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O
1 JUDGE GROSSMAN: The hearing is reconvened.

2 This is the 17th day of hearing.

3 We have a witness still on and we also have the

4 motion to admit the late-filed contentions, which we

5 would like to have some argument on.

6 Gentlemen and lady, what would you prefer to do

7 first, complete the witness or go on to argue a few

8 points on the motion to admit?

9 MR. GUILD: I guess my preference, Judge,

10 would be to complete the witness first, and then if we

11 could have a brief recess so I could get my papers

12 together on the motion.

13 MR. MILLER: Yes.

14 JUDGE GROSSMAN: That's fine. Why don't we

'

15 continue with the witness?

16 Mr. Miller was on Redirect.

17 MR. MILLER: Thank you, Judge Grossman.

18 REDIRECT EXAMINATION
'

19 (Continued)

20 BY MR. MILLER
,

21 Q Mr. Simile, I remind you that you are still under oath.

22 When we broke yesterday, we were working through
'

23 the Nonconformance Reports that have been marked as

24 Applicant's Exhibit 13 for identification; and I would
,

)
like you to turn, if you would, to the one that's been25

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
_

veneva, 1111nois oulae
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1 marked -- it's identified as Nonconformance Report No.

2 4795.

3 Mr. Simile, can you tell me, if you know, the

4 circumstances under which that Nonconformance Report was

5 initiated?

6 A This report was initiated from a review by the NRC, who,

j 7 upon investigation of the welder qualifications, found

8 the two Form 88's to be dated with the same date.

9 Q When you refer to the two Form 88's, you are referring

10 to what, sir?

11 A It would be the welder qualification records.

12 Q For one specific welder that is identified in the

13 Nonconformance Report?

'

14 A Yes, sir.

15 Q What was the disposition of that discrepancy?

16 A The disposition is on Page 2.

17 Shall I read it?

18 Q No, sir, it is not necessary.

19 In any event, was there any --

| 20 MR. GUILD: Excuse me. Is that on Page 2 of

21 97

22 THE WITNESS: Yes.

I 23 MR. MILLER: Yes.
.

24 BY MR. MILLER:;

({} 25 Q Other than making a correction to the Form 88, what

i

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
! Geneva, Illinois 60134

(312) 232-0262

. - - - _ -. . - _ . _ . . . _ _ -___- - - -- - - - - _- --



3515.

1 other corrective action, if any, was required?

2 A Corrective action would be on Page 3 of 9.

3 Q Now, Mr. Simile, there is a reference on the page that

4 is identified as Page 3 of 9 to a Procedure 4.13.1.1.,

5 Do you see that?

6 A Yes.

7 0 To your knowledge, sir, to what activity is that

8 procedure directed?

9 A This activity is directed at reviewing the documentation

10 for any errors.

11 0 Is that documentation limited to welder qualification

12 records?

O' 13 A No, it is not. It is for all of our documentation.s-

14 0 I would like to move onto the next set of NCR's, which

15 are numbered consecutively from 5014 to 5018 and ack if

16 you can tell us whether your initials appear on these

17 five NCR's?

18 A My initials appear on these NCR's, except for the last

19 one, in the upper lef t-hand corner where it says "ATS."

20 0 On 5018 do you also see your initial outside the margin?'

21 A Yes, sir.

I 22 0 What do your initials signify on this document?

'
23 A They signified that I have reviewed this NCR.

24 0 Under what circumstances were these NCR's initiated?

(} 25 A These NCR's were initiated as a result of the document

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
_

ueneva, 1111nois eviae

(312) 232-0262
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1 review program of the welder qualifications.

2 Q Can you describe, briefly, the nonconforming condition

3 that the document review recorded on NCR 5014?

4 A Basically, it was the utilization of the wrong revision

5 form for the qualification.

6 Q Is that the Form 88?,

7 A Yes, sir.

8 Q All right. On NCR 5015 what was the nature of the

9 discrepancies or nonconformance?

10 A The discrepancy was the same as 5014. It was the wrong

11 revisions of the Form 88's.
.

12 0 5016, what was the nature of the nonconforming condition

13 on that one?

14 A It was the same as the previous two.

15 Q 5017, what was the nature of the nonconforming condition

16 on that one?

17 A There was two problems with 5017. One was the incorrect

18 form Rev used on the Form 88 and reproduced Form 88 with

19 Xeroxed signatures.

20 0 on the copy that we have here, there is no indication on

21 5017 of the corrective action that was taken.

22 A Yes.

23 Q Do you know what the corrective action was for that NCR?

24 A Not at this time.

(]) 25 Q Do you know whether the corrective action has been

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
Geneva, Illinois 60134

(312) 232-0262
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1 implemented and the NCR closed out?

2 A No, sir. There is a -- the original Form 88's for these

3 records, some of them have been found in PTL and we are

4 in the process of trying to retrieve all of them.

5 Q Has any consideration been given as to what the

6 corrective action will be if there are only Xerox copies

7 available and no original documents are found?

8 A I don't know at this time.

9 Q All right. The next one is 5018.

10 What is the nature of the nonconforming condition

11 on that NCR?

12 A 5018 is a visual inspection was not documented as being
(~)
\/ 13 performed on the six-inch Schedule 80 test and the

14 three-inch Schedule 40 test.

15 0 Is a visual inspection required?

16 A Yes, it is.

17 Q Is there a requirement to document the results of that

18 visual test?

| 19 A To the AWS Code and their forms there is not a place for
| 1

|
20 documentation of this inspection.

21 Q Was there such a requirement on the L. K. Comstock forms

22 that were in use? ,

23 A There was a title block for this inspection.

i

|
24 Some of the title blocks were signed in the block

L
-

i

{} 25 below, making it indeterminate as to whether it was
|

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
( ueneva, 111inois 6ul34
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1 documented properly or not.

2 Some of the forms did not have any block.

3 Q What corrective action, if any, is -- well, what

4 corrective action is being taken with respect to this

5 nonconformance?

6 A The corrective action would be listed on Page 4 of 5.

7 0 I take it that there is going to be no change to the

8 form; is that correct?

9 A That is correct.

10 Q All right. Let's move on to Nonconformance Report 5028.

11 First of all, is that your initials that appear in

12 the upper lef t-hand corner of the first page?

13 A Yes, it is.

14 Q Once again, that signifies that you reviewed the NCR?

I1 15 A That's correct.

16 Q All right. And the description of the nonconformance is

17 that a material specification was listed as A-106 Grade
,

|

18 A in lieu of A-106 Grade B.

j 19 Of what significance is the glade of the material

20 that is listed on the welder qualification form?

21 A Per AWS, the material should be one of the materials
,

i

[ 22 specified, which would be A-106 Grade B.

23 We do not use A-106 Grade A at all on the project.

24 Q Is it possible to tell whether or not the welders were

(]} 25 actually qualified on A-106 A rather than A-106 B?

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
Geneva, Illinois 60134
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O
1 A There has never been any A-106 Grade A on our site.

2 Q Would you turn now to NCR 5029.

3 First of all, are those your initials that appear

4 in the upper lef t-hand corner?

5 A Yes, sir.

6 Q And the nature of the nonconformance is specified cn the

7 first page, is it not?

8 A Yes, it is.

9 Q Even though the brand name of the electrode used in the

10 welder qualification test is not identified, is it

11 possible to determine the type of weld filler material

12 that is used from those Form 88's?

13 A Yes, it is.

14 0 And how can you do so, sir?

15 A On the Form 88 itself, in the second section, is a

16 listing of the filler metal that was used, which

17 specifics E7018.

18 Q Finally Mr. Simile, if you would look at Nonconformance

19 Report 5044, does your signature or initials appear

20 anywhere on that document?

21 A No, they do not.

22 Q Have you seen this document before it was introduced or

23 marked as an exhibit for identification in this hearing?
i

24 A Yes, I have.

~

(]} 25 Q Did you see it on or shortly after the date of its

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
_
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1 initiation, which appears to be April 18, 1986?

2 A Yes, sir.

3 Q The description of the nonconformance refers to the fact

4 that a Form 88 was used to qualify a welder and that the

5 correct form was a Form 112.

6 Under what circumstances is a Form 112 used to

7 qualify a welder rather than a Form 88?

8 A Form 112 is the form that was established in the

9 Stainless Steel Welding Procedure and it is the same

10 form as the Form 88, only it was given a different

11 number.

12 Q Can one determine that by looking at the attachments to

13 NCR 5044?

14 A Yes, sir. The last page of the NCR is a Form 112 and

15 the previous pages are the Form 88's.

16 Q Mr. Simile, we have todry looked at NCR's 4795 through

17 5044.

18 How would you characterize the nonconformances that

19 are described in those Nonconformance Reports?

20 A I feel that they are minor in nature.

21 Q Exhibit 13 -- Applicant's Exhibit 13 -- involves this
,

22 stack of Nonconformance Reports that you testified to

23 both yesterday afternoon and today.

24 What action, if any, was taken with respect to

(} 25 these Nonconformance Reports that involved a review of

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
Geneva, Illinois 60134
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O
1 work in the field?

2 A None.

3 MR. MILLER: Your Honor, at this time I would
'

4 like to move the admission of Applicant's Exhibits 7

5 through 13 into evidence.

6 BOARD EXAMINATION
.

7 BY JUDGE GROSSMAN

8 Q Mr. Simile, with regard to Exhibit A.13 for

9 identification, are these NCR's on matters that were

10 raised by Mr. Puckett?

11 A The NCR's 4649 through 4795 were on items raised by Mr.

12 Puckett, yes.

13 Q Did Mr. Puckett indicate that the items that he was

14 raising, if you know the answer, were an exhaustive list

15 of problems with documentation or were they merely

16 examples that he had up to that time ascertained?

17 A The only listing that was available was when the NCR

. 18 investigator come in.

19 I did not see any listing until that time.

20 0 So you don't know the answer to that question?

