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Date of transcription

Report of Interview

Paul S. Check, Deputy Regional Administrator, Region 1V, NRC, was interviewed
concerning his knowledge of a March 8, 1984, incident at Comanche Peak Steam
Electric Station (SES) when allegedly a Texas Utilities Generating Company
(TUGCO) Quality Assurance (0QA) Supervisor detained eight quality control (QOC)
inspectors in a room and then searched their desks and confiscated inspection
reports documenting numerous deficiencies with electrical equipment, During
the interview, Check provided the following information:

At about 9:00 a.m., March 8, 1984, Check received a telephone call from TUGCO
Vice President for Nuclear Operations, Billy Pay Clements. Clements briefed
Check on what Clements described as "provocative behavior" on the part of
electrical QC inspectors at Comanche Peak SES. Reportedly some of the
electric OC inspectors were wearing T-shirts with the message "I pick nits"
printed on them. Additionally, the QC inspectors were finding numerous
problems with electrical construction that were apparently discovered as a
result of “"destructive" inspections. Clements stated he was concerned for the
safety of the QC inspectors because crafts workers might retaliate for what
the OC inspectors were doing. For this reason, the OC inspectors had been
sequestered in a room and were going to be interviewed by Boyce Grier, a
consultant for TUGCO. Clements further stated TUGCO was deciding what the
next step would be and he would keep Region IV informed. Check noted that he
had no reason to doubt Clements' concern for the safety of the inspectors and
that Region IV had in the past cautioned TUGCO management to exercise care in
dealing with labor difficulties.

After the telephone conversation, Check documented Clements' report in a note
to John Collins, the Region IV Administrator, and briefly discussed the
situation with Richard P. Denise, Director, Division of Reactor Safety and
Projects. It was aareed that Region IV would wait for further information
from Clements before takina any action in this matter,

At about 11:00 a.m., March 8, 1984, Clements again telephoned Check to update
him on the ongoing situation at Comanche Peak SES. Present with Check during
the conference call with Clements were William Brown, the Reaional Attorney,
and Richard Denise. Clements reported that TUGCO had decided to send the OC
inspectors home without pav and that thev would be allowed to return when
properly attired., Additionally Boyce Grier, a consultant to TUGCO, was going
to interview the OC inspectors to assure both crafts and 1ns.ectors that they
were appreciated by the company and that they could brina their concerns to
company management., Clements also reported that there was no evidence that
the OC inspectors were deliberately engaged in sabotage during their inspec-
tions. Check, Denise, and Brown aareed tnat TUGCO seemed to be handling the
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situation responsibly. Because there was no health and safety issue, Check
did not see any need for immediate NRC involvement in what appeared to be a
labor-management problem. Check noted that to interpose NRC in the situation
would have been a misuse of NRC resources.

Soon after the second telephore call from Clements, a meeting was held to
discuss the situation at Comanche Peak SES. In attendance were Check, Denise,
Brown, and several otner members of the Region IV staff who had an interest in
Comanche Peak. The consensus of the participants at the meeting was there was
no need for NRC involvement in the situation at Comanche Peak. UDenise
suggested that Region IV contact the NRC resident inspectors at Comanche Peak
and have them observe and gather more information on what was happening. This
suggestion was agreed to.

Check noted that as the situation at Comanche Peak developed, he kept the
Recional Administrator, John Collins, informed about what was happening and
whet Region IV was doing in response to the reports from TUGCO. Although
Co!lins was not importantly involved in this matter, he generally endorsed the
actions taken by Region IV.

