REPORT OF INTERVIEW
Report Number: 1-84-02)

Robert G. LAGRANGE was interviewed by the Reporting Investigator on February
6, 1985, LAGRANGE has been a Section Leader in the NRC's Equipment Qualifica-
tion Branch, Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation (NRR), since April 1982, and
has been the Three Mile lsland Nuclear Station, Unit 1 (TMI-1) Equipment
Qualification Reviewer since 1980,

The purpose of this interview was to discuss letters dated May 20, 19€3 and
February 10, 1984, from General Public Utilities Nuclear (GPUN), to the NRC's
0ffice of Nuclear Reactor Regulation (NRR). The subject of both letters was
the Environmental Qualification of electric equipment at TMI-1, During 2
related interview on December 6, 1984, LAGRANGE advised that both of the above
mentioned GPUN submittals contained false statements,

LAGRANGE advised that in December 1982, the NRC transmitted a TMI-1 Safety
Evaluation Report (SER) for the Environmental Qualification of safety related
electrica) equipment to GPUN, HMe said that augmenting the SER was a Technical
Eveluation Report (TZR) which was prepared by the Franklin Research Certer
(FRC) under contract to the NRC. The FRC prepared its' report based on @
review of Environmenta) Qualification documents supplied by the licensee
(GPUN). LAGRANGE said that the FRC TER identified mejor qualification defi-
ciencies to be resolved by the licensee. He said that in both the May 20,
1963 and Fetruary 10, 1984 GPUN responses, GPUN indicated that TMI-) elec-
trica) equipment within the scope of 10 CFR 50.49 was environmentally
qualified. LAGRANGE said that on March 20 and 21, 1984, he anc 2 consyltant
(Max YOST from EGSG) conducted ar audit of GPUN Environmenta) Qualification
files and founc for each file audited, GPUN did not have the appropriate
documentation to qualify their equipment. LAGRANGE explained that portions of
“NUREG-0588" anc "Division of Operating Reactor (DOR) Guidelines" set forth
the requiremerts the licensees had to fcllow in order to envirenmentally
qualify safety related electrical eciipment to satisfy the requirements cf 0
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audit that was documented in an April 25, 1984 letter to the licensee.
LAGRANGE said that during the March 20-21, 19864 audit, neither he nor the
consultant were thinking in terms of false statements relative to the EQ
documentation deficiencies being noted in the GPUN files., H. said they just
thought they were finding deficiencies that had to be resolved.

Regarding the May 20, 1983 GPUN submittal, LAGRANGE said that the submittal
was in response to 10 CFR 50.49 which required 211 licensees to identify the
electrical equipment important to safety within the scope of Section 50.49(qg)
that is already qualified, and to submit schedules for environmental quali-
fication for replacement of the remeining equipment that is important to
sa“ety as defined in 10 CFR 50.49(b). LAGRANGE said that on the first page of
the May 20, 1982 submittal, the licensee stated that:

"GPUN letter dated August 28, 1981 (LIL238) in response to IEE
79-01B 1ists al) safety-related electrical equipment which is
required to be and which is already qualified. The additional
infyrmation we submitted in our “stters dated May 3, 1982
(5211-82-101) and May 16, 1983 (5211-83-076) (NUREG-0737 items),
support our conclusions that the components 1isted are qualifiec in
accordance with DOk guidelines dated November 1979."

LAGRANGE statec that the above statement was clearly a false statem .t in that
some nf the components GPUN Tisted as qualified, were not qualified. However,
he said that every utility had to respond to the rule and that none of the
utilities' responses were relied on or utilized by the .RC ir. «ny manner,
LAGRANGE saic that his EQ Section had decided sor~time in the May to August
1983 time period to meet with the licersees and not rely on the responses. Ke
seid this gecision was made prior to reviewing the responses and indicated
that the May 20, 1983 GPUN recponse was not reviewed until after the March
1984 NRC audit, LAGRANGE said that to his knowledge, GPUN was not confronted
with any of the suspected false statements contained ir the May 20, 1983
response, LAGRANGE advised that GFi'N's May 20 response did not have any
impact on any NRC decision-making process nor <ould he state any special
circumstances where the licensee watc on clear notice that the NRC had intendec
to rely on their May 20, 1983 response.






