to take us twice as many
people than if we were only working on cne unit. Anu if
you nhave 4UU painters, you need propertionately more GC
inspectors than 1I you only nave 200 painters.

Q Okay. U[id you nave 400 painters & montn ago?

A I believe in the last two months, and I am no:
intimately involved with the construction details, there
have been eight crews of painters added to days.

Q So prior to bringing tnese people into QC you
didn't nave enougn pecple to support the craft?

A Right.

Q Tom, 4o you xnow when final coatings
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insgections will ocegin?

A They already have,
2 How long have finals been in process?
A 1 give up. I dor't remember. It depenas a lot

On wnat area you are talking about. For example, the final

coatings inspection on the containment liner in the dome

occurred as we were coming down out of the dome. We have

no reason to go back up in the dome at this peint.

2 Sc all tnose are considered rinals?
A Rignt,
Q Is the rework or repainting of damaged pa:int

ln process now?

-

A Right, if you are talxing about mecnanical
damage.

Q Yes.

A Yes,

Q In the concept of final walkdown for room

turnover, qQoes that allow for inspection ¢f all damacea
paint?

A Yes, that is exactly what it involves if thne
scope Of your guestion is restricted to the protective

ccatings walkdown.

Q It is,
B Yes, that is exactly what it is for.
Q I am interested in the coatings backfit
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rfograr. It was l9%bl tnat NRC releases that notice c-
violation on olé documents. Originally wasn't intended

tnat tnere would be a total backfit?

A hO.,
Q what was the original intention?
i The original intentiocn was to backfit areas

where adequate documentation did not exist.
Q what steps were taken to identify what

aocumentation was aaeguate?

A we reviewed tne ola documents.

0 who is we?

A QA.

Q Was there anybody 1in particular that nandled

the review?

A For me to list everybody would pe a icng liist.
The 1nitial shot at it was myself, Dick Cummings ana Mixe
Foote. Since tnat time Neil Britton has become involved
and several cther people.

Q During the review done by you, Foote ana
Cummnings, did you all also map areas as you went?

A That is what we were working on at that time.

Q Did you map them according to adeguate or
inadequate or sat or un-sat?

A ke only mapped adeguate aocumentatiorn. Tnat is

all we were interested in. If I can basically aescrive 1t,
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recerds?
A Make use of the records tnemselves?
0 ‘es.
A Not to my xnowledge. They mignt nave,
Q In tne backfit did tne inspectors reinspect

areas that had been mapped as having adeguate

documentation?
“ I am sure that happenead.
Q well, are you saying that tney &id nct taxe

into account the adegquacy of the old records?

A In some cases it was probably that craft was

sCreaming at them to release tne area as far as is 1% 500¢

)

to paint or not, and this is strictly supposition on my
part and 1 have no reason to believe it is true cther than
the fact tnat given the choice of gocing and lookiaz to see
the map to figure out wnether you haa adeguate records for
the area or 3oing ahead with the backfit inspection for
the 2rea, 1 am sure tnere are cases out tnere wners they
did the pacxiilt inspection ratner than looking for the
records.

Q Okay. But are you saying there is no formal
decisicn made whetner areas mappea as having adeguate
documentation were cluded in backfit or not?

A 1 don't see what difference it could zossisly

ma. e,
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Q well, T... me where I am wrcns, but if sa-

L &

this were a room on tne site out there and the paint cn
tne, let's say it was concrete, if it was mappec as naving
adequate documentation, I am asking you, woulc the room
have been involved in the backfit?

A As a matter of course? -

Q Yes.
A o, There was no reason to backfit an area

you nad adeguate documentation on.

Q So the records that were found to be adeguate
were used and were excluded from backfit?

A The only point I was trying to maxe, Brooxs,
and maybe I misunderstood where you were headed, was if
this room, for example, had adequate documentation, did it
ever happen that an inspector backiit part of the room in
aadition to having adequate orijginal rescords, ané thne
answer to that was yes, probobly that happened. That
wasn't the intent, but you just dic mcre work than was
necessary.

Q wWhat I am trying to get to, Tom, is in that
you all did these document review ang in tnat Yyou mapped
areas and certain areas were found to have adecuate
cocumentation, does that mean as of this date today are
tnese old records that are represented as being used to

attest tg ===
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e was total oackiit, cemplets backfit; is trat right?

A Yes.

] But for miscellanecus steel, wnica includes
concult and cable tray supperts and stuff like tnat that
there was representative sampling taken; is that right?

Y We started uncer the concept of.aoing a
hundred percent of them. After doing tens of thbusands of
destructive tests, we did a statistical analysis on the
results of our sampiing and determinea that a Yvu percent
coniidence interval could be achieved if at least 9%
percent c¢f the coating was acceptable and discentinued the
destructive testing.