Although Check was unsure of the details, he recalled that sometime after the
telephore calls from Clements on March 8, 1984, Reqion IV learned that TUGCO
had seized records from the desks of the OC inspecters. Reportedly the reason
the documents were seized by TUGCO was the records were company property and
TUGCO was concerned that they might be carried off the site. In the event the
documents might, at a later date, be evidence o+ of interest to the Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board, Region IV immediate!y took action to confiscate
all the documents from TUGCO and secure them in the NKC resident inspector's
office for safekeeping.
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ime. ' Q Were the security guards used to escort
I
ing in. ? these people to a particular room in the plant?
3 A I do not know. 1 understand it was a
¥ou that he e security guard outside the room theyv were gathered in.
5 Q Qutside the door?
INd told me o A That's what 1 understand.
2 . .
time He Q Was the door closed?
' Said he ot A I do not know.
]
# bath * Q Was the door locked?
% 10
opulatien of A 1 do not know.
", Q How long were these pecple kest in the room:
12 |
g A 1 do not know.
: 13 ’ i
2 called me ! Q Were thev kept there all mornineg?
1
‘4 2 : .
A I believe they were there until a‘ter lunch
e that 2 because Bovce Grier interviewed each one ¢f them Somerinme
» that day, the best that ! can remember.
jiree of
r v7 ' 5 - . -
pecnie? i G So they were kept there for a number of Houts
" pie !
. at least?
9 L . '
- A I presume so. I xacw they wére sent hame
€d Were :
7 B .
i befcre the working dav was over. With sav,
fertain
£50 MR. BELTER: I reiterate, counselvr, that
-~
f 2 the answers to these questions can be established with
8 cempetent evidence from other witnesses Mr. Chapmarn
- L I : ! . - . 1 - 2 o S v . i + -
O in the | "
T4 ; b - y ;
} is giving you 100 percent hearsav anc it is aot competent
25 " S : i
evidence, for example, to establish ==« Mr. Clements, I'm
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ANTONIO VEGA

(Resumed)

Cross-Examination

Board
Board
Board
Board
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Board
Board
Board

Examination
Examination
Examination
Examination
Examination
Examination
Examination
Examination
Examination
Examination

Cross-Examinaticn
Recrcss-Examination by Mr. Treby - = = = 15341
Board Examination by Judge Grossman- = = 15346
Recross-Examination by Mr. Treby = =- = = 15374
Redirect Examination by Mr. Downey = - - 15378
Board Examination by Judge Grossman=- - - 15403

BILLY R. CLEMENTS

Board Examination by Judge Bloch = = - - 15418
Cross-Examination by Mr. Rcocisman - - = = 185470
Cross~Examiration by Mr. Berry - = = = = 158514
Redirect Examination by Mr. Downey - - = 15518
Board Examination by Judge Grossman- - = 15519
TEOMAS BRANDT (Recalled)
Cross~-Examinati~n by Mr. Roisman - - - - 15521
Direct Examination by Mr. Downey = = = = 183522
Cross-Examination (Cont) by Mr. Roisman- 15324
Boaréd Examination by Judge Bleoch = = = =« 15544
Recross-Examination by Mr. Roisman - - - 153563

15174

by Mr. Treby = = = = = 15176
by Judge Bloch - =« « « 15186
by Judge Grossman- - - 15194
by Judge Jordan- = - - 15197
by Judge Bloch = - - = 15198
by Judge Jordan~- - - = 15272
by Judge Blecch = = « - 15274
by Judge Grossman- - = 15277
by Judge Bloch - - -« -« 15282
by Judge Grossman- = = 13284
by Judge Bloch = =« -« -« 15290
by Mr. Reoisman - « « « 15294

(Recalled)
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g And it wasn't someone who Stayed ;.
QA/QC program?
A No, sir. They left the site.

e I guess I infer that if it was the

manager of QA who was responsible, that it must -
-y

been a failure to follow the procedures, rathez‘t‘

an improper procedure; is that fair?
A Judge Bloch, as I saié beifcre, I'm p,

sure whether the man had had a procedure changed

didn't come to the attention of all cf us, Or whes
he just instructed pecple not to follow the proce¢

But when Tolson found it, he reporte?

(R
”n
1
| 5
(88
o
(L]
h
8]
2}
o

as to Chapman and me and recommendes
get-well plan that -- had to go back and do a

reinspection on a statistical basis.

JUDGE BLOCHE: No further guestions. I
there limited cross?

MR. ROISMAN Yes, Mr. Chairman

JUDGE BLOCE Please.

CROSS-EXAMINATION
BY MR. ROISMAN:
o} Mr. Clemente, 1'G like to take you bal

to the morning of the T-shirt incident, I believe

you've testified already tocay that your curren

Yy

tey

-~

il

L)
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incident?
MR. DOWNEY: Objection. I believe R,
testified that he placed a call, 1f I recall his

testimony correctly.

JUDGE BLOCH: I don't think the Guesyt

had to do with who placed the call. You Just wang,,
to know whether he had a call.