SER. LAGRANGE advised that the submitta) was not used for a final SER and he
believed that an audit would have been conducted no metter what the submitta)
looked like, if for no other reason, than to 2ddr2ss the UCS petition,

End of Results of Interview with Bob LAGRANGE dictated on various dates
between February 11 and March 26, 1985,

by Nz
Reported By: L{M/ /VC / %(/

R. A, Matakas, Investigator
Office of Investigations
Field Office, Region |




Place: TMI-]
Date: April 9, 198%

STATEMENT

@;T;, Ronald Joseph TOOLE, hereby make the following voluntary statement to
Mr. Richard A, MATAKAS, who has identified himself to me as an Investigator
with the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission. I provided Mr. MATAKAS with
this information on April 4, 1985 with no chreats having been made or promises
having been extended to me.

As backgrounc information, I started with GPU in 1967 and in 1980, I became

the Operations and Maintenance Director for Three Mile Island Nuclear Station,
Unit 1. I have held tnis position until the present time. My current work
address is GPU Nuclear Corporation, P. 0. Box 480, Route 441 South, Middletowr,
Pennsylvania, 17057,

Mr. MATAKAS has shown me a GPU Nuclear document dated February 10, 1984 (GPUN
Control No. 5211-84-2038), which was submi‘ted to the NRC's Office of Nuclear
Reactor Regulaticn and sigrec by me for Mr, Kank KUKILL, Director cf TM.-1,
do racognize the cocument and the signature is my signature. Wher Mr, MUKILL
is either out of towr cr offsite for some reason, 1 am authcrized to sigr in
his absence. Since the cocument in question is an outgoirg licensing corre-
spondence, it requires Mr, KUKILL's signature. [ have reviewed the documert
or this date anc other than what the document says, I do not know for what
purpose the response wé. being made. At this time, I do not specifically
recall what consideration | gave before signing the document. Typically, !
would see if it was understancable, and if there was ary site comritmerts.
Based on my background, I would look for its accuracy without going back over
drawings, other related documents, or whatever, 1 would also look at the
review chain and in this case, ! probably would have noted that Paul LEVINE,
Site Engineering, had previously reviewed and acknowledged the cortents cf the
document. I normally review all correspondence that goes to Mr, KUKILL for
his signaturc. .n this particular case, the document refars to the environ-

mentz] qualification program at TMI-1 which is a Headquarters, Parsippany é;’r'
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‘é??echrica\ Functions responsibility and Mr. LEVINE was the Site Engineer who
was knowledgeable in this area, and who would have reviewed the package., This
letter would have been written by Licensing in Parsippary, New Je‘sey and sent
to us for review.

As the Operations and Maintenance Director of TMI-1. my Section's »2s.ponsibility
in the area of environmental qualifications would be to replace components
jdentified by Technical Functions as being unqualified with qualified compo-
nents and document the replacement., This would be done under the direction of
Technical Functions out of Parsippany. Neither I nor my direct subordinates
have any input into the actual qualification of equipment. Again, that is
handled by Technical Functions .7d we (my organization) are basically the
implementing organization who does the actual changing or modificetion of
components as directed by Technical Functions.

Ay Mr. MATAKAS's request, ] have reviewed both the February 10, 198¢ documert
(discussed above) and a related May 20, 1983 document (GPUN Contrc) No,

b

§211-82-167) anc was not aware at the time 1 signed the February 10 document,

|

nor was | aware at the time | reviewed the May 20, 1983 document, that either
document contaired any false statements. When ! sigred the February 10, 1884
docume~t, | believed that I knew there were things that remained tc be done cr
some of the electrica) equipment compcrents impertant to safety which came
under the purview of the environmental qualificatior program. Fer instance,

or page 2 of Attachment 2 (Item B, Ascc Solenoid Valves), the statement ic

made that "Asce Solencids will be replaced with qualifiec ksco Sclencids by
June 1084, Therefore, Asco qualification test reports AQRE7 368 anc
AQS21678/TR apply." In my mind, this refer de‘iciencies that will be

. wrvls M ‘ o
corrected ir tre future ant thic wie—somebin understocd by the NRC. Mr,
MATAKAS has pointed out to me that the Fe.-uary 10, 1984 decument literally
states, "It is GPUN's position *hat TMI-1 is currently in compliance witn the

ervironmental qualification rule 10 CFR 50.49 as .oplicable to TMI-1," Prinr

to my discussion with Mr, MATAKAS on this date, | did not understand what wés
being referred to as the material falee statemcnt in the February 10, 1984
letter. Prior to our discussion, 1 read the correspondence, as ] ¢id at theﬁ;{‘
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QfQinn I signed it, to mean that TM] 'would be in compliance with the environ-
menta) qualification rule by March 31, 1985, With the benefit of my discussion
with Mr. MATAKAS on this dute, I now understand the concern and I can see by
the words in the February 10, 1984 document what the concern is: however, that
is not how ! interpreted the dacument when I signed it in February 1984, I 2!77’
did not interpret the staterent to meap that all TER deficiencies bee
ce ‘rected. In retrospect, 1 can see % now the letter saws we have done “]
evierything that needs to be done and that was not the case, As I have
previously stated, it is obvisus by reading the attachments to the February
10, 1984 letter that there was work that remained to be done concerning
certain components within the scope of the environmental qualification program
at TMI-1, However, it was my understanding at the time ! siqned the letter,
that we had identified anc :¢rmitted to complete quelificaticn prior to March
31, 198s,