Q were thcse areas that were mapped as having
adeguate documentation excluaed from the sampling?

A I don't unacerstana your question.

Q were not maps arawn for what is incluzed as

mlscellaneous steel?

A NO.

c Just liner plate and concrete?

A Yes,

0 Oxay, that answered my guestion.

A Just to make a point, Brooks. If we had mapped

miscellaneocus steel we would have 45,000 mags.
(Laughter.)

That oucht to be seli-explanatory.
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MR. GRI

0')

Fin: .:. me tell you this, Izx. In
that I reviewed Britton's loz, he went into ar=as cther
tnan concrete ana steel and ne marked them sat or un-sa%,
too.
THE WITNESS: By piece number possibly, yes,
but no mapping. i
EY MR. GRIFFIN:
Q well, let me restate the guestion. Do ycu know
1f nis loy was used to determine ---
A Whether or not an area reguirec¢ a backfit?

Q Yes, and whetner it was included in the

sanciing for backfit.

-

o Are you separating those two?

Q well, no. I guess they are the same, are tney
not?

I3 Yes. Our samgle was only what was bacxkfit.

Q Okay.

A The answer to the question is yes, 1%t was

used. Now the procedure stated, if you say Octcocer on,
tnat 1f an area nas adequate documentation, just carry on
your ongoing inspectioh. JIf it doesn't have aceguate
documentation, periorm a backfit in accordance witn 1.3-23
or 24.

G in the old records those that reference an ANCR

are considered inadeguate; is that ccrrect?
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~ L 22vencs on what tne ANZR 15. Tnere wa:z lixe
Six origianal NCR's that were broken down to 12 tnat were
orcken cdown to procably 5U now, depending cn what
elevation anc whetner 1t is concrete or miscellaneous
steel or liner. 1f that is the NCR number referenced on
the cla check list, yes, those were considered inade§uate.

Q S0 tnose that do not reference an NCR are
consicdered adeguate conversely?

- 1 guess. I don't know wner2 you are heasec.

v well, I am not headed anywhere. I nave gone to
tne vault and 1 have lookxed at the doccuments and many have
NCR's. It just so happens when you look in the log bcok,

Britton's log book you find that those are un-sat.

- The ones that had NCR's. Okay

—~

e I am just trying to find out if ‘that is your
uncerstanaing also.

A Yes, that is my general understancing. That
was tne 1intent.

Q ls Britcon's log book going to be the

permanent record for tne backfit ---

& NOo. Absolutely not.
o) wnat will be used?
A The IR's. The original inspectiocn reports. It

ls rather bulky to nave inspectoers naving to look throuch

file cabinet after file cabinet to fini suppert No. AYX tc
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. Ine concept wasn't necessarily thougr, Don,
70U Know, if I was neaded to the reactor building and
walxing through the safeguard building anada if I found
comethingc wrong to use an IR. Althcugh that could have
been tnhe case, that wasn't really the ohilosophy behind
it. The philosopny behind it was ahything that was
discovered wrong with the coatings system in service level
one areas, whicn are the only areas tnat a QA procran
applies to at Comancne Peax, that anyy discrepant
condition being identified on an IR. If it was not covered
as an attrioute on the IR that is included in one of the
ccatings insgec;ion procedures, just use the tlank IX and
describe wnat was wrong with the area and mark the IR
unsatisfactory.

0 SO you are saying then, so that I understand,
you are saying if they do not possess an inspection report
for that area when they find this, or if there 1s not an
ex1isting inspection report for that area, they are to
generate an inspection report?

A I1f 1 could use an example, I think I might
clarify it, 1If this is a room in the reactor builaing, 1
walx by and see that we have haa severz mechanical damage
in there to the coating system wnich nas been Sreviously

accepted. There will be an inspection report s ving that

(s1)

that haa been inspected, but now is mechanically damagea.
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S0
ine concept was to take an IR out of tne coatinags
inspection proceuure where it says final visual
acceptance, marx that unsatisfactory and descrioe the
mecnanical damage tnat exists in there.

Only in cases where tnere was no IR.covering
it, you know, if it was such ah odd-ball case, which 1‘
can't imagine in coatings, because coatings is a pretty
clear-cut, not clear-cut from the scientific aspects of 1t
certainly, it is more of an art, osut if there was no
ore-ildentified inspection attribute for what was wronc cr
what was discrepant about the condition, to just take a
blank IR and marx it unsatisfactory and just describe wnat
was wrong with it,

Q Let me ask a guestion just for the sake of tne
recora. How does a coatings inspector generally come into
possession of an IR? Wwho is it generally speaking
originally generated by?