BY MR, ROISMAN:

9 Q was there a seconc telephone call thy:
10 cay~«s
A I was in contact witd the plant off a2

on most cf the day. And whether I initiated the

.

te'ephone conversations Or whether they were initiy

12
{
e » -~ % % - T ~ = \
' by the peopie at the plant site, coulédn't draw ys;
|
| R o ~m " 3
< | a chronologicald order and say, 1 4id this one, ar2
5. ,‘
' tey did this one i
16
' 1 was trying tc keep my hané on what
“
18 was going on the who.ie daay
| « v .
19 | ol 1 wasn't interested in that I just
ad wanted to fing out i€ there was a second call at w
-w
' voeu discussed this matier with someone at the site
2 !
|
] - |
. regaréless of who initiated 1t?
‘2 |
a A Yes, there was )
23
o ol Do you remember roughly how SOCE afrer
<4 -
the first call?
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A

No,

I don'e.

as a matter of

Q Is it likely that it
morning of that day?

A Since the first call,
around 9:00 -- and that's rough -
Mr. Kkoisman, that it was =-- just
went on that day, i

was still

I think,

in the

was

I would presume,

15473 |

what

t was probably in the morning.

JUDGE GROSSMAN: I'm sorry. I didn't ,
catch that.

Even though you're responding to Mr
Roisman, your answers are for all of us. So would
you please ..

THE WITKESS: Yes.

MR. ROISMAN In fact, it's guite all
right == you édo not neeé to lock at me, unless you
want to put the mike this way. Ctherwise, we're
goinc to miss your answers.

Okay
BY MR. ROISMAN:

g Mr Clements, over the course of that
day, é8iéd you learn a great <dea. mer information
about the even:ts that were going on == excuse me ==
the events that led up to the first telephone call
than what you had received at he time you gct the
£irst telephone call?

.
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A I'm trying to remember just when I

learned the different facts.

Your guestion, I believe, was did 3
learn more about the event as it went on?

o No. 1I1'm trying to find out =~ Therg
were some events == At least there has been sonme
testimony about that relate to the T-shirt event,
arguably, that took place before the time that
your phone call -- some things that happenec that

morning, some things that may have happerec oOn

You remember there was the stateme

(2
-
/0
"
€
"
g
»

made by socme witnesses that on Monday of

the same T-shirt had been worn by cother pecp.ie

My gquestion to you is: After the
phere call, diéd you get additional information ad
events that you considered relevant tc t-e =shizs
incident that had occurreé prior to the time O:
first phone call?

B I can't put them in the context 0Ol
learning more about it that day. But obviousi)
learned later that T-shirts had been worrn ==

JUDGE BLOCH: Wait a seconcd I éo

hink you want to know later, co yours Juet that l
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a TEE WITNESS:

He asked the guestion did

2 I learn Something later. He aidn't put any ==
.
e, wWas a % 5
‘3 JUDGE BLOCH: You're still in that day.
t on?
" JUDGE GROSSMAN: When you say "later,"
out - ‘| |
p later than the first phone call, sometime. .
has pee
A MR. ROISMAN: vYes. Byt 7 had understood
6 |
Shlrt ey ) 5
. that he was getting ready to tell me that he just
ime th, . . B
g couldn't tell me for Sure whether it woulg have be' n
FPenegd 1 s
o " 4 iater on that day or later many -- many, many days
Penec o.
2 later.
10
" Is thas right, Mr. Clements, ig -
! stat P, . "
R MR. DOWNEY: Why don't we let Mr.
.
£ that, | .
v | Clements finish his answer?
Peozle ’
1 | JUDGE BLOCH: ¢ Was .rying to make sure
L
1 that the answer was respconsive. I want *o make sure
er. the

that it is in that da

o

(4]
f
1
¥
m
L2 ]
n
ot
0
0
(99

"
< 1 learn some-
that same day -

.-
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call, 1 was standing preobably in the shoes ¢f Ron

154y
answe- was making clear that he was answering 1t th,
way Mr, Grossman thought.

JUDGE BLOCH: well, let's go ahead wis:
the answer. My apologies.

Go ahead and answer it your way.

THE WITNESS: Okay.

The events of that cay are kind ©f me:.
in my mind, But I'm sure that I did not learn tha:
the T-shirts had been worn the previous Monday dur:q
that Thurscay.

y, I learred after the first

-

Natural

telephone call that our people had looked in the de
of those people. Obvicusly I learned more about thg
events as they went Oa.