21 A No, I don't.

I 22 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. Is there any
1

23 objection, Mr. Guild, to these exhibits?
,

24 MR. GUILD: Let's look at them in order,
|'

() 25 Judge.

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
Geneva, 1111nois ou144
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1 7 and 8 are the Sargent & Lundy specifications,

2 L.2790 and its amendment.

3 Perhaps Mr. Miller could state whether or not this

4 now is the full set of the specs with relevant

5 amendments. If I recall, there was to be --

6 MR. MILLER: Right. I was neglected to

7 burden the record and the parties With yet more paper.

8 Perhaps with respect to these specifications,

9 extracts, what I ought to do is show Mr. Guild at a

10 break the full amendment history, which we have with us;

11 and if he feels it's necessary to introduce the entire

12 amendment, we can do that.

13 I just wanted to not burden the record with yet

14 more paper.

15 JUDGE GROSSMAN: I am not even sure that A.7

16 and A.8 are even relevant, Amendments 30 and 48, because

17 I don't think that they relate to the period of time

18 that we are interested in.

19 MR. MILLER: Well --

20 JUDGE GROSSMAN: I think it's probably
,

21 Amendment 42 that is applicable to the time period.

22 MR. MILLER: Your Honor, the reason that we

23 have submitted these in the form that we did is that the

24 pages, as Mr. Simile testified, along the margin

(} 25 indicate the date of the amendment or the number of the

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
Geneva, Illinois 60134
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O
1 amendment and then the dates of the amendments are

2 specified in the cover sheet.

3 We thought it would be a convenient way of having

4 before the Board the amendmentments that indicated the

5 code that was applicable to Comstock's scope of work.

6 If the Board wishes, we can introduce the entire

7 amendment. I think it's 42 that: was the one that --

8 that was one of the ones of int erest.

9 As I say, I was really trying to avoid burdening

10 the record. We do have --

11 JNDGE GROSSMAN: Well, as of now, we don't

12 even know the date -- at least, I don't know the date or

O 13 maybe I don't recall it -- at which Amendment 42 became

14 effective; and it appears if it became effective before

15 Mr. Puckett made his complaint, that Amendment 30 is not

16 -- neither Amendment 30 nor Amendment 48 relate to that

17 period of time.
..

18 MR. MILLER: Well, why don't we get those

19 marked?

20 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Guild, you have not

21 completed your objections to this list, I take it?

22 MR. GUILD: No, sir.'

23 I guess my point is that I think we should be

24 cvmplete. It's not a question of burdening the record
L

() 25 i ith paper so much as it is having the relevant
|

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
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1 amendments available.

2 I do not object to these in particular but I do

3 want the record to reflect this may not be the complete

4 reference.

5 I think Mr. Miller is correct in stating the

6 summary document, Amendment 48, does, at least,
'

7 conveniently set out the changes from the previous

8 documents; but the Chairman is correct, 48, of course,
.

9 postdates the relevant time under discussion.

10 One other point of clarification: I don't have any

11 objection to the codes coming in through Mr. Simile. Of

12 course, Mr. Simile's opinion evidence speaks for itself.

O 13 The codes are of independent evidentiary
|

14 significance. They are, obviously, self-authenticating

15 and I have no problem with tboir admission.

16 I did recall Mr. Miller stating earlier that he

17 intended to offer an additional witness -- perhaps it

18 was Mr. Kurtz -- at a later stage to address other code

19 issues.

20 MR. MILLER: Correct.

21 MR. GUILD: With that in mind, I have no

22 objection to these coming in now.

23 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Are we going to get -- is

24 Mr. Kurtz the one who is going to put in Code 1.3?
"

() 25 MR. MILLER: Well, your Honor, he certainly

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
Geneva, Illinois 60134

(312) 232-0262 .

. . _ _ . _ _ _ - _ _ _ _



3525

O
1 can.

2 I think that, perhaps, I can have it marked for

3 identification at this point as well, if this would be a

4 convenient point to have it before the Board; and,

5 really, what I --

6 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Well, let me ask you this:

7 Did Mr. Simile testify as to the application of Code 1.1,

8 to the welding in issue here?

9 MR. MILLER: Yes, he did.

; 10 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Well, then I think he should

11 be obligated to respond to the application of Code 1.3.

12 MR. MILLER: Oh, yes. I didn't mean to4

13 suggest that somehow the scope of Cross Examination on

14 that issue was in any way restricted; and we do Code

15 1.3.

16 Why don't I mark it right now? We have two

17 versions.

18 I would like the Reporter to mark as Applicant's
|

19 Exhibit 14 for identification the AWS D.l.3-1978 Code

20 and as Applicant's Exhibit 15 for identification the AWS
,

,

21 D.1.3-1981 Code.
,

; 22 (The documents were thereupon marked

23 Applicant's Exhibits Nos. 14 and 15 for

24 identification as of June 10, 1986.)

(} 25 MR. MILLER: May I have just one second,

1

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
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O
1 please?

2 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Sure.

'

3 MR. MILLER: I would like the Reporter to

4 mark as Applicant's Exhibit 16 for identification a

5 document entitled -- well, it's on a letterhead of

6 Sargent & Lundy, engineers. It bears the legend

"

7 Specification No. L.2790 in the upper right-hand corner

8 and the date, handwritten, at the bottom is June 13,

i 9 1977, as Applicant's Exhibit --

10 JUDGE GROSSMAN: 16.

11 MR. MILLER: -- 16 for identification, a

12 document dated July 18, 1984, entitled Amendment 40 to

13 Specification L.2790.

14 As Applicant's Exhibit 17 for identification a

15 document dated August 31, 1984, entitled Amendment 41 to

16 Specification L.2790.

17 As Applicant's Exhibit 18 for identification a'

! 18 document dated November 9,1984, and entitled - .

19 JUDGE COLE: Mr. Miller, I hesitate to

20 interrupt but I think we are backed up one number.

21 MR. MILLER: Is that true?

22 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Maybe the Reporter could

23 make those corrections?

24 MR. MILLER: Is that true? 14, 15, 16, 17,

[(} 25 18. I am sorry. Thank you very much.

|

|
t

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
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U
1 The specification itself will be Exhibit 16,

2 Amendment 40 will be Exhibit 17, Amendment 41 will be

3 Exhibit 18 and the document dated November 9, 1984,

4 entitled Amendment 42 to Specification L.2790 will be

5 Applicant's Exhibit 19 for identification.

6 (The documents were thereupon marked

7 Applicant's Exhibits Nos. 16, 17, 18 and

8 19 for identification as of June 10,

9 1986.)

10 MR. MILLER: Let me distribute copies.

11 I would like to point out for the record that the

12 document that I have marked as Applicant's Exhibit 16,

13 which is the specification, I point out the date on the

14 first page is June 13, 1977.

15 This includes all amendments through Amendment 39,

16 which is shown on Page AP-4 of the' exhibit. It's the

17 fifth page of the exhibit, actually, as having been
i

18 issued on May 14, 1984.

19 JUDGE GROSSMAN: So that is revised as of May

20 14, 1984?

21 MR. MILLER: Right.

'

22 And then Exhibits 17, 18 and 19 are the three
,

23 succeeding amendments that take us through the
.

24 amendments that are shown in summary form on Applicant's
'

{]} 25 Exhibits 7 and 8.

;

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
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'

1 While we were in the midst of an objection by Mr.

2 Guild, then I have introduced or had marked some

3 additional documents.

4 MR. GUILD: I have no objection, with the

5 understanding that there was to be the additional

6 amendments added to the Specification 2790 and that Mr.

7 Kurtz was being proposed to sponsor some expert opinion

8 evidence on the codes that apply; but I have no

9 objection to the admission of these.

10 JUDGE GROSSMAN: You have no objection to the

11 admission of Applicant's Exhibits 5 --

12 MR. MILLER: No. 7 through 13 I think is

13 what I have offered.

14 MR. GUILD: Yes.

15 JUDGE GROSSMAN: 7 through 13, okay.

16 Can you, by the way, tell me what the status is of

17 -- you never offered Applicant's Exhibits 5 and 6, did
,

18 you?

19 MR. MILLER: I am going to have to check with

! 20 my colleague, Mr. Gallo.

21 I believe that those were marked for identification

22 during the examination of Mr. --
|

23 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Louden, I believe.

24 MR. MILLER: It may have been Mr. Vannier.

() 25 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Vannier, yes, yes.

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
Geneva, Illinois 60134
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1 MR. MILLER: It was the test results, and I

2 think there was some concern over whethdr they could be

3 prope rly authenticated, as I understand it-

4 JUDGE GROSSMAN: So they are net admitted now

5 but you are not offering them.

6 MR. MILLER: Correct.

7 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Fine. You ere offering

8 Applicant's Exhibits 7 through 13?

9 MR. MILLER:- Right.

10 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Does the Staff have any

11 objection.

12 MS. CHAN: No objection.

13 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Guild indicated he had

14 no objection, now that you have identified those

15 additional ones, so we admit Applicant 's Exhibits 7

16 through 13.

17 (Applicant's Exhibits Nos. 7 through 13

18 for identification were thereupon

19 received in evidence as Applicant's

20 Exhibits Nos. 7 through 13.)

21 MR. MILLER: All right. At this time I would

22 like to offer Applicant's Exhibits 14 and 15, which are

23 the D.l.3 welding Code, simply to -- I can wait until

24 Mr. Kurtz appears but --

() 25 MR. GUILD: No objection.
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1 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Is there any objection by

2 Staff?

3 MS. CHAN: No objection.

4 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. They are admitted;

5 and even though you haven't asked any questions, we are

6 accepting their authenticity.

7 (Applicant's Exhibits Nos. 14 and 15 for
,

8 - identification were thereupon received in

9 evidence as Applicant's Exhibits Nos. 14

10 and 15.)

11 MR. MILLER: Finally, I would like to offer

12 Applicant's Exhibits 16 through 19.

13 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Guild?

14 MR. GUILD: No objection, Mr. Chairman.

15 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Staff?