A The Ir? The cocatings inspector. They are :in
possession of literally hundreds of them.

Q Based on a reguest though from tne craft to
conrduct that inspection?

A The craft does not have IR's. what generally
causes an inspection is that your question?

(%) Yes,

A A request from tnhe craft to inspect the area.
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) 5c based on wnat you have saia, wna-

unaerstand has apparently been a controversial t22ic here,
at least witn some people, has been this generation of an

inspection report without a reguest for an inspection.

A That nas never been a controversy to my
knowledge. !
¢ well, as I understand it, some people believe

that that was a non-conforming conditicn that they saw on
a wall anuy they should write an MCR.

- That leads me back to my scap box. 1 will not
get back on it, however. It is clearly described now in
the coatings instruction that wnen.non-conforming
concitions other than coating failure due to loss of
adhesion are encountered, they shall be identified on an
inspecticn reportvin accordance with CP/QP 18.0.

The terms discrepant, unacceptaole,
non-coniorming and aeficient all essentially mean the same

thing, and 1 think the controversy was the fact tnat it ie
non-conforming means that it has to go in a
non-conformance report. The fact that we weren't asked to
@o trie inspection means tnat we use an NCR rather than an
IR. If that is the pcint you are trying to mate, 1 agree,
that was the controversy,.

Q I am trying for the recora to determine ana

for myself wnat in your mind has resulted in this
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Tasuncerstancing C. tne cnange in programs.

A I think it is straight now. You are .axing tne
assumzng'thac there is still a controversy. 1 feel tna:z
the inspectors currently understand philsognically wny
wnat we are doing is acceptable. 1If they do not, they are
either too shy to telil me so or they are just flat
disnonest because 1 have asked them as a group 1f they
unierstood and they all have indicated they understood.

I tninx the original controversy was over a
Sod-given rignt to use a piece of paper that is identifieg
as a non-conformance report, which I cannot endcorse when
it is prcoceaurally deiineq to identify deficiencies on arn
inspection repcrt.

C Thank you. You made a comment a few minutes on
anotaner topic here about Tom Miller being transferrsd back
to the aay shaift.

A That 1s raignt.

Q And I understand tnat you saida you met witn
him on I oelieve September the Z8tn, 1953 ana that tne two
Of you were able to resolve your differences.

A I am not sure we resolved our differences, but
at least he understood wno made the decision and why the
gecision was made.

Q Ana why was the cecision made?

A The decision was made by me due to tne rfact
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that 1 was receiving so many - -.olaints on Tom Mii.er's
performance, tnat both Tom Miller and others claimea that
he was not responsikle for and tnat he hadn't really cone
1t this way or tnat way or whatever tney were complaining
about, but I wanted to perscnally evaluate Mr. Miller, and
that is exactly what I told Mr. Miller on the 28th of
September. He complained that the craft was after him, and
I tola him he was parancia. He agreed with me, and tc a
certaln extent he says I am very paranoid.

| I explained that the only way I could get
around that apparent discrepancy in what he thought of
himself arna wnat other people tnought of him ana what tne
craft thought of him was to bring him in a situation to
where 1 could more closely evaluate his capabilities,

Q Have there been any complaints about nis

perfcrmance since he has been on days?
A Yes, tnere has,

c You stated that as a result 2f Fred Dunnam's
concern, NCR's were reinstated in tne program; is that
correct?

A 1 think you took it a little bit out of
context. In this meeting that I held with the cday and
nignt shift coatings inspectors on Seotember 29tn of 1983

1 asked for comments or questions, cne of which was Fred

Dunham's asking, Tom, in the event that coating fails due
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to loss of adhes:cn, it is not procecdurally vescribed now
we isolate the area and how is tnat possible to resclve
with an IR?

I aiscussed at scme lencth witnh him arter the
general meeting 1n a personal meeting several things, one
of which was that in particular, and I described to him
that there were essentially two ways that we could go.
One, I coula procedurally i1dentify when you hac¢ coatings
failure due to loss of acnesicn on how you 1solate tne
unacceptable area or we could go with use of an NCR in
that case and get an engineering evaluation on how to
isolate the area. )

I tela him I would get back with him in tne
next day or two. I opted to go with the non-conformance
report ancd tne procedure was chancted to reflect that
report.

Q Another topic. A few minutes ago Brooks
Erought up the proposal that coatings craft supervisors
conduct i1nspections; 15 that correct?

A Tnat 1s correct.

Q I wantea to ask you, was this proposed
intended to satisfy any requirements of Appendix B?