But the events pricr to the 9:00 phone

Tc.son. I knew just about what Ron knew at that
time.
8Y MR, ROISMAN:

o Do you remember rouchly what time that
day you mace Yyour first == 1£f there was only cne =

hone call from the plant site =< for the sake of

e
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cary,

who

I'd say 9:00,

I called Mr.

i$ an

Exe
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Spence and informegd

been reported to me.

company whe I used to work for

something was going on at the

The
So,
mate, 9:30.

a S¢
reccllection, be
ccnversation wit

A Yes

G Did
receive any othe
office during th

A I m
Somebody working
I ta.Lkeéd tc the
that cay, es, s

g Ang
occur, whether y
initiatec themnm,

A i 4

Q De

n

3|

o

u

O

ot
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L

-
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r

th
O

"

(1]

'ad

¥

called Mr.

Roisman,

-~
-

to tell him

believe

plant site,

I1'd say as a

Check.

utive Vice President of our

that

re =--=- Tc the best of you
you had had any second ph
e plant site people?

L.

maxe any other phone calls or
one calls from the Region
ay about the T-shirt inc:id
at least one more myself.
Mr. Check may have calleéd
cn at least three or four
n édid the subsecuent calls
ac initiated them cor they
Oou can remnember?

rememdoer the time frames
think they occurred in the
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afternoon or still in the morning?

A I think one of them may have ocCurreg
later on in the afternocon and maybe one Or tWo mop,
in the morning.

1 was trying to keep the Region as vel,
informed about what was going on as I was in Dallay

Have you previcusly seen a handwrittes

o

memorandum which purports to be a note to Mr. Cc;;".
-

from Mr. Check that purports to summarize informat..,
.,

+hat he received from you over the telephone tnhas

day, that I believe 15 marked as Exhibit 3%9-4 Cates

(Document handed tc witnes

n
B — ._.__' a5

muT s ok S - 4 1 . 1 ¥ .
THE WITNESS: It looks familiary, but |
-~ L
don't remember seeing it per se.
) e <R .
v i WO o .':a-».»"' "OowLa _:.‘ L4O0CK as - N
o - 1 ' - - s ! ’
acain, if it looks familiar, to see wnetner there's |
]
scmething in there that jogs ycur memory abocyts wh
]
- ' £ 9% -
it's familiary. [
- - s - e - ~ o
MR. DOWXNEX May 1 ask counseli <cr tae
hd - . bl - - -
Intervencr a guest.ion Te which deposition was thil
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15189
and tell me what, if any., portions of it are in yoyup
judgment incorrect, which are correct and which yoy

don't kaow about.

And by correct, incorrect and You don'e.
know about is what cf that 4dig You actually
communicate to Mr. Check?

A The only thing that I believe Mr. Chect

misunderstood was the Plan to send these Pecple hoae

without pay.

o All right. would YCU correct that now
then, please?

A I'm not sure I understand what you're
asking.

e Well, he has written down on the memors:
dum == There's a line and then there's the word
"Update,"” and thes three little bullets. There are

three lines there.

One says "Plan to send hcme without
Fay." Two, "Come back when properly attired." Thre*
"Resume work if Job unfilled."

Now, are you Saying that one of those

think that he misunderstood what Yyou told him?

A I do not remember telling Mr. Check
} ' " ~ re
that those people would resum their job == wou.d °@
their work if t.e Job was unt. . led. He may have 3°°

3
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that from his own pecple at the site.
I'm here to tell you that those people

were not in any dancer of beirg fired because that

firing would have to have been approved Dy me when

this sort of incident comes up.

And tley were not in any danger of

losing their jobs any time that day.

Do you have any reascn to believe that

have thought that someone had told

ccme back the next mornain

- ' - | MR. DOWNEY: Objecticn. The guesticn

was dces he have any reascn to believe thnat scmeone

13 |

ora: » else thought scmething.
! I
o That calls for speculaticn in the mecst |

Te ext-reme forr.