16 MS. CHAN: No objection.

17 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. Those are received,

18 also.

19 MR. MILLER: Thank you.

20 (Applicant's Exhibits Nos. 16, 17, 18 and

21 19 for identification were thereupon

22 received in evidence as Applicant's

23 Exhibits Nos. 16, 17, 18 and 19.)

24 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Has that completed your --

(} 25 MR. MILLER: No, sir. I still have some
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O
1 additional lines of Redirect.

2 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. That is fine.
i

3 BY MR. MILLER:

4 Q In Mr. Guild's Cross Examination, Mr. Simile, he

5 referred you to certain problems with weld rod control.

6 Do you recall that line of examination?

7 A Yes.

8 Q I believe there was a question asked of you as to

9 whether Mr. Puckett proposed a programmatic change to

10 the weld rod control procedures, and you said at that

11 time that you didn't know or were un, aware.

; 12 A Yes. V

~

13 MR. MILLER: I would like the Reporter to'

14 mark as Applicant's Exhibit 20 a document that bears on

15 its face L. K. Comstock & Company Procedure Tracking

16 Sheet, Procedure 4.3.10, Revision C.

17 As Applicant's Exhibit 21 a document that bears on

18 the first page L. K. Comstock & Company, Inc.,

19 Procedure Tracking Sheet for Procedure 4.3.10 Revision

20 D.

21 And as Applicant's Exhibit No. 22 a document that
,

22 bears the legend on the first page L. K. Comstock &

23 Company, Inc., Procedure Tracking Sheet 4.3.10 Revision
.

24 E.

(]) 25 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Miller, could you give
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1 us the effective dates?

2 MR. MILLER: Yes, sir, I will.

3 The effective date of Revision C is -- appears to

4 be Decembe r 20, 1983.

5 The effective date of -- final approval for

6 Revision D is October 4, 1984.

7 The effective date, again, for final approval of

8 Revision E, is November 19, 1984.

9 (The documents were thereupon marked

10 Applicant's Exhibits Nos. 20, 21 and 22

11 for identification as of June 10, 1986.)

12 BY MR. MILLER:

13 Q Mr. Simile, I may have misspoken in response to the

14 Chairman's question with respect to the effective date.

15 Perhaps I really ought to ask you: Looking at what

16 has been marked as Applicant's Exhibit 20, can you tell

17 from the cover sheet what the effective date of Revision

18 C was?

' 19 A The ef fective date would be the final S & L CECO final

| 20 approval, which was 12-20-83.

! 21 Q There is a date under the Revision C that is September

~

22 27, 1983.

23 What is the significance of that date, if you know?

| 24 A I believe that is the date that the procedure was

' (]) 25 written.

|
;
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O
1 Q On the document that has been marked Applicant's Exhibit

2 21 for identification, there is a date of September 11,

3 1984, which indicates, " Interim Apprcval."

4 What does that indicate, sir?

5 A That would indicate that the procedure got an approval

6 prior to S & L final approval, which would allow

7 Comstock to use the procedure.

8 Q All right, sir. So that Revision D was actually in use

9 on September 11, 1984; correct?

10 A Yes.

11 Q Turning now to Applicant's Exhibit 22, which is Revision

12 E, can you tell us when that first was in use?

13 A It would be October 19, 1984.

14 Q Mr. Simile, there was a reference to the manner in which

15 a weld rod heat number could be traced to welding that

16 was taking place in the plant.

17 Turning first to Applicant's Exhibit 20, can you
'

18 point out for the Board and the parties where that form

19 is found?

20 A It would be in the third from the last page of the

21 procedure, which would be the Form 57.
I

22 Q All right.

23 A On this form the welder should list the hanger support|

24 or equipment number, the building and location of the

{} 25 item, the drawing and the revision, the heat number, the

j Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
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(a3
1 welding procedure being used, if it was 7018 or 6013,

2 the size of the rod.

3 Q Now, can you tell by looking at this procedure who

4 authored the procedure?

5 A Yes, I can.

6 Q Who did so?
,

7 A This procedure was revised by Irv DeWald, which is shown

8 on the pages of the procedure in the title blocks listed

9 below, where it says prepared, approved and revised.

10 I. F. D. is Irv DeWald's initials.

11 MR. GUILD: Where is that?
,

12 BY MR. MILLER:

13 O It indicates prepared by E. C. E.
,

14 Do you know whose initials those are?

15 A No, I do not. This would probably be going back to E.

16 C. Ernest.

17 0 The original electrical contractor at Braidwood?

i 18 A Yes. -

19 MR. GUILD: Where is the witness referring to

20 on the document?

| 21 MR. MILLER: The blocks along the bottom of

22 the pages of the procedure.

23 MR. GUILD: I see. Thank you.
.

!

24 BY MR. MILLER:

(]) 25 0 Which paragraph of the procedure purports to deal with
,

|

|
|

| Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
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1 the control of weld filler material?

2 A It would begin with Paragraph 3.3, I believe is what you

3 are looking for.

4 Q Turning now to Applicant's Exhibit 21 for

5 identification, which is Revision D to Procedure 4.3.10,

6 first of all, can you tell us what change, if any, there

7 was in the Form 57?

8 A The Form 57 didn't change.

9 Q Were there changes in Paragraph 3 with respect to
.

10 control of material?

11 A Yes, there was.

12 Q Would you point out for the Board and the parties where

13 those changes are found?

14 A The major changes took place on Page 4 of 5, starting

15 with Paragraph 3.3.2.

16 0 All right. What was the change, if any, in Paragraph --

17 well, what was the change in 3.3.2 from the preceding

18 revision of this procedure?

19 A The major change was that a new Form 57 would be
:

20 required for each day's welding activity, even if the'

21 activity is continued from a previous day's work.
~

22 0 All right, sir. Are there further changes?

23 A Yes, sir.
|
; 24 Q What are they, please?
|

|(]) 25 A The next major change would be Paragraph 3.3.3.2, "Upon
|

|

|
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O
'

1 the presentation of a valid welder ID card by the;

i 2 certified welder specified on the Form 57, the warehouse

3 foreman or rod crib at'.endant shall issue the oven or

| 4 container and rod to the welder and date stamp the Focc

5 57."

6 Q All right, sir. How did that represent a change from>

7 the prior procedure?

8 A It showed the issuance and the date of when the welder

9 received the rod.

10 Q Are there further changes in this procedure?

11 A The next major change would be Paragraph 3.3.4.1. "At

!
12 the end of each working shift, the LKC warehouse foreman

13 or rod crib attendant shall verify that all rod ovens

| 14 have been returned."

! 15 Well, the paragraph previous to that, too, that the

16 welder shall return the portable rod ovens to the crib.'

17 Q All right. Any other changes of significance?

18 A They were the major change to the procedure.
,

. 19 Q All right. Can you tell from looking at Applicant's
|

| 20 Exhibit 21 who was the autho of these changes?.

|

| 21 A Yes, I can.

~

22 Again, in the revised title blocks of the procedure

! 23 are the initials D. W. B., which is Dave Bradfute.

24 Q You better spell that for the Reporter?

'

25 A B-R-A-D-F-U-T-E.(}
!
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O
1 Q By whom is Mr. Bradfute employed?

2 A Mr. Bradfute is employed by Comstock, and he is a -- I

3 believe his title is Assistant Project Engineer.

4 Q All right, sir. What connection, if any, does he have

5' with the Quality Control Department?

6 A He is in our Engineering Department.

7 Q Do you know the circumstances under which Mr. Bradfute

8 was asked to make these revisions?

9 A No, I do not. I believe it was due to --

10 Q Okay.

11 A -- an NRC.

12 Q Have you ever seen any procedure revisions that were

13 authored by Mr. Puckett?

14 A No, I haven't.

15 Q Now, let's go on to Applicant's Exhibit 22 for

16 identification; and, again, is there a Form 57 attached

17 to this revision of the procedure?

18 A Yes, there is; and it is the, again, third to the last

19 page.

20 Q All right, sir. This looks very different from the

21 earlier two forms.

22 What changes in substance, if any, are there?

23 A We changed the form to eliminate a lot of the

24 identification of the component by the welder for item
'

[]} 25 number, drawing number, et cetera, and limited it to the

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
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1 listing of the WIR number, which is the Weld

2 Installation Record, the Weld Installation Record having

3 a unique number and containing all the pertinent

4 information that used to be listed on the Form 57.

5 Q That is, there is no longer any space on the Form 57 for

6 the hanger /aupport/ equipment number, building or

7 location, the drawing number or the revision number; is>

8 that correct?4

9 A That's correct.

10 Q How would that information be ascertained on the Form 57;

11 as revised in Revision E?

12 A That information would be contained on the Weld

13 Installation Record.

14 Q So in order to ascertain t: hat, you would first go to the

15 Weld Installation Record number that was reported and --

16 A That's correct.

17 Q -- get it in that way?

18 A Yes.

i 19 Q Fine. Any other change in the Form 57?

20 A Well, there is a change in the format, basically, with

21 the rest of it; but that was the major change.

| 22 Q Now, turning to Paragraph 3, what further changes, if

; 23 any, of significance were there in the control of weld
'

24 rod from Revision D?

[}
25 A We made some changes to where, in Paragraph 3.3.3, which

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
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O
1 I am not going to read, the whole thing, but, "The

2 Filler Metal Withdrawal Tab shall be completed in

3 accordance with the attached Filler Metal Withdrawal

4 Instructions, Attachment A."

5 0 Is that the form that you have just been referring us

6 to?

7 A Yes, sir. So we did put instructions on how this form

8 should be filled in.

9 Paragraph 3.3.2, we changed to read, "Upon the

10 presentation of a valid welder ID card by the certified

11 welder specified on the Form 57, the warehouse foreman

12 or electrode crib attendant shall issue the oven or

13 container and electrodes to the welder along with the

14 Form 57."
i

15 Paragraph --

16 Q Excuse me. What was the nature of that change, sir?

17 A That change put the Form 57 in the field with the welder

18 at all times, so if he was working on one Weld

19 Installation Record or two weld installation records,

20 those numbers would be listed during the day's

21 activities.