Prior tc signing the February 10, 1984 document, 1 had not reviewec the
December 1982 NRC SER/TER. I wculd like to reiterate that wher | sigrec the
document in gquestion, I did not recognize any information in the document as
being false information or informaticr that was intended to deceive the ARC in

any manrer,

1 have read over this three-page statemert anc nave ciscussed its cortents
with Mr, MATAKAS or twe date rafiected b2low my cignature. [ have heac the
oppertunity to make al) nececsary corrections and additions and this statement
is the truth to the best of mv “niwledge anu belief, q%z“

SIGNATURE: m $4-9-5%
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Subscribec and cwur tc before me this
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Place: TM]-)
Date: April 9, i385

STATEMENT

ig?kf. Henry Durbin HUKILL, Jr., hereby make the following voluntary statement to
Richard A. MATAKAS whc has identified himself to me as an Investigetor with
the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission., 1 provided this information to
MATAKAS on April 4, 1985 with no threats having been made or promises having
been extendec to me,

As backgrcund informaticn, 1 startec my employment with GPU in June 19€C anc |
have beer the Director of Three Mile lsland, Unit 1, since September 1980. M,
current work adéress is GPU Nuclear Corporation, P. 0. Box 48C, Route 441
South, Middletown, Pennsylvania, 17057,

Mr. MATAKAS has showr me two (2) GPU Nuclezr documents addressec tc the NRC's
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation that were prepared for my sigrature. The
first document is datec May 20, 1983 (GPUN Control No. 5211-82-187), anc the
second document is deied Feb uary 10, 1984 (GPUN Contrc) No. 5211-84-2038). !
recogrize my signeture on the Mey 20, 193 document anc my Operatiors and
Mzintenarce Director, Ronalc TOOLE, apparently signed the February 10, 1984
gocument for me, Mr, TOOLE is authorized to sign for me wher [ ar either out
of town or otherwise unavailable, 1In this particular case, I ‘o not recal]
why Mr, TOOLE sigrec the February 10, 1984 document. The subject cf both
documents is the environmental qualificatior of electrica) equipmert at the
Three Mile 1slans Nuclear Station, Unit . The primary responsibility for the
area of environmenrtal qualificatior at TMI-1 during whigh time both documents
were signed was with th chrice) Functio s Seeedmn 2t Parsippany, New
Jersey. However ,hall Jgiéigrg licensing correspondence concerning TMI-1 is \
prepared for my signature 2s the Director of the Unit. 1 do et spe.i‘wce

recel’ signine the May 20 document anc 1 do not specificelly reca’) ever ‘yﬁfzpﬁq
reviewing the February 10 document., However, it is ny policy te reaJJL7:§»

documert that is preparec for my signai 're from cover tc ccver, Documerts

invelving such thinge as iicense operator certificatiors (which ! ar deep’)

inve Tved in), 1 weulc gc over ir much greater detad) thes [ woulc 2 c::,ne':‘nk;
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*r*guch as the May 20, 1982 document, which would have been prepared under the
direction of Technical Functions at GPUN Headquarters in Parsippany, HNew |
Jersey. In the former case, ] would go over the document in nﬁm detaﬂd*s‘- |
and would be more aware of the actual contents of the documentsas J{Efé.
statemerts were arrived at., Concerning the May 20, 1983 letter, I would have ‘
read the document to see who reviewed it, who concurred with it, and de’_.rmine
if there was anything in the docurient that [ did not agree with based on the |
knowledge that ! had of the subject ratter. To the best of my recsllectinn,
during the late 1983 and carly 1984 time period, Jerry MAUS was more or less
in charge of the environmental qualification program for TMI-1; however, I do
not know if MAUS had any input intc either the May 20 or February 10 letters.