18 JUDGE BLOCH Rould you ==
& | LA N 4 -
hree, | MR. DOWNEY: I would move tc strike on
'y
= grounds of re.levance it d0ces nct meet the reguire-
av
e ¥4 el ments 2f Rule 401 as relevant evidence cn any issce.
L -
e JUDGE BLOCE Well, sc far I haven't
-
| |
| any | hearé the guestion, sC ==
v 1 1
- - -
izre 3¢ MR. ROISMAN The guestion was Did he
| .
| oo. ' a & &
- 9 " have reascn t¢ believe that any of the pc~rsons at tne
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site had received information that they believe th,
]

might == that this instruction had been given:

the job had not been filled.
JUDGE BLOCH: D d anyone at the Site

tell you that was their belief?

| THE WITNESS: Not to my recol;ec:;o;_
BY MR. OISMAN:

Q Why did you indicate in answer to ;
™y

L ]

earlier guestion that maybe the NRC at the s.te ha+

©

(N

heard that? Did you have scme reason to believe "_“‘l

they might have heard that?

A No, sair. But I krow that Mr. Jim
( ] Cummings of the NRC =-- the resident inspector for
construction was in touch with our folks.

Anéd to the best of my know.ecce, I wap

16

5 . . ‘ . |

17 not told about this "Resume work if job is unfilled.*;

! {
|

8 | JUDGE BLOCH: Is that memorandum in '
i 1

, !

’

19
R A HeAw - =
z MR DOWNEY Your Honor, we would ob cﬂ’
20 '
"1 to further guestioning on this exhibit we wouid
]
*® |
- - - . - ~ - N - ~ -~ -
= further cbiect to the admission of shis docurens i°
id
i evidence )
-
Lo o ™ - ' - -~
"4 iere' 8 no incication, as 1 reac iz,
‘

3 ‘e £ 3 . & . . -~ y
the source Ifrom which all of this information was
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obtained.
The only reference to Mr. Clements' pheo

call occurs in the very first line of the very first

I believe the record indicates guite

clearly that NRC officials -- Mr. Check and others
were getting information both from Mr. Clements -- at
least by inference from the Intervenors =-- from
someone =-- an employee at the site, although there
has been no evidence tc that effect, and also the
resident inspector acting on directions from his
pecple in Region IV had an in%erchance with some
ite management.

So they had several sources of infcrma-

tion.

JUDGE BLOCE: Mr. Treby, would the
Staff agree tc supply Mr. Ceollins for the scle
purpose cof stating where this memoranédum came freom
ané what the sources o0f information are?

ME. DOWNEY I believe it's being
representec as the notes o2 Mr. Check ané not freom -

JUDGE BLOCH Chedk.

MR. TREBY: i believe that that documen
was one that was obtained by the Intervenors as a
resclt of the Freedom of Information Act reguest to

I — -

t
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MR. ROISMAN: Well, Mr.

Chairman,

15185

let me just

o

say 1f anything we're only arguing about the last three

lines. I believe the witness'

has confirmed that it is accurate up to that point.

JUDGE BLOCH:
you told Mr. Check?

MR. ROISMAN: What he toléd the

MR. DOWNEY:

ask Mr.

appropriate to

document, 1f he recalls -- what he recalls having told
Mr. Check. I think that's a perfectly legitimate inguiry

JUDGE BLOCH: That was the guestion that was
askec. Is that a different way? He asked him what of this
is accurate and what if it is inaccurate ané he arswered
that guestion.

JUDGE GROSSMAN: He alsc gave hir the cheic
of saying how much of this don't you know 1s accurate or
inaccurate, and so I believe the witness =-- if he hasn't
completed his answer, he's about tO comglete ~is answer

But now, while he's reviewing that document,
let me ask Mr. Treby whether it is a matter o reccré here
as to where the NRC accuirec that information as ccntaine?
in that document, which I haven't seen vet.

MR. TREE} I believe there is some testimenv
in the cepositions that Mr, Clements notifieé Mr. Check of

May I object, please. I

Accurate with respect to what

think

testimony will show that he

NRC that day.

Clements, after having read this

e

-
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what was going on and that there were a number of
conversations back and forth during the course of the d.,
as Mr. Clements got additional information.

1 believe the particular document tbut‘.“
dispute at the moment was an exhibit during Mr. Clemeng,:
evidentiary deposition down at Glen Rose.