22 MR. GUILD: I believe the witness read that

23 subparagraph and left out a digit.

24 It's 3.3.3.2, is it not?

{} 25 THE WITNESS: Yes, it is. Thank you.
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( I

1 MR. MILLER: You left off one of the 3's.

2 Thank you. i

3 BY MR. MILLER:

4 0 were there any other changes?

5 A The following Paragraph 3.3.3.3, "During the day's

6 welding activities, the welder shall enter the WIR

7 Number on the Filler Metal Withdrawal Tab for each

8 installation welded."

9 Q Any other changes?

10 A There were minor changes, but that was the extent of the

11 main change to this procedure.

12 Q Can you tell by looking at this or do you know otherwise

13 who authored the changes that are found in Revision E?

14 A Yes, sir. In the revised title blocks, the initials

15 ATS, which is myself.

16 Q Mr. Simile, in preparing these changes, what reference,

17 if any, did you have to the concerns expressed by Mr.

18 Puckett with respect to weld filler rod material

19 control?

20 A At this time I don't believe we had any.

21 Q Now, Mr. Guild asked you some further questions about

22 the weld rod control issue with respect to an event with

23 Mr. Bowman, who observed some weld rods in a cable pan.

24 Do you recall that?

(} 25 A Yes, sir.
.
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0
,

Could you describe fully for us what -- well, were you1 Q

2 present when Mr. Bowman made this discovery?

3 A I was not present, but he did contact me and I met him

4 in the field to see where this was at, yes.

'

5 Q So you personally observed the weld rod?

6 A Yes, sir.

7 Q Approximately how much weld rod was in the cable pans?

8 A There was around four sticks of E6013 and approximately

9 four sticks of some TIG wire.
.

10 Q You are going to have to tell us what TIG wire is?

11 A It is Heliarc bare rod for tungsten inert gas welding.4

12 It is not part of Comstock's program.
f

v 13 Q Based on your general familiarity with the site, do you

; 14 have an opinion as to what contractor uses TIG wire?

15 A Yes.
1

'

16, MR. GUILD: Asked and answered. He has

17 already stated in the record what he thought.

| 18 A (Continuing.) It's normally Getschow, the piping

19 contractor.

j 20 MR. MILLER: Thank you.

! 21 BY MR. MILLER:
:

[ 22 Q At that point in time, Mr. Simile, what activity, if

( 23 any, of Comstock was there to control the discarding of
|

24 weld rod in this nature?

(]} 25 A At that time we had two inspectors monthly that went

| .

I
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O
1 through the plant in areas randomly for housekeeping.

2 Part of their responsibility was to look for

3 cleanliness in the plant, in cable trays, in addition,

4 for electrodes laying around on the floor and for

5 portable rod ovens being plugged in.

6 Q For how long a period of -- well, can we get an

7 approximate date as to when this event with Mr. Bowman

8 took place?

9 A It was around April lith.

10 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Of what year?

11 THE WITNESS: 1985.

12 BY MR. MILLER:

O For how long prior to thdt time had this once a month13 Q

14 surveillance taken place?

15 A For a long time.

16 Q At least as long as you had been there, sir?

17 A Yes; oh, yes.

18 Q What did Mr. Bowman say to you about this situation that

19 you and he observed?

20 A I can't remember exactly what the words were, but I

21 think he had a concern that this could be plant wide.

22 Q All right, sir. I believe you testified yesterday that

23 he initiated an ICR; is that correct?

24 A Yes, sir.

() 25 Q What, if anything, did you do after this event and the
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O
1 ICR had been initiated?

2 A One of -- excuse me.

3 One of the previous changes that had taken place in

4 recent time was the initial way in which inspections

5 were being performed.

6 When I arrived on site, the normal inspection was

7 distributed from a Lead Inspecter in the office to the

8 inspectors, who then went to the field and performed

9 their inspections.

10 After I arrived, in the following months we changed

11 the method of inspection to an in-process inspection,

12 where welding inspectors were assigned an area in the

('s
13 plant to cover a couple of foremen or certain part of'

I

14 the plant and the day-to-day activities of the welder

15 were covered in process.

16 0 What is the significance, if any, of this answer to the

17 action that you took af ter Mr. Bowman wrote this ICR on

18 the electrodes lying in the cable pan?

19 A What we had planned to do was to initiate or enhance the

20 housekeeping program for the welding by using these

21 in-process inspectors to cover the complete plant and to

22 survey their areas monthly for weld rod laying around

23 and for the portable rod ovens being plugged in.

24 So it didn't give us a limited area of coverage; it

(~ ) 25 gave us full plant.|
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O
1 Q All right, sir. I think your testimony yesterda'y was

2 that Mr. Bowman brought his concern to the Quality First

3 organization.

4 Were you contacted by a representative of

5 Commonwealth Edison Company with respect to Mr. Bowman's3

6 complaint?

7 A Yes, I was.

8 Q Do you remember the name of the individual who contacted

9 you?

! 10 A No, I don't.

11 Q All right.
'

12 A I believe -- I believe -- Bob Seltmann was contacted.

f~'/
s

13 0 So you didn't have -- you weren't talked to directly by'-

14 the representatives from Commonwealth Edison Company?

15 A I can't remember.
~

16 Q All right. Well, what did you understand the nature of

17. Commonwealth Edison comments on Mr. Bowman's concerns to

! 18 be?

19 A Basically, lack of control of electrodes.

20 Q Did Commonwealth Edison make any recommendation, to your,

i

21 knowledge, in this regard?

22 A No, sir.

.
23 Q After receiving this report from Commonwealth Edison,

|

24 what, if anything, was done with respect to further

(]} 25 control of weld rods in the plant?
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O
1 A Wd implemented this new program.

~~
*

2 We sat down with Mr. Bowman, explained to him what

3 we had planned on doing. He was satisfied, the issue
''

4 was resolved. -

5 0 What is the process that is in place now in terms of

6 ' surveillance of -- r ,

,

.

7 A This. process is in place now.

8 Q At the point in time when Mr. Bowman raised these

9 concerns, what was his title or position?

10 A 'I think he was just the Welding Inspector.

11 Q Level 2? '

12 A ( vel 2, yes.
\ 13 Q All right, sir. Since then h'as there been a change in

14 Mr. Bowman's responsibilities?

15 A Yes, there has.

16 Q What is the nature of that change?

17 A' Mr. Bowman is now a Lead Inspector, with some very

18 specific responsibilities.

19 Q All right. What change, if any, ~does a designation of a

20 Lead Inspector mean in terms of compensation?

21 A I believe as far as compensation goes,, they receive an

22 additional five percent in, pay.
23 Q Now, finally, Mr. Simile; I would like to direct your

.

24 attention to the subject matter that you and Mr. Guild

25 finally discussed, which was the memos fr'om Mr. Perryman
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1 which requested a transfer.

2 Approximately -- well, how many times did Mr.
,

3 Perryman ask you for a transfer in May of 1985?

4 A I believe it was four times.

5 Q What was your response to Mr. Perryman when he made

6 those requests?

7 A The first two requests that I received, which were the

8 memos, were on May 7th and May 8th, at which time I was

9 evaluating the project that Mr. Perryman was working on

10 at the time.

11 Mr. Perryman was involved with the S & L hanger

12 walkdcwn project. It was a short-term project that was

O 13 nearing completion; and upon that evaluation -- the

14 third request was turned in, I believe, on the 13th, at

15 which time I elected not to transfer him but to keep the

16 inspectors that were trained for that job, which

17 required specific training, in that job until

18 completion.

( 19 Q At that point in time, Mr. Simile, how close to
|

| 20 completion was the job?
|

| 21 A I figured approximately a month.

22 Q Mr. Perryman was transferred in the month of May, 1985.

23 Was that before or after the job was completed?

24 A That was before the job was complete.

(]) 25 Q Under what circumstances was Mr. Perryman transferred?
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O
1 A We had a training class on the revisions to the'

2 supplement; and in that training class Mr. Perryman

3 demanded to be transferred or, as he stated, it would

4 start affecting his inspections.

5 Q What did you understand that to mean?

6 A I really didn't want to make an assumption as to what it

7 meant.

8 I felt that it would have some effect on what he

9 was doing at that time, though.

10 JUDGE GROESMAN: Excuse me.

11 Mr. Reporter, could you re-read that last answer,

12 not the one right now, the one before?

13 (The answer was thereupon read by the

14 Reporter.)

15 BY MR. MILLER:

16 Q You say this was a training class on the supplement.

17 I don't know whether you have a copy of your

18 testimony in front of you. If you would look at the

19 second to the last page of the attachments to your

20 testimony, which is the Form 7 with the modifications in

21 the remarks column -- well, let me ask the question

22 directly to you.

23 What was the nature of the revision to the

24 supplement that you were conducting training on?

(} 25 A That was the major change. We changed the Form 7 and

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
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O
1 added the remarks in the Remarks Section of the form.

2 Q What was the nature of the training class for these

3 inspectors?

4 A Any revision we made to the supplement was automatic

5 training class to go over the revisions with the

6 inspectors.

7 Q At that point in time did Mr. Perryman say anything to

8 you regarding the concerns that he expressed with

9 respect to the use of the Form 7 without these

10 amendments?

11 A I really can't remember.

12 Q Now, Mr. Perryman had requested transfer to in-process
,

13 welding and configuration inspections.-

14 He was transferred to second shift terminations;

15 correct?

16 A Y 3s , sir.

17 Q Why wasn't he transferred to in-process welding and

18 configuration inspections?

19 A At the time Mr. Perryman was transferred to second

20 shift, the second shift was increasing the manpower of

21 craft to accommodate cable pulling, welding and

22 terminations.'

