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SUMMARY

Investigation was initiated subsequent to the interview of a concerned indi-
vidual (alleger) who related that a Brown & Root, Inc. (B&R) omployee at
Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station (CPSES) made statements that he (the B&R
employee) had forged the signature of a former quality control (QC) inspector
on CPSES records. The alleger stated he was acquainted with the former QC
incpector and is aware that he (the inspector) initiated (and presumably signed)
one nonconformance report (NCR) which was a controversial issue during past
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board hearings relative to CPSES. The alleger
stated his concern was that the B&L employee, if truthful, may have been
involved in an effort to alter records relating to the aforementioned NLx.

The NCR described by the alleger was obtained from NRC records. Exami:ztion
of the NCR disclosed that the NCR was signed by a different QC inspector than
indicated by the alleger.

An interview of the former QC inspector (identified by the alleger) who
identified the nonconforming condition addressed by the NCR was conducted.

The former QC inspector reviewed the NCR and stated it was the same NCR he had
caused to be submitted. This former QC inspector pointed out that he did not
actually sign the NCR. He explained that although he and a co-worker
identified the nonconforming condition, the co-worker actually signed the NCR.
The former QC inspector stated he is satisfied with the corrective action
taken on the nonconforming condition reported on this NCR.

A review of the NCR package at CPSES disclosed the original NCR, sigred by the
co-worker, had been revised three times; however, the revisions did not
involve changes of the description of the nonconforming condition, only
changes relative to the corrective action taken.

An interview of the former CPSES Quality Assurance supervisor disclosed thet
final corrective action to the NCR for the nonconforming condition was
completed and approved in early 1979, and that no other revisions were made to



the NCR after that time. He also stated the NCR in question was thoroughly
examined before the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board in early 1981 end no
problems were found.

The investigation disclosed no evidence of forged signatures.
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Purpose of Investigation

The purpose of this investigation was to determine whether documentation
relative to cracks discovered in the concrete base met of Reactor Containment

Building 1 at Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station was altered, felsified, or
contained forged signatures.



Background

Or. Merch 8, 19€3, the NR{ Region .V received a telephone call from an
individua) requesting énonymity, who claimed he hed information releting to
possible felsified civil quality control records et CPSES. The individual

provided s Einusd) Teres, telephone number where he could be contacted by en
NRC investigator,

On Merch 16, 1983, telephoric contact wes effected with the alleger and sub-
sequert 1o his receipt of eéssurence thet cornfidentielity would be afforded,
the incividual agreed to meet with reporting investigetor orn Merch 17, 19E3,

Texras.



Other Investigetive Aspects

During M2y 19€3, A. B. BLACK, Senior Reactor Engineer, Division of Quality
Fesurance, Sefeguerds and Inspection Progrems, NRC, was interviewed concernirg
his knowledge of the crecks in the reactor bese met, Unit ], CPSES. BIACH
steted thet during his Februery-March 1983 Construction Appraisal Tean
Inspection at CPSES, he had obtained copies of the NCR’s‘re1ative to the
crecks which he agreed to provide to reporting investigator. BEACK stzted he

had no knowledg.e concerning the cracks, other thern the informztion contained
in the KCR's,

During Mey 19E3, Joe 1. TAPIE, Resctor Inspector, Reactor Projects Engineerirg
Program Section, Region IV, KRC, wes interviewed concerning the crecks in the
CPSES Unit ] resctor bese met. TAP]A stated he has reviewed all CPSES docu-
mertation énd corrective ection concerning this metter, and found its resolu-
tion to be setisfectory. TAFIA agreed to essist in the interview of (ZRE

c:}. supre, relative 10 this matter.

INVESTIGATOR'S NOTE: Information obteined from the eneger, NRC
technicel steff, publicity surrounding bese met cracks in Unit 1
CPSES, end interviews of other knowledgeable personnel indicates

the K(R reviewed by reporting investigetor is the one referred to
by the &lleger.
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Review of NCR 52 Record Package

Or ey 10, 1964, the NCR WEEER record pachage was reviewed by KRC Investigator
Doneld D. DRISKILL 2t CPSES. Records disclosed that NCR B2 vhich wes
originelly « britted on QERSEER 4P, vas revised on three occesions.

Review of the revisions disclosed that charge:s made to the NCR, each 1ime,
releted to "disposition” and not to the described “nonconforming condition.”
The originzl NCR, 2 copy of which is Exhibit (5), and each of the revisions
were found to contein the exect locatior and description of the nonconforming

condition &s well es the “pour” number, conirery to whzt wes stated by =2
—
T ==, supre.

NCR €2, Revision No. 3 is éppended herein as Exhibit (6).

As stated by C:"_, NCR Gaas w&S writter by enother individual at his
L‘_:B direction. The review of this K(F peckege disclosed no evidence of
forged signztures (2s originelly allegecd) nor ény chenges to the descriptions
of the ronconforming condition. The only changes made to the NCR in the
revisions were reletive to the proposed corrective action.



Interview of Ronald TOLSON

On May 10, 1984, Rorield G. TOLSON, an assistant to the Vice President and
Project General Menager for TUGCO &t CPSES wes interviewed by NRC Investigator
D. D. DRISKILL at CPSES.

TOLSON, when questioned concerning the brief revised copy of CPSES NCR SR
described by supra (page 5), stated he had no knowledge of any
revisions to that NCR aside from those contained in the MCR file peckage.
TOLSON steted there were severe) revisions to NCR B3Es which were rede due to
changes in the proposed corrective acticn for the roncorforming condition
described on the h(E. TOLSCN steted these revisions would not héve required
eny chenge in the description of the nonconforming concition or deletions of
deta conteéined in thet description.

TOLSON, subsequent to reviewing the NCR Bmaa pachege, pointed out that

revision 3 to NCF @SR (the finzl revision) wes deted m“ and
that final verification of repair was deled@ﬂ He stated there
would hzve been no rezsorn for eny elteration or revision of NCREEEEIP
subsequent to théit date.

TOLSON 21so stated that NCR EEeasw2s thoroughly exenined during testimony
before the CPSES Atomic Safety and Licersing Board (ASLE) in 2b. TG 1981.
TOLSON stated thet &)1 documentation relative to NCR @ame and rei.ted to the
corrective action teken were present &s exhibits to thet heering. TG0.LSON

steted thet the resolution of NCR \CiEmmeres approved by both the NBC end ASLE
at thet time,

INVESTIGETOR'S KOTE: Due to GCEme® request for co“identizlity,
TOLSO' wee not specificelly questioned regerding the docurent

described é¢ being given to him, by TOLSOY, in EEER® 10¢1.
Insoruch as TO.SON's stetements recerding NCR E2% end its revicions
are substertizted by the NCR Boase documentetion pechege, there
appears to be no factual besis cr which to substevntem cleim
that another revicion to NCR EoamP was rmade in Gmade 1961 more thar

after the corrective ection wes accomplished and months

after the issues were examined before the ASLE,
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STATUS OF INVESTIGATION

This investigation is submitted as CLOSED since no evidence was developed to
indicate any merit in the alleger's concerns.

INVESTIGATOR'S NOTE:  Due to m(the 21leger's) request
for confidentiality and the personzl neture of his . 1983

conversat on with no interview of was conducted.

This ocecision is also supported by the fact that stated that the
description of the nonconforming condition of N(R has not been
chenged, and also the stetement mede regarding credi-
bility ( pege 6 and Drhibit (&) pertain).
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Results of Interview of
CPSES NCR R Revision No. 0

CPSES NCREEERR, Revision No. 3
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