There is a slight problem in that at the ¢,
that deposition was taking place I den't think there weg,
additional copies and so it wasn't attached to the :—a,.:hl

and 1'm not sure whcther she exhibits ever caught up wiw

JUDGE GROSSMAN: My concern ri

s}

ht nOw isn'e
with what Mr. Clements contributed as to the document ot

to the understanding of the NRC but where tne remainder o!f

that information was derived by the NEC. ’
But I don't want tc interject myself and ﬂﬂul

it even more difficult for Mr. Clements TO cet back tC the i
i

original guesticn and give Dls answer |

- - - s v 3 %Y s » % - ’ A . EE o ]
ME TREBY 1 believe alsc Mr. Hunnicust made

some brief reference to those conversat.ons betweern ‘
Mr. Check anc Mr Clements since ne was at Rec.conal Ekeac-

- - A A P ~ Y pon ' P
guarters at the time &anc ~as called in tc Mr. Checx € cfi. N

when he receivel telepncone calls £rom the site.

cremmr BT ACH oL &3
JUDGE BLOCE: Do you have Iurtaer clarisi
cation of your answer Witnh regspect to this document:
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THE WITNESS: No, sir. 11 very candidly don't

. remember making thcse comments listed under upcdate, and I
Y

e

Are Ccorrecet

¥
s
m
it
o
m
"
o
o7
0
n
Ly
o

have some names that I gave.

(o5

3 5
ci

names Or not, I still don’'t know. But the other comments,

==y

age and up to here, or up to the halfway mark

5
(1]
"
™
d
w0
rt
'O

-

‘i

+€ Not exd\-:,

o
O
¥

b

page is comments I made to -~

-
n th

e
wn

they're comments I made in general to Mr. Check.

t case, let's have it

b
o
o
b
W
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as an exhibit at this point.
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. MK. ROISMAN ihat" s fine i mean [ consicer
-
‘i‘ - b - ' - - - - | - - . -
. o3 i R g, » i3 p .
the withess testimony tO be better evidence than the
- - X
-~ . - s - 1 b i " e
t 12 memoranium anyway, but the memcrandum tells us what the
’1 n o I - 1 - -~ -
- witness is talking about.
;
RO & " B
5o 14 JUDGE BLOCH Jew, is that a copyv we can put
$
i
-~ 3 -9
= in the transcript?
)é MR REVAAYI "E - ~ - ~ sy ~ - PN
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2! Sc do we have a copy scmewhere that can be placed .n the
-n -
. 22 transcript
'
A - s iy il 5 . B eE
‘s MR, REYNOLZS wWe can make a ¢cr
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- JLUGL SuVe saas WOCILS De verl eE_Cild
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JUDGE GROSS5MAN: Do I understand,
Mr. Chairman, that this is being received for the linr
purpcse of showing what was contained in the NRC memo:

cf the information that was received that day from thre

company but not to prove the truth of any of the

llegations contained in that document?

MR. ROISMAN: As a matter of fact =--

JUDGE BLOCE: Actually, it's only == my
ruling was that it was received solely for the purpose g¢
illustrating the transcript s¢ that the testimony of th:y |
witness coulc be understooc.

MR. ROISMAN: 1I think that it's being of!o:q‘

-

for precisely the opposite reason. I believe the Applic
objects that they dc not know that this represents the
genuine document prepared by the agency. The witness'

testimony raises guestions as to whether what comes below .

3

the line on the second page anié has the word uplate, ever |

to be what he said.

"
o
0
L3 ]
r
n

A
b

The witness has incicated that everytih.ing

above the line, he believes he talked about all tnhlse tr.;ﬁ

v

with the exception of his uncertainty about whether those

were the names he gave, the rest ¢ 1t 1s accurate ' '
I want it there so that we'll know what he °

says is accurate. I'm not trying to prove that Mr. Chesd

took the notes. 1'm not tryving to prove anything other S
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15191
what the witness has said about it.

I understand

JUDGE GROSSMAN: Thank vou.

[

y now.

[
>

JUDGE BLOCH: As I understand, only one of .

the three items below the line was challenged. 1Is that

correct?

THE WITNESS: 1I'm not sure if I gave any of
that information below the line, Judge Bloch. I'm not sure
if he received that information from me.

MR. ROISMAN: That's what I thought he had
testifled to alsc. At least, as you remember when we got
into that things sort of exploded, the witness, when he got
back to it acain, seemed to indicate that he was not sure

that any of it below the line was information that he had

JUDGE BLOCHE: Do we neeé to know frcom
Mr. Check where the below the line things came from?