23 With the electrical certification Mr. Perryman held
.

24, and the timeliness of his request, he was more effective

(]) 25 on second shift to cover the increase in manpower in the
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O
1 termination area, plus the increase in the welding.

|
2 The welding in-process inspections on daylight was 1

3 sufficiently covered; and the certifications of the

4 terminations, those people in the in-process welding did

S not carry that cert.

6 Q I think you testified yesterday that Mr. Perryman stayed

7 on the second shift for a period of time; is that

8 correct?

9 A Yes, he did.

10 Q For approximately how long?

11 A Approximately, I would say, two or three months.

12 0 Under what circumstances was he ultimately transferred

. C)'s s 13 from second shift?

14 A The second shift termination and man loading decreased,

15 the workload decreased, and Mr. Perryman was transferred

16 back to first shift in the in process welding as a Lead

17 Inspector.
,

18 Q At the time that events to which you have been

19 testifying took place, that is roughly May through
i

20 August of 1985, what was Mr. Perryman's title?
|
|

| 21 A Inspector, Level 2.

| 22 Q Approximately when was he promoted to Lead Inspector?
|
i 23 A I can't remember exact dates. I can't even remember.

24 When he come back off second shift, he was made a

i ' O) 25 lead.
\->
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,

1 MR. MILLER: I have no further questions of

l 2 Mr. Simile at this point.

3 JUDGE GROSSMAN: You didn't offer Exhibits 20

4 through 22.
,

5 MR. MILLER: Thank you.

6 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Did you intend to?

7 MR. MILLER: At this point in time I would

8 like to offer them and ask that they be admitted.

9 BOARD EXAMINATION

10 BY JUDGE GROSSMAN

11 Q Mr. Simile, in what capacity did you initiate Revision F

12 -- I am sorry -- Revision E to Procedure 4.3.10?

O 13 A What was my job title?

14 Q What was your capacity that permitted you to author or

15 initiate a procedure?

! 16 A I was the welding supervisor.

17 Q QC supervisor?.

18 A Yes, sir.

19 Q And you could initiate changes, even though you were not

20 in engineering or QC?

21 A The welding program with Comstock has been a quality

: 22 control function since I have been with Comstock and not

23 an engineering function.

24 Even at Perry, the welding procedures and the

(]) 25 welding program was under quality control.

1
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0
1 Q Did you have to have the approval of the engineering

2 section in order to complete action on a procedure

3 change?

4 A Yes, sir.

5 Q I see. But you could initiate it?

6 A Yes, sir.

7 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Oka'. Is there anyy

8 objection to Applicant's Exhibits 20 through 22, Mr.

9 Guild?

10 MR. GUILD: No, sir,

11 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Staff.

12 MS. CHAN: No objection.

13 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Fine. Then received.

14 (Applicant's Exhibits Nos. 20, 21 and 22

15 for identification were thereupon

16 received in evidence as Applicant's

| 17 Exhibits Nos. 20, 21 and 22.)

18 MR. MILLER: Thank you.
|

19 JUDGE GROSSMAN: And you have completed your

20 Redirect?

21 MR. MILLER: Yes, sir, I have.

22 JUbGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Guild.

23 MR. GUILD: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

24 RECROSS EXAMINATION

(]) 25 (Continued.)
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1 BY MR. GUILD

2 0 Mr. Sim.le, let's turn back, if we can, to the first

3 attachments to Mr. DeWald's testimony, which were the

4 daily status reports from Mr. Stout.

5 Do you have those before you?

6 A Yes.

7 Q Preceding those status reports there is the employee

8 warning record of March 18 and 19, 1985, signed by you

9 and Mr. DeWald.

10 Do you see that?

11 A Yes, sir.

12 Q All right. And that is your signature 3 -- well, it

13 appears to be 3-19 1985; correct?

14 A That is correct.

15 Q Now, at the time you signed that employee warning

16 report, had there been a review performed by you and/or

| 17 Mr. DeWald of the attached daily status reports of Mr.

18 Stout?

| 19 A I believe there had been a review performed on the

20 status reports with Mr. DeWald and Mr. Saklak.

21 Q I see. You weren't -- you didn't do the review

22 yourself?

| 23 A No, sir.

I
24 0 Is it your understanding that Mr. Saklak and/or Mr.

(])| 25 DeWald performed a review of Mr. Stout's daily status

|
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O
1 reports to determine the average number of daily

2 inspections Mr. Stout had performed as support for the

3 employee warning with respect to poor performance?

4 A Yes.

5 Q All right. Now, if you look at those daily status

6 reports -- first let me ask you:

7 The calendars that appear copied in this exhibit --

8 I guess they are sort of inter -- I see a January,1985,

9 calendar.

10 Do you know whether that is Mr. Stout's or Mr.

11 DeWald's or someone else's?
.

12 A I don't know.

13 Q The first daily status report for the date 1-30 1985,

14 there is handwriting at the top of the page that appears

15 in a different hand from that of, apparently, Mr. Stout,

16 the weld inspector, the body of the form, "Four in ten

17 h6urs," the next page, "Three in ten hours." There is

18 another calendar.

19 The following page is for February 11, 1985, "Zero

20 in nine hours."

21 February 12, 1985, the next page, "Three in ten

22 hours." -

23 2-13-85, "Zero in ten hours."

24 February 14, 1985, "Zero, ten hours."3

!

25
[}

February 15th, there is a "Two" -- circled - "in'
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1 ten hours."

2 2-19, the following page, "Three in eight hours."

3 I can't make out the date on the next page, 2-25 or

4 2-26, it appears, "Two in eight hours."

5 The next page the date is obliterated, "Zero."

6 The next page it appears to be 2-22, "Five in eight

7 hours."

8 2-26, "One in eight hours," and they continue. I

9 won't read them all.

10 Do you recognize that handwriting of the numbers of

11 inspections per hours worked as Mr. DeWald's

12 handwriting?

13 A No, I can't say that it's his.

14 Q Can you identify it as anyone else's?

15 A I would say it's probably Irv's or Mr. Saklak's.

16 Q Are you familiar with Mr. DeWald's handwriting?

17 A I am familiar with his signature, yes.

18 Q Are you familiar with his handwriting?

19 A I couldn't say I could pick his handwriting out from

20 anyone else's without his signature on it.

21 Q Let me ask you: If you just look at the 3-19-85 numbers

22 that appear by Mr. DeWald's signature on the warning,
,

23 doesn't it appear that the handwriting of the -- the

24 numbering of the dates on the warning is the same hand

{} in which the numbers and letters appear counting25

|

,
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1 ' inspections and hours on the status reports?

2 A I couldn't say that at all.

3 Q Now, when Mr. DeWald or Mr. Saklak, whoever wrote the

4 numbers and both of them counted the numbers to arrive

5 at the conclusion that Mr. Stout was performing only a

6 certain number of inspections per day and that his work

7 pe rformance was, therefore, judged poor, do you know

8 whether they only counted inspections in which Mr. Stout

9 counted the -- determined that the condition was

10 acceptable?

11 Does that appear to be the case for January 30th?

12 A I would have to say no, because on January 31st, he
,.

13 counted three in ten hours and two of them there were no'

14 inspections for welding, there were two base metal

15 inspections and one welding.

16 Q Let's look at 1-30-85.

17 Doesn't it appear that they gave Mr. Stout credit

18 for the inspections performed only where he f ound the

19 conditions acceptable and not the two inspections where

20 he found the welds to be a painted condition and,

21 therefore, he could not make an inspection

22 determination?
,

23 A Well, there was not an inspection performed, that is
.

24 correct.

25 Q Mr. Stout, had to, in fact, go to the field and look at(]}
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1 the weld, did he not?

2 A Yes, certainly.

3 Q And determining that the weld is in a dirty or painted

4 condition is one of the criteria of your inspection

5 procedure, is it not?

6 A Yes, it is.

7 Q And Mr. Stout performed an inspection of those two welds

8 and determined that they were, per procedure, in a

9 painted condition, did he not?

10 A Once the determination of being painted is made,

| 11 inspection of the weld is not performed.

12 Q Well, could you answer my question more directly?

O\- 13 He determined, in fact, that they were in a painted

14 condition and that is per the inspection procedure?

15 A That is correct.

16 0 And I assume he initiated a document reflecting that he

17 observed the welds in a painted condition per the

18 procedure, did he not?,

19 A It would be put on a list to have the paint removed.

20 Q And that was per the procedure, was it not?
,

21 A Basically, yes.

22 0 Well, either it was or it wasn't.

I 23 Was it per the procedure?

24 A Paint listing was not in the procedure.

25 This was a method of how we handled it.
[}

!
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1 Q That's the method of how you documented it; correct?

2 A Yes.

3 Q But the procedure specified that a weld must be

4 inspected to determine whether or not it's clean or in a
,

5 painted condition?

6 A The procedure specified that the weld has to be clean

7 prior to inspection.

8 Q Mr. Stout then went to the field, determined that these

9 welds were in a painted condition?
,

10 A That is correct.

11 Q Now, did Mr. Stout have to perform any additional work

12 prior to making that inspection determination, that is

13 that the welds were in a painted condition?

14 A Yes.

15 0 Didn't he have to perform the research and then identify

16 and locate the specific welds to be inspected?

17 A Yes, he did.

18 0 And didn't that require inspection activity that was

19 treated as performance of work within Mr. Stout's scope

20 of work?

21 A Yes, sir.

22 Q And, yet, on January 30, 1985, Mr. Stout did not receive

23 any credit for the work involved in doing the research

24 and going to the field and determining that the two

(} 25 welds were in a painted condition, did he?
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1 A It's obvious by the writing on the top he didn't.

2 Q Now, look at 2-11-85, please, Mr. Simile.

3 Again, for the record, could you decipher the

4 comments that appear in the right-hand column for those

5 inspections?,

6 A It's a tough one.
,

7 MR. MILLER: Can I venture a guess?

8 MR. GUILD: Sure.

9 MR. MILLER: " Incomplete. Working on WIR's

10 with engineering," does that --

11 A (Continuing.) It looks good.

12 BY MR. GUILD:
,

13 0 What is a WIR?

