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with Mr. Antone Cerne, NRC Senior Resident Inspector, at the Seabrook Statior,
Seabrook, New Mampshire, concerning radiography activities conducted by
Pullman-Hicgins at a temporary Job site at Seabrook. During these conversa-
tions, you made certain radiatior safety allegations regarding these activi-
ties. You further stated that you believe you were discriminated aga'nst by
Pul Iman-Kigcins in that you wore terminated from your employment on January 3,
1984 for allegedly raising radiation safety concerns with Pullma- -Higgins
marage~e"1

This reiers tc the telephone conversations on Januavy 5-6, 1984 which you hac

1 unoersiarc that you or your counsel have alrcady contacted Diane Teffr of the
State of New kempshire regarding the alleged radiation safety violations by
Pulliman-Higgins. That contact wa: appropriate because the State of New
Hampshire has responsibility for licencing and inspectior of Pullman-Higgins'
radiography activities. With regard to your discrimination complaint, as
indicated by Mr. Cerne during the January 6 conversation, the United States
Department of Labor is the responsible agency in this matter. Therefore, we
suggest you contact them for resolutior cf your complaint A copy of DOL's
"procedure for Handling of Discrimingtion Complaints Under Federal Employee
Protectior Statutes” is enclosed

Your #C2‘%:*:’ concerr regaroing the completicr ¢f apreovimate’y 16 nore
COrfoTmarse TesL7os Lhat WETE YF treiécercorn & the time £F ylov termorals
443 , s . . . i . - » 4 e < y I - ~nere s - §
will Dé "&. eneC Dy this 0ffice coming & routing NS cn 1 irspectio” &t "¢
1

- ke
Seabrook site. We appreciate your bringing these matters to our attentior
Please let me know if 1 can be of further assistance.

Sincerely,

Robert M. Gallo
Chief, Reactor Projects Section 2A

Enclosure:. As Stated

cc:
Diane Tefft, Manager, Radiological Health Program, State of New Hampshire
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Initia) Call:1/5/E4, 1:00pw
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TEL. NO.:_(Home) ' l ___ Abusiness) _na | Menchester
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_Current:unemployed® up unti) POSITION/TITLE NDE Level 111 Techniciar & -
EMPLOYER: 3 /3 e b p pos pn ntil Torievel Ll Jechnicia

\FFECTED LICENSEE OF COMPANY: Pullman-Hioains . b o

FACILITY: Seabrook Statior ! LS R

TAILS (Use additional pages as necessary):

?&0’5: Processing this alleaation should consider Supplement No.) to Reaignal Ing*  -tign

1200.10 since potential employee discrimination is involyed),

Mr.Wampler's allegations may broadly be categorized as two-fold:

1) He feels he was terminated from his positior by Pullman-Higgins(P-H) management on 1/3/8¢ for
officially raising radiation safety concerns, verbally and in writing, to P-K management
personne) on 12/28/83. He feels it was his resporsibility as the Radiation Safety Officer to
raice these corcerns.

¢ “he specific concerns thet Mr. wWarpler raisec invelved alleged viglations of NPT, State & <3t¢
res'es fea 100F3 Part 34) regeréinc access to radicorapnic areas. Me stated he nhad CoCumertes
ev-cence of unzuthorized entry into & radiztion area with the radiparaphy SOuLvce exposed b
without the radioarapher-in-charae's permigsion. This alleged entry was mace by a!

) Mr.warpler also alleges that a
jalso has verbally admitted™to crossinc radiation boundaries without the
radiographer-ir-charqge's periission. Mr.Wemnler also indicates he has in his possession @
letter, addressed to the NRC and signed by 8 N[L technicians, complaining of the alleced
viglations of radiation boundaries by _J) When asked, Mr.Wawpler indicated that he
did not know of ary overexposures as a resust of these alleged violations.

Additional concerns/stetements made by Mr.Wampler.

-- At the time of termination Mr. Wampler had aprroximately 16 noncorformance reports to write.
¥: doesr't know how these would now be harcled.

e (i Jenuary 3,19684 five RT techniciang were terminated and one NDE supervisor resignec. On
Ja: . 6,1984 another technician was tervinated and one other resigﬁzd. Mr.Wampler indiceted
211 this personnel movement is relatef to the radiation safety aliegation.

-~ #e (0= his lawyer) has been in contact with Diane Tefft of the State of N.H. regarding the
specific radiation safety violations.
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REPURT Ui ALLEGATION  (Joe wampler)

Additional information concerrning this 2¢.¢ which was determined from other sources than

Yr. Wampler:

- Pullman-Higgins QA management had eavlier (weel of DNecember 27,1983) told the SRI to expect
to see an allegation from technicians re: crossing radiation boundaries. P-H indicated
that this had basis in the fact that certain technicians were found asleep while on duty
and had been suspended.

== The YAEC QA Manager, who also had been czlled by Mr. Wampler on this allegation, told the
SRI that YAEC had requested UEAC to investigate this matter since an attempt to unionize
the P-H NDE technicians may have heen a factor in the numerous terminations.
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SRI, Seabrook