MR. ROISMAN: We probably need to know that

answer because there appears to be some éispute in th

reccrd at this point as t ynether there was or was nos
at one time an option that the workxers woulé be sent home
with the understancding that they cculéd come back .f their

S0 yes, I think that's pertinent,.
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JUDGE BLOCH:

for the Staff to -
where that informa
MR.

representation, th

15432

what would be the easiest: y,
Fi
- just have Mr. Check inform us abous

ticn came from?

TREBY: Would you accept counsel's :

at is, I can call Mr. Check and ask np

JUDGE BLOCH: That depends on the Applican. .!

response to that g

MR.
representation of

MR.
tells me.

JUDG
you will say what
are unhappy abcut
Mr. Check appear.

MR.

what's below the 1

JUDG
possibly i1mportant
from,

MR.
where it came from

arguing for the

o

o+ gatisfied on my

uestion.
REYNOLDS: It depends on what the

counsel 1is.

TREEY: It will be whatever NI, Check
E BLOCH: Why don't we try it that way,

Mr. Check tells ycu, and if the Arclicang

that, we will have to regquest that

ROISMAN: That's acceptable to us. i W
y own, ané 1'm not trying to arcue that

ine represented & phone conversation wiwh

q’.:‘ylﬂ‘ﬁ. -
o S

b4 -y > 2 - '
.1 4ust want vou to understanc I'FW nf’-‘
-
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JUDGE BLOCH: Binding it in, sO we don'y

need to mark them.

MR. ROISMAN: All raght. Well, 1t 1S marge.

already as Exhibit 38-4 and

3

JUDGE BLOCH: he numbering system we've ha-
so far 1s almost worthless.

JUDGE GROSSMAN: At least it appears on tr,.
document.

MR. TREBRY: Well, for the recoré, wha:
that means is that it was the fourth exnidbit in Mr. Cleme:
dth, 1964 evicdentiary cepositicn.

JUDGE BLOCH: I know what that means. The
proclem is that we have no consistent numbering syster
so that anyone looking at the record can know 1f he's see:
all the exhibits.

JUDGE GROSSMAN: Well, Mr, Roisman 1s Just

concerneé with hov we identify 1t in talking to the witness,
ané that's fine,

BY MR. ROISMAN:

Mr. Clements, looking now 3Just at the porticre

P

of +he memorandum which includes the six names On 1t, 28
it vour testimony that you have & recollection tio
mentiones names to Mr. Check?

A To the best of my knowledce, I cic

n
]
®
™
Y
- |
P

b |
(8]
-

a list 2f names. Whether these are the same names oOr
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17-10 | r-shirt incident that day?
ﬁf 2 A You got a couple of alls in there. Would
3 you state that again? !
!
& : : e Does the memorandum contain in it, toO the

w
(1]
o
"
m
~ |
"
"

hat you've testified that it's accurate, a summar,
. of all the information that you received that day abou

she T-shirt incident that you believe was relevant as of

o —

9 A f don't think you could take a piece 0f pape:
i
13
10 and write down all the things that were relevant that dav,‘
!
1" Mr. Roisman. Again, I'm not trying to be evasiVve, but ye, !
'
12 just can't get the flavor for an activity that's going or by
13 | a page and a half cf notes scribbled cn a piece of paper,
¢ | so I'm not trying to be evasive, I just don't understand
18 vour total guestion.
16 . o All right. What major items ©0f relevant
17 information that you knew that day are not includeé there?
18 | A well, for cne thing, «he connctation of the =
19 | ¢irst of all, the message srhat I gave Mr. Check was gome-
2C thing that thmev're wearing T=shirts with a messace like i
2) I pick nits, with the teIT nit=picking or 1t
22 second of all, there's the packgrouné orn
\ . )
23 this piece of paper cf what the connotation of I pick nits
|
24 means at Comanche Peak. That's not on this piece °f paper

29| Is that respon ive?

-
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NO,

things but I don't == I think

were looking into what the

JUDGE BLOCH:

the inspection of those junction

THE WITNESS:

JUDGE BLOCH:

that they were alleged to

-

that

Sl

R Re ke
nLentc

JO you know the procedure o

THE WITNESS: All I
electrical eguipment I wouldn't
ané lay my hands on the electrical
about.

JUDGE BLOCH

was sunction boxes?

-~

So

-
|

1o

sl

the

be
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r, they were destroy

the =-- we

was at tnat

boxes?