14 A A WIR is a Weld Installation Record.

15 Q Do you understand Mr. Stout to be documenting that there

16 was some work required with respect to those three

17 installations that required him to consult with

18 engineering with respect to the weld installation
*

19 records involved?
i

20 A Yes, sir.
,

1

21 Q And is that work within Mr. Stout's scope of

22 responsibilities as a Level 2 Inspector?
,

23 A Yes, it is.
|

| 24 Q Did Mr. Stout receive any credit in the box score of
I

() 25 inspections per day for the work he performed on these
|

I
i
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O
1 three installations? '

2 A No, he dio not.

3 0 Zero in nine hours; correct?

4 A Right.

5 Q The next page, 2-12-85, Mr. Stout gets a score of three

6 in ten hours for three installations where he found the

7 conditions acceptable; correct?

8 A Yes, sir.

9 0 The following day, 2-13-85, he got no credit for the

10 three installations that he found to be painted and

11 rusty upon observation of the conditions in the field?

12 A That's correct.

13 Q Again, for these four installations Mr. Stout would have

14 had to have performcd research, identified the field

15 location, have found the installation in the field and

16 upon visual inspection determined that they failed to

17 meet the acceptance criteria because they were painted

18 and rusty?

19 A Yes.

20 Q All right, sir. The following page, 2-14-85, can you

21 decipher the comments that appear in that box, please?

22 A "Not in location."

23 Q And then the two below, please?

24 A (No response.)

(} 25 Q " Foreman cleaning welds"?
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1 A It could be.

2 Q All right. Now, does it occur that at times, taking the

3 assignment given to an inspector, performing the'

4 research, getting the drawing, going.to the field, one

5 determines that there is not the specified weld in the
,

6 location indicated on the design drawing?

7 A Uh-huh.

8 0 You have to say yes or no.

9 A Yes.
"

10 Q Thank you.

11 And do you understand the notation by the third

12 entry on Mr. Stout's status report for 2-14, "Not on

13 location," to reflect a field-observed condition that

14 the weld specified was not where it was supposed to be

15 per drawing?

16 A I don't know if he was determining.the weld or the box

17 not being in location.

18 Q I am sorry. It's a junction box, is it not?'

19 A Yes.

| 20 0 The junction box was not where it was specified on the

21 drawing?

22 A Correct.

23 Q And that reflects the result of Mr. Stout performing

24 research, going to the field and observing a field

{} condition per the Comstock procedure?25
i
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1 A Right.

2 0 Mr. Stout also did two junction boxes that appear above

3 that entry, where he determined they were rejectable

4 conditions; correct?
,

5 A Correct.
.

6 Q All right. And then we have the two instances where he

7 looks -- the entry appears to reflect that the welds

8 were being cleaned, also junction boxes; correct?

| 9 A That's correct.

10 Q In all, Mr. Stout performed work with respect to five

11 junction box inspections on that date, did he not?

12 A Yes.
,

13 Q But he received zero credit for any inspections'

14 performed during that ten-hour period; correct?

15 A That's correct.

16 Q All right. The list goes on.

17 Do you believe, having reviewed these daily status

18 reports, Mr. Simile, in concurring with the warning

19 issued to Mr. Stout, that a similar practice was

20 employed in counting or not counting Mr. Stout's work
|
|

21 for the rest of the days that are recorded on the status
~

22 reports in this attachment?
.

23 A I would have to say it was probably similar.

24 Q Well, do you know of any difference in treatment of the

[]} 25 rest of it or we can go through the rest of it if you
,

I
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1 believe that there are just -- if you changed your

2 practice in counting his work during the balance of the

3 documents.

4 Is it similarly counted for the rest of the work?

5 A I imagine it is.

6 0 Well, do you know?

7 A I guess it is.

8 0 I don't want you to guess now.

9 Take a moment and if --

10 A You know, I did not put this status thing together, so I

11 am not going to say that it's all the same.

12 JUDGE GROSSMAN: I think that's an adequate

13 answer, Mr. Guild.

14 The document is in so we can count it ourselves.

15 The witness believes that the practice was similar.

16 MR. GUILD: Thank you.

17 BY MR. GUILD:

18 Q Now, I believe you stated in response to Mr. Miller's

19 questions that you served as the point of contact for --

20 well, I believe you stated that you served as the point

21 of contact for Mr. Schapker in investigating Mr.

22 Puckett's concerns; is that correct?

23 A Yes.
.

24 0 Were you also a point of contact with respect to the

{]} 25 investigations performed by Messrs. Neisler and Mendez

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
Geneva, Illinois 60134

(312) 232-0262

.- __

. _ __ _ - __ _ . _. _ . - . . . - _ . . _ .



l

3563

1 of the concerns expressed by the 24 Comstock inspectors

2 March 29, 1985?

3 A No, sir.

4 Q Did you have any contact with those two gentlemen at

5 all?

6 A Regarding that?

7 Q Regarding their inspection activities on that

8 inspection.

9 A No, I didn't.

10 Q All right.

11 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Guild, we have to take a

12 break soon.
O\/ 13 Is now an appropriate time?

14 MR. GUILD: One moment. If I can clear up

15 this point.

16 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Sure.

17 BY MR. GUILD:

18 Q Are you aware of whether or not these status reports for

19 Mr. Stout -- by that I mean Mr. DeWald's attachment --

20 whether those status reports were made available to

21 either Messrs. Neisler and/or Mendez when they performed

22 an inspection of Mr. Stout's concerns and arrived at a

23 conclusion that Mr. Stout had performed a certain

24 average number of inspections per day?

() 25 A No, I do not know.
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1 Q Have you read the inspection report of the NRC authored

2 by Neisler and Mendez addressing the 24 inspector

3 concerns?

4 A I have seen an NRC report.

5 I don't know who it was authored by.

6 0 On the subject of the 24 inspector concerns?

7 A Yes.

8 Q Do you recall that in that document one of the subjects

9 covered was a concern by an unidentified inspector

10 regarding production pressure where they counted that

11 his status reports reflected the performance of, I

12 believe the figure was,1.5 inspections per day on

13 average?

14 Do you recall that?

15 A I don't recall that.

16 MR. GUILD: Fine. This would be a good time

17 for a break, Mr. Chairman.

18 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. We will take ten

19 minutes.

20 (WHEREUPON, a recess was had, after which

21 the hearing was resumed as follows:)
.

22 JUDGE GROSSMAN: We are back in session.

23 Mr. Guild, please continue.

24 MR. GUILD: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

(} 25 BY MR. GUILD:
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O
1 Q Mr. Simile, let's talk about the Nonconformance Reports,

2 Applicant's Exhibit 13 in evidence, that reflect

3 nonconforming conditions in the welder qualification

4 records.

5 Now, I am holding a stack of these NCR's and the

6 NCR's themselves are 18 in number.

7 These NCR's document a. number of instances,

8 multiple nonconforming conditions, do they not?

9 A They document multiple deficiencies.

10 0 Multiple deficiencies?

11 A Yes.

12 O Well, for example, where you list a type of
f

13 nonconforming record condition, there may be multiple

14 instances where that nonconforming condition was

15 evidenced; correct?

16 A Where that deficiency is evidenced, yes.

17 Q Well, you are using the term defic'iency; but you

18 acknowledge that these are nonconforming conditions?

19 You initiated NCR's for them, did you not?

20 A Yes, we did.

21 Q So there are multiple instances in which the

22 nonconforming conditions were evidenced, were there not?

23 A Yes.
.

24 0 Are there more than a hundred instances of nonconforming

25 welder qualification records reflected in these{]}
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O
1 documents?

2 A I couldn't say that.

3 Q Are there more than a thousand instances?

4 A I could count them.

5 Q Have you counted them?

6 A No, I have not.

7 Q Do you know whether there is any tabulation at L. K.

8 Co.nstock, aside f rom counting the numbers that appear in

9 these exhibits, of the numbers of instances of

10 nonconforming conditions in welder qualification records

11 found to date?

12 A No, there isn't.

(x- 13 Q Would you agree that there are many instances of these

14 nonconforming conditions in the welder qualification

15 records?

16 A Yes.

17 0 Would you accept Mr. Puckett's characterization that
,

18 there were numerous instances?

19 The word " numerous" is what I am focusing on.

20 A There were numerous deficiencies.

21 Q Who is Mr. John Anderson, the named individual who is

22 shown originating a number of these NCR?

23 A He is a Level 2 Inspector that was assigned to the

24 document review program.
I

(]) 25 Q All right. I think Mr. Miller asked you the question
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1 why didn't you identify all of these instances of

2 nonconforming welder qualification records; and I recall

3 your testimony was that, in part, it was because you

4 weren't looking for them, in part, it was because you

5 simply missed them?

6 A That's correct.

7 Q Now, what sorts of nonconforming conditions weren't you

8 looking for when you performed your initial review?

9 A I was not looking for wrong forms, initial and dates on

10 corrections, signatures.

11 Q Let me -- slow down now.

12 Wrong forms, initial and dates on corrections. All

13 right.

14 The third item?

15 A Signatures.'

16 0 Any other things that were found that you weren't

17 looking for then?

18 A Not that I can think of right now.

19 Q All right. Well, were each of those types of

20 deficiencies violative of the then existing Comstock

21 procedures with respect to welder qualifications?
:

22 A I don't believe that they all were.

23 The corrections of the -- the implementation of
.

24 initial and dating corrections was put into the

25 procedure rather late, which a lot of these corrections{}
i

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
ueneva, 1111nois oulae

(312) 232-0262|

|

. . . _ , _ _ . . - . . _ . . . ._ _ _. _ _ . . . . . ._ _. ._ ___ _ , _ . _. . . _ _ _ _ _ . _ . . , _ _ _



3568

O
1 were nade prior to that.