A I don't know where you are headed, Don.

9} 1Z the prcposal had peen accepteé to allow

craft supervisors to ccnduct inspections, would any of
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thoce inspolit.cns have ever been acceptec ans used tc
gatlsy NRC reguirements?
‘- Aren't we talking about a hvpothetical

situation that cidn't nappen? I Just don't see the merics
of even talking about it,.

Q well, the matter was discussed and you pointed
cut tnat ---

A he asked me if it was ever discussed ana I
$a13 yes. 1 coula have objected to answering the guestion
there pecause we were talking about a hypothetical
ciscussion that took place that was never implemented anag
tnat will probﬁbly never be implemented. I can't possiktly
see now that afiects anytning.

MR. GRIFFIN: I will be glaa to give vou my
reasoning for that.

THE WITNESS: CQkay.

MR. GRIFFIN: 5Starting back with these old
recoras in '77, '78 and '79 1 am trying to establisn a
chreonclogy and bring us up to date as to wnere tne
revisions have gone and things that nave been deleted and
added into tne revisions of QI's. A rouple of months ago
tnat was under consideraticn, and I am just putting it
togetner for historical purposes as developing the
reasoning as to why things =--

THE WITNESS: But it was never implemented. It
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was never che. . . ané 1% was never
the QA progyram at Comanche Peax.
tnat has any 1impacs:.

MR. GRIFFIN: well, tne NRC was aggrzachea to
see if this idea would fly. So it was formal encugh to
approach tae NRC with it. You are right, it was not
accegted by the NRC, amony others.

THE WITNESS: I don't know that i%t was ever
forwally reiused by the NRC, at least tc my own personal
information.

I r2ally don't see whnere it is headed, Don. 1
could taixk for rours and tell you the pros ana cons of the
issue. 1 could a case that it aces meet Appendix B
reguirements and turn around and five minutes argue that
it coesn't meet Acpendix B reguirements. As it never
Gappered, 1t was never procedurally identified and 1t
never Cawe to pass, I Just can't see where it is worth
discussing,

BY MR. DRISKILL:

Q Oxkay. One last guestion, You made the
statement I believe that you nave got coatings inspectors

working in two units,

A NO. 1 was using a hypothetical example to

describe why we needed extra inspectors. You know, if we

had tnree units, I would have said 1t takes three times as
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many inspectors tC cover three uRits as it does one.

At the time pricr to bringing tne craft in, we
were desperately locking from one, twc, three, at leas:
four difterent sources that I kncw of, for coatings
inspectors because we were literally burning the people
up. They were working 60 and 70 hours a weei. Some of them
nadn't nad a day off in a mecnth which is inhumane and 1I
realize that as much as any of them do. we couldn't find
them quite trankly.

My Jjob 1s to try to support construction, not
at the cost of quality, but if construction wants to nave
a thousana painters and I am only geared to inspect tae
WOrk oL tern of them, I feel it is my coligation to try to
stari up and properly train and certify people to suppert
tne ccnstzuction effort.

we were desperately short of people at that
time. Construction was talking apbout essentially doubling
thelr work rorce and we neeaed some inspection people.
Interviews were conducted witn about, to tne best of my
reccliection, 50 -- excuse me. Resumes were examined first
from potential QC candiaates out of the craft. I tnirk
there were about 50 resumes submitted. A certain number of
tnose were interviewed and out of those 16 were selected
as QC inspectors. It was only an effort tolzeef up the

numoers of QC inspectors available for caily routine

TAYLOE ASSOCIATES
1625 1 STREET, N.W. - SUITE 1004

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006
(202) 293-3950




L

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

9&
inscections t2 support the ongoin: construction effart anc
L3 glve pecople time off that most <i them desperately
neeced.

The aiscussion on Unit 2 or twe uni=s, I =s:ax
I used lU crews and 2U crews as an example or 4ul painters
ana BUU paiaters. It was strictly a hypothetical exampie.

MR. DRISKILL: I have no other guestions.

MR. GRIFFIN: Tom, have I or any cther AJRC
representative nere tnreatened you in any manner or
vitfered you any reward in return for this statement?

THE WITNESS: no.

MR. GRIFFIN: Have you given this statemnen*

-
freely and voluntarily?

THE WITNESS: I have given tnis statement
freely and voiuntarily. I am not here freely and
voiuntarily.

MR. GRIFFIN: 1Is there anytihinay farther vou
woulu care to add for the record?

THE WITNESS: »oO.

MR. GRIFFIN: Okay. Thank you,

(Wnereupon, at 5:23 p.m., the INFERVIEWN OF

CHARLES THOMAS BRANDT concluded.)
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