>

:' - dorn't.
re evicdernce

SnRAT1IAan ~
Junctaon bo

e perscnail
ey were Jun
recall the

there were

never

time.
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mean testimony this morning == I do remember that it

was not Chapman nor Tolson, but it was Merritt who

made the 1initial call.

that you did

BY MR. BERRY:

o

|
T-shirt incic
Tolson sugges
suggested tha
with pay

2

L

£
¥
- el
reac Mr 1018
this directic
reading that
"
e
touch with e2
. - -~ ]
day I don't

heme with pay

I apologize. ] remember now

answer that.

M
-

e

. Clements, on the day == on the

ient, you testified earlier that Mr.

+ed == that Mr. Tolscon was the cne that
e trhe T-shirt inspectors be sent home

I said the word came to me from somecne
plant that they be sent home with pay
i€ 1 testified it was Tclson.

a misstatement.

4
el
-4
o
¢
(8]
’l
o
3
m
m

s Telsan or not == who callec me.

hre you familiar, Mr. Clements, when you

orn's deposition that he testified that

n had ccme from Dallas: Do you remember

is My, Tolson's depesition?

No, I don't

tixe I saié before, we were in constant

ch other and different people during tae
remember whese idea 1t was to sonc taern

, but I'm rure that it came from the
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19

20

24

25

e

Y

| 1551¢ |
plant site.

Qe Do you recall if any other altern tive,
were considered?

A Not that I recall.

Q Just one final guestion, You also

testified earlier that the reason you decided thas
the T-shirt inspectors should be kedbt away from

craft was because you didn't know what the situa:t;:.

dn't wars.

&

was between the craft and the QC and you di

to take any chances. De you remember that?
A Yes, sir.
o Then ycu later testified that ycu ha¢

been advised by Mr. Chapman == I guess sometime

earlier in the week =-- that destructive exam;ne:zc:s'

haéd =-- there were allegations of cdestructive

examinations having occurred.

The gquestion is: Did that enter into
rour decision in any way? Did you consider that
when ycu made ycur decision or you cdec:iec that the

% . 9 wt' A . - - -
gquality control inspectors shoull be isc.atec sron

A Sir, I think every time a manacer makes
a decisicn, he calls upon all of his experience anc
managerial skill that he has learned cver a period ‘

of time.

—4
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MR. BERRY: Nothing further.
JUDGE BLOCH: Mr. Downey.

MR. DOWNEY: Yes, I have )just One o ‘s
-

guestions, Your Honor.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION ,

BY MR. DOWNEY:

Q Mr. Clements, before you reviewed the

randwritten notes represented to you to be the note, |

b

>
-

-

of Mr. Chapman, do you have any indepencen
recollection of providing Mr. Check with the names
of the inspectors involveé in the Te~shirt matter?

A Very candidly, Mr. Downey, I don’'t
rerember whether I did or did ncot provide him with
names that day. I just édon't remember.

o} You do recall, éc you not, Mr. Clemen:s,

telling him about the cther matters written orn the

.
-

irst page of those two pages of notes?
A Yes.
MR. DOWNEY: I have no further

guestions.

JUDGE BLOCH: Ckay. Scbiect to recall
by the Bcard -- when we ge: the documents, the witness
may be excused.
Thank you, Sir. .
JUDGE GROSSMAN: ] ==
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19-3 ,é them; isn't that correct?
p 2§‘ A I'm not sure about the names being the
3 correct names that I gave them.
, ‘i’ e Your not being sure about the narmes,
; sj! that was nct what you indicated originally, is j:3
6> It was only a clarification of your original test:s.,
’ is that correct?
8 A Original? Today?
3 o) Yes.
e A I don't recall.
va JUDGE BLOCH: I think we'll see the
12 transcript. My recollection is that he did state t:.H
14 he wasn't sure if those were the names that he

transmitted.

14

X THE WITNESS: That's my testimony. 1l's
1

16 not sure about those names.

ie JUDGE BLOCH: Mr. Treby, cne more

8 guestion: When you call Mr. Check, would you ask his

19 | where he gct the rnames from?

20 MR. TREBY: Yes.

~

2 THE WITNESS: Ycou understand 1'm not

2 saying I €ién't; I just @don't recall.

21 JUDGE BLOCH: I understand that.

% | JUDGE GROSSMAN: I have no further .
|

Y 2% guestions.