2 Q Wasn't there an ANSI Standard with respect to the

3 practice of making corrections to records and initialing

4 and dating such changes?

5 A I am not sure.

6 Q Is there a standard -- is there a regulatory requirement

7 or a code or a standard or a specification, not a

8 procedure, that at all times governed the practice of

9 correcting records at Comstock and required that such

10 corrections be lined through with a single line,

11 initialed and dated?

12 A I am not sure of that, either.

13 0 When are you aware that such a requirement applied to

14 Comstock's work?

15 A I was aware of it when I arrived at site at Braidwood,

16 because it was in our procedure.

17 Q At the time you arrived there was a procedure that

18 required that?

19 A That's right.

20 Q All right. What was the basis of that procedural

21 requirement, if you know?

22 A I am not sure.

23 Q Are you aware of whether there was a code or a

24 specification or a regulatory requirement that was the

25 basis for that procedural requirement?{}
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1 A I don't have the procedure, so I really don't know what

2 they have referenced.

3 Q All right, sir. Use of the wrong form, that certainly

4 represented a procedural requirement to use the right

5 form, did it not?

6 A I can't -- I would not say that it is a violation,

7 because they elected to use two different forms with the

8 exact same format.

9 Q Without looking at the procedure, won't you accept that

10 the procedure says use Form 112 if you are doing a --

11 qualifying a stainless -- a stainless procedure -- and

12 doesn't say anything about using a Form 88, just as an

13 example?

14 A Well, the information on both is the same.

15 To even make different form numbers was not a wise

16 idea.

17 Q That may or may not be the case, Mr. Simile; but if we

18 looked at that as an example, wouldn't the procedure

19 specify the form to be used, and the wrong form was used

20 in the instances that you later found?

21 A Yes.

22 Q And the use of the wrong form was a violation of the

23 procedure requirement to use the right form, was it not?

24 A Yes. ,

() 25 Q And there was a procedural requirement that existed with
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1 respect to the signature by the appropriate required

2 people on welder qualification records, was there not?

3 A Yes, there was.

4 Q Now, those procedural requirements existed at the time

5 you performed your review, did they not?

6 A Yes, they did.

7 Q Now, the second class of examples of nonconforming

8 welder qualification records were conditions that you

9 just missed.

10 Do I gather that those were things that you were

11 looking for but didn't observe when you performed your

12 review?
('T
(_/ 13 A Yes.

14 Q Can you identify the instances where there were

15 deficiencies that you simply missed?

16 A The first nonconformance that was written, NCR 4649,

17 there vere four' welders that I missed with the wrong

18 base metal used.
,

19 0 All right. Any others?

20 A Should I go through each one.

21 Q Well, are there other instances where you simply missed

22 the nonconforming conditions, although you were looking

23 for them?

24 A On the next NCR I missed that the thickness range was

/}
25 not filled out, even though the --
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1 Q Why don't you give me the number that you are referring

2 to?

3 A 4650, because the welder was qualified for unlimited

4 thickness.

5 Q All right.

6 A In the same respect, the second welder listed on that

7 NCR, his thickness range was listed at 3/8, where in

8 actuality he was qualified for 3/4.

9 Q And you missed that?

10 A Yes, I did.

11 Q Are there any other instances?

12 A 4652, the thickness range was listed as unlimited, when
'

f
\ 13 the welders' were limited thickness.

14 0 That is a deficiency that you missed in your review?

: 15 A Yes, sir.

16 Q Are there any others?

17 A 4654, if you read through the body of the procedure, was
;

18 multiple Form 88's, where the one inch was corrected,

19 3/8 was corrected.

20 0 The thickness of the material on which the welder

21 qualified? .

22 A On his requalification, was changed in error.

23 Q And you missed those instances?

24 A Yes.

25 Q All right. How many instances are reflected in that NCR(},
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,

1 4654?

2 A One.

3 Q Just one instance?
,

4 A That's correct.

5 Q I thought I just heard you say there were multiple

6 instances?

7 A No. There was two -- I think there was three Form 88's

8 for the same welder.

9 His initial qualification was on one inch. He

10 re-qualified on 3/8. On his requalification 3/8

11 qualified him for unlimited. It was marked unlimited,

12 and the inspector changed the 3/8 back to one inch.
.

s- 13 Q On three different documert.s?

14 A On one document he made the change but there were three

15 qualification forms.

16 Q I understand. Thank you.

17 Are there any other instances where you were

18 looking for a deficiency but you missed it in your

19 review?

20 A 4655, it's a visual inspection being signed in the wrong

21 area.

22 Q Okay.

23 A The same thing on 4656,

24 0 Yes.

25 A 4795, again, was a signature problem.()'
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1 That was it.

2 Q Let's look at 4650, please.

3 All right. In this instance on the Fotm 88

4 attached to the NCR they failed to specify the type of

5 filler material used; correct?

6 A That's correct.

7 0 All right. And you deduced that the filler material

8 used was E7018 based on the Specification No. AWS A5.1;

9
'

correct?

10 A That's correct.
'

11 Q Now, what is the Specification AWS AS.1?

12 A It's the specification for mild steel covered

13 electrodes.
'

14 Q Is there more than one type of mild steel covered

15 electrode?

16 A Yes, there is.

17 0 Under that Specification?

18 A Yes, there is.

19 0 How do you know it was E7018 that the welder used?

20 A It's the only one listed.
1

21 Q It's the only one listed under the multiple choice of
'

22 electrode classifications on the Form 88; correct?

23 A Yes.

24 Q But it's a question of fact what electrode the inspector

25 actually used when he qualified?{}'
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1 A E308 and E309 does not fall under A5.1.

.2 0 You simply surmised that ht* used E7018 because, of those

3 multiple electrodes specified in AWS AS.1, E7018 is the

4 only one listed under that specification that happens to

5 be also listed under the multiple choice to the right;

6 correct?

7 A It's the only electrode that we used to qualify welders.

8 Q And you assume, since it's the only electrode you used

9 to qualify welders and since it happens to be among

10 those listed in the AWS specification, it, in fact, was

11 the one that was used?,

12 A That is correct.

n)(- 13 Q And you reached that or made that inference and on the

14 basis of that inference you dispositioned the NCR?

15 A I didn't disposition the NCR.
'

16 Q The NCR was dispositioned on that basis?

17 A That's correct.

l 18 0 That required an evaluation and a determination, did it

19 not --

20 A Yes, it did.

21 0 -- to determine that, in fact, having failed to specify,

I

{ 22 the electrode used, the welder didn't use an

23 indeterminate or unknown electrode to qualify?

24 A The only three electrodes he could have used was E7018,

I 25 308 or 309, which are listed on the form.(}
Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
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1 Q Unless he carried one in in his tool box and reached in

2 end pulled it out, one that he got from home or from

3 another site or from another source; is that right?

4 MR. MILLER: I will object, your Honor.

| It seems to me there is no foundation. Mr. Fox,5

6 who is the welder in question, has not been identified

7 as a witness; and I think this is just asking the

8 witness to speculate about what might happen.

9 MR. GUILD: Well, sir, I believe that there,

10 indeed, is a foundation for raising questions about the

11 control of filler metal; and, in fact, it's a legitimate

12 question to ask why the inference he chose is the only

13 possible inference.

| 14 JUDGE GROSSMAN: I think that is correct.

15 Overruled.

16 BY MR. GUILD:

17 Q Isn't it true that the purpose of controlling weld

18 filler material is to ensure that the proper electrode

19 is, in fact, used in the specified installation?

20 A This is not an installation. It's for a welder

21 qualification.

22 O Yes, I understand.

23 A -- which is the --

24 Q But isn't that the purpose --

~ {j 25 A -- which is tested in a specific area in the plant.
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O
1 Q Isn't that the purpose --

2 A These tests are also given by a QC Inspector, who has

3 signed on this document. This inspector ensures that

4 the proper electrode is being used at the tir..e of

5 qualification.

6 Q That's not responsive to my question.

7 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Guild, I overruled an
'

8 objection and then you didn't allow the witness to

9 answer your question.

10 You had a question pending as to whether it was

11 possible for the welder to have utilized another

12 material. We didn't have an answer to that question. -

13 MR. GUILD: That is correct, Judge Grossman.

14 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Wherever he had gotten it

15 from.

16 MR. GUILD: Yes, sir.

17 MR. MILLER: Isn't that --

18 JUDGE GROSSMAN: And that question is still

19 pending.

20 MR. GUILD: Yes. Would you answer that

21 question?
-

22 THE WITNESS: What is your question?

23 JUDGE GROSSMAN: The question is:

24 Isn't it possible that the welder could have

25 utilized another material other than the ones listed on
[}

t

i
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;

O
1 that multiple choice?

2 A I would have to answer no.

3 The tests are witnessed by QC Inspectors. The

: 4 inspectors do verify the electrodes that the welders are

5 using.

6 BY MR. GUILD:

7 Q They didn't in this case, did they?

8 A I would say yes, he did. He did not circle the,

9 electrode that was used on the form.

10 However, one thing should be noted. With the three

11 electrodes that are listed on the form, the use of

12 either one of them would not invalidate this
('T'

\/ 13 qualification.

14 Q That is not the question.

15 The question is: Could he have used another

16 electrode?

17 You weren't present, you didn't observe and so you

18 are simply speculating about whether he used the

19 electrode that you deduced that he used?

20 A I deduced that through the procedures.
I

21 Q Do you have any personal knowledge as to which electrode
-

22 he used?

23 A Of course not,
t .

| 24 Q Did you interview the inspector who witnessed the

[}
25 qualification in question?
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a
1 A I did not personally interview the inspector on each

2 qualification, no.

3 0 In this particular instance did you?

4 A No, I did not.

5 Q Did you interview the welder who qualified?

6 A No, I did not.

7 Q Let's lo6k at 4656, please.

8 MR. MILLER: What number, Bob?

9 MR. GUILD: 4656,

10 BY MR. GUILD:

11 Q In this instance there was no evidence of a visual

12 inspection of the weld performed; correct?
'

13 A That's correct.

14 Q And that's the -- this appears on the Form 88, excuse

15 me, attached, where the block, under the heading, " Pipe

16 weld visual test results," the block is simply not

17 complete 6; correct?