Prior to tocay's interview, Mr., Courtrey SMYTH, the Site Licensing Manager,
provided me with copies of the Mav 20, 19€3 document in questior and further
provided me »’ **» various related review documents. Copies of the related
documents are attachec tc this Statement and are ‘dentified as follows: Twc
correspondence project accountability check sheets (various Jetes) anc two GPU
Nuclear interoffice memcrancde hoth cated May 16, 1983, The 4§, ‘tials at the
end of the May 20, 1954 cocument incicates that it was preparec “or mv signa-
ture by Mr, L. W. HARDING, Licensing, and the attached corresponde ce pr¢ject
accountabi 1tv ehs t i*eeti ﬁniééf te tha’ K P';s%; R. J. CHISHOLM, Manager,
Electrica) Syﬁﬁe-h - ) P ,,a“’" ,4Systems Engineering G"eeeeﬁ. 21 hac
input into the contents of the Mzy 20, 798: document. Regarcing my review of
the May 20, 1982 documert, as for technicel cortert, 1 woulc have preobebl)
reviewed the corresponcdence project accountability check sheet anc made sure
that someore from Plart Erg*"eerirc hac reviewed anc approved the document

prior to my sionature., In this c2 -’}DEVfU"??ﬁvﬁd l elaicogr abil ‘ti*"—

project check sheet incicates thai: C. HARTMAN
reviewed and signec the document fo M. 3. J. COLITZ* T dc

upervisop 4
N . ; . 3 R »1
e ‘-zanit know specificelly whc at GPUN Headauarters in 1.2 LT Ne» Jersey, rﬁﬁ‘)"*

a reviewed the May 20, 1983 document., Like I have previously stated, t' “PUN
Techrnical Functions, heaced by R, F, WILSON, had the primary respons - ¥
for the environmental qualification program at TMi-1 during the time b..n the
Mzy 20 and February 10 documents were drafted. To the best of my
recollection, Mr, Pau! LEVINE, Plant Engineering, wouls have at the time, beer

the site indivi“ual with the responsibility for fcllowing the ervironmente!
o EE VIS U AR Sk B8
- ) . ,
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qualificatior program at the site level,
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*ib' ] perscnally do not reczl) making comments on either submittal. At the time
that 1 siored the May 20 letter, 1 was not aware that the components referrec
tc under the heading Safety Related Electrical Equipment were not quelified in
accordance with DUR guid:1ines dated November 1979 as stated in the document.
As a result 3:”12?ﬂﬁ§s+A‘dit in, 1 believe 1984, 1 became aware that the NRC
claimed that ahet TM -1 e'ectrica) equipment components were not in compliance
with the DOR guidci<nes, 1 am also aware that subsequent GPUN interre’ aucits
made the came determination,

Basically, my involvement in the TMI-] anvironmental qualification program has
been through personal interactionr an: other commuriications (staff meetings anc
other meetings) sith Mr, Dick WILSON wh> heacs the GPUN Technica® Functions
Sectior. Up unt:) either the NR(C audit or the interna) GPUN audits that |
previously referred to, 1 wes lesc to believe that we were meeting the
requ.-ements of NR( regulations reorrdi.a the environmental qualificatior
pr.yram at TMi-1, <, METAYAT .25 shown me 3 GPUN intercffice memorancur
dated June 2%, 1981 the subject of which is Interncl Audit 0-TM1-81-02
Technical Functions Home Office Activities ‘or Compliance of IE Bulletin
70-018. 1 do not recal! being aware o¢ the audit referred to in the abcve
mentionec intero fice memcrandum. Like | have previously statec, minagement
involvement in the environmenta) uuglification prograr wes & Technicel
Functicn's program, | was aware that the plant woulc be invclived in the

rep lacement of parts for those iters qjilgfated by ths E‘Jrr' arr. for
replacement after 2 certain lifetime. 4 The envir nmental que 1fwcat:cr prograr
has beer very confusing and difficult to implement. It is m) understancing
that it hag been ver, hard to cerg.’y certain parts with vendors whe are
re’uctant to do s¢ Or hive i:::' ut of business., These are some of the
problems that have beer relatec tc me by the Technica! Functions Group.

Basically. ! would like to reiterate thet 1 read basicelly every corresponcence
which 1 sign, Tor tnose aress thet | ar persorally responsibi-, 1 personally
et involved ir the backup informetior pertaining tc the document. For other

1

types of documents, especially these involving technice) issues, ] will reac
the document anc it's relate. revies sheets to see if there is anything that
dc not agree with arc will base my signature or the approve: 1ist, 1 wi'

have Mr. TOO.E, my Flant Marager, review anc approve every document before *&i??
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