18 A No, sir.

19 0 Where is it on the --

20 A It is on the --

21 0 -- document?

22 A First qualification, which would be Page 2.

23 0 Okay.

24 A Again, Page 3.

f'T 25 Q Where is the absent information that represents the
J _
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i

O .

1 nonconforming condition here?

2 A The information is absent off the form. This is the

3 form right cut of AWS, which did not require it.

4 Q Where is the form absent -- where is the absent

5 information on the form, if you could indicate on the

6 form what is missing, if anything?

7 A A visual weld test, a visual, pipe visual weld test

8 results. ,

9 Q All right. They used the form wrong; is that the --

10 A No, sir. That was the form that was in effect at the

11 time.

12 0 What is the nonconforming condition then, Mr. Simile?

- 13 A The nonconforming condition that we addressed on this

14 nonconformance was the fact that we did not document a

15 visual inspection.

16 Q All right.

17 A This -- .

18 Q As your procedure' required?

19 A No, sir. This procedure did not require it, either.

20 It was a requirement in AWS that this visual

21 inspection be done. However, it was not a requirement

22 of AWS to have this inspection documented.

23 Therefore, we felt to cover it we would address it

24 on a nonconformance.

(} 25 Q Now, what is the Form 88 that appears attached -- there
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O
1 are two of them that appear attached -- to this

2 Nonconformance Report?

3 How does that relate to the nonconforming

4 condition? How do they relate to the nonconforming

5 condition?

6 A These two?

7 (Indicating.)

8 Q Yes, the last two pages of the document.

9 A These two here? .

10 (Indicating.)

11 Q The last two pages of the document, the Form 68's.

12 A The last two pages are welder qualification tests on

( 13 plate tests that shows the welder retested and passed.
.

14 Q On plate tests?

15 A Yes.

16 Q I see. Now, the disposition of this nonconformance -- ,

17 so your testimony is that on the form used at the time

18 there was no block for documenting the QC verification

19 of the visual weld inspection of the weld qualifying

20 test Form 88?
i

l
21 A We used the form right from AWS, which did not require

22 it, that's correct.

23 Q All right. Now, your disposition of this NCR is that

| 24 you deduced, again, that, as you state in the body,
|

(} 25 under No. 1, under justification, although not

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
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0
1 documented on Form 88, common practice by QC is to

2 perform a visual inspection prior to cutting the test

3 samples.

4 All right. And you disposition this nonconformance;

5 then on the basis of the deduction that in these cases

6 such a visual weld inspection took place because it was4

7 common practice?

8 A That's correct.

; 9 Q Now, in that instance, the instance of these

10 Nonconformanco Reports, do you have any personal

11 knowledge that such a visual inspection was performed?

12 A I did talk to one of the inspectors that performed

13 welder qualifications.

14 Q You are getting ahead of me, Mr. Simile.

15 Do you have any personal knowledge, first, that

16 such a visual weld inspection was performed?

17 Were you there?

18 A I was not there, obviously.
,

19 Q Now, you were going to volunteer.

20 Did you interview any of the inspectors involved?

21 A I interviewed an inspector that was doing qualifications

22 at that time frame, yes.'

23 Q Was it the inspector that did the inspection of the
| -

24 welder qualifications in question here?

(]} 25 A No, it isn't.
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:

O
1 Q It was not someone who was present, who himself had

2 personal knowledge of the inspection performed in these-

3 instances in this NCR?

4 A That's correct.

5 O So it was your deduction from your learning of the

6 common practice that in this specific instance reflected

7 in NCR 4656 a visual weld inspection was, in fact,

8 pe rf ormed?

9 A That's correct.

10 Q And on that basis you dispositioned the NCR -- the NCR

11 was dispositioned, requiring no further corrective

12 action?

13 A That's correct.

14 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Excuse me. I have a

15 question on that.

16 BOARD EXAMINATION -

17 BY JUDGE GROSSMAN

18 Q Didn't you indicate that there was a procedural problem

19 here, too, with regard to the documentation not being

| 20 adequate?
t

21 A The AWS form itself never required the visual inspection

.

to be documented nor did our procedure. However --22
|

23 Q Didn't you indicate that that was a problem, a

24 nonconforming condition or something that ought to be

(]) 25 corrected?
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O
1 A That's why we wrote the nonconformance.

2 Q Okay. But if my understanding is correct, it was only

3 dispositioned with regard to those two instances but

4 that there was no further correction of the procedural

5 deficiency; is that so?

6 A The procedural deficiency was corrected where we do not

7 do pipe tests anymore, strictly plate tests.

8 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Guild.

9 BY MR. GUILD:

10 Q So you eliminated the further requirement that there be

11 any visual inspection?

12 A That's correct.

13 Q All right. 5017, please, if you would turn to that NCR.

14 Now, this NCR was not initiated until April 18,
,

15 1986; correct?

16 A That's correct.

17 Q And remains open today?

18 A Yes, it does.

19 Q Now, in this instance you identified multiple instances

20 in which Xeroxed welder qualification forms, Form 88's
|

21 were employed, evidencing the qualification of welders;
|
r

22 correct?

23 A Yes, sir.

24 Q Now, the multiple instances are the instances that-are

(} listed on the attachment Pages 2, 3 and 4, in which the25
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O
1 No. 2 appears in the note column to the left; correct?

2 A Pardon me?

3 Q The discrepancy on the face of the NCR No. 2 is that

4 discrepancy where there was a Xeroxed Form 88?

5 A Yes.

6 Q And the instances in which that discrepancy occurred are

7 indicated on the continuation sheets where the No. 2

8 appears before the welder's name; correct?

9 A That's correct.

10 Q Now, I am looking at a Form 88 that appears just --

11 let's look at 5016, NCR 5016, and attached to that NCR

12 there is a blank Form 88, correct, the last page?

('' 13 A Yes.

14 Q Now, that's not the revision of the Form 88 that was

15 involved in the Xeroxing of the Form 88's in.these

16 ' instances, is it?

17 It's a later revision, is it not?

18 A I would only have to assume that it was, yes.

j 19 Q Well, the instances on the Nonconformance Report 5017

20 date back to '78; correct?

21 A Right.

22 Q And the revision attached to NCR 5016 is Rev A of
,

! 23 September, '83?
l

24 A Right, right.

(")5
25 Q Now, I am looking at NCR 5015, last page, and that's an

\_
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O
1 NCR Rev 1 is it not -- I mean a Form 88, Rev 1, is it

2 not?

3 A Yes, it is.

4 Q It shows an origination date of 11-4-76 and a revision

5 date of 10-23-78; correct?

6 A Correct.

7 Q All right. Now, that form of the Rev -- I mean that

8 form of the -- that Rev of the Form No. 88, excuse me,

9 was in effect for at least several of the instances

10 listed on NCR 5017 of the Xeroxed Form 88's; correct?

11 A (No response.)

12 0 I am looking at the case, for example, of Mr. Sisk, E.

,

Sisk, which appears about two-thirds of the way down on13
1

14 Page 3, Sheet 3.

15 A It looks about 50/50.
16 Q What does that mean?

: 17 A It looks like about half of them were -- should have
!

18 been on this form.

19 Q Okay. Well, let's just take this form as an example.
|

20 What was the information that was Xeroxed in.the
t

21 instances in Nonconformance Report 5017 in which Xerox

| 22 copies of the Form 88's were found to be used?

I 23 A The Xerox form had the signature Xeroxed at the bottom.

24 Q The signature of the inspector?

{} 25 A Yes.

|
|
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,

().

1 Q Of the inspector who was verifying that by his signature

2 he observed the welder qualification test documented on

3 that Form 88?

4 A Yes.

5 Q Was any other information Xeroxed aside from the

6 signature of the QC Inspector?

7 A Not according to this NCR.

8 Q Do you have personal knowledge of what other --

9 A I can't remembe r .

10 Q Okay. Now, in this instance we are not talking about

11 simply Xeroxing a checklist where the check marks were

12 placed on the document and Xeroxed; we are talking

13 about, in effect, the falsification of the QC

14 Inspector's signature, are we not?

15 A No, we are not.

16 Q Well, each of those Form 88's was not, in fact, signed

17 individually by the QC Inspector at the time he or she

18 inspected the welder qualification test, was it not --

19 was it?

20 A That's correct.

| 21 Q All right. And, therefore, by using a Xerox signature,

22 the inspector falsely evidenced that he or she signed

23 the document as the procedure called for after

| 24 witnessing the qualification test?
|

E (]} 25 A At the time that the Rev O's of these records were made,

|
Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.'

! Geneva, Illinois 60134
| (312) 232-0262
|



___

3587

O
1 which we are trying to determine, they were upgrading

2 the records to the Rev 1 Form 88.

3 So it was not a matte. of falsification of records.

4 The forms are signed by inspectors.

5 Yes, they ran off Xerox copies. Whether to ease

G the amount that they were going to revise to the later

7 form, that has yet to be determined.

8 Q All right. Well, if your testimony, as you have just

9 stated, is correct, what about the practice of Xeroxing

10 a signature then is a nonconforming condition?

11 A Well, it's definitely not a good practice to get into.

12 0 That may be, Mr. Simile; but in what respects is

(T'

x> 13 Xeroxing a signature a nonconforming condition if it's

14 not a falsification of a quality document?

15 A If there was not a back-up Form 88 Rev O to coincide

16 with this document, I would say then you have a problem.

17 Q Then is it a falsification of a record?

18 A I believe so, yes.

| 19 Q But as long as there can be a back-up document, in your

20 opinion, it's not a falsification of a record?
:

21 A As long as it can be determined and evaluated that the

22 document was not falsified.

23 Q Well --

24 A This document is not being falsified. The information

(~}
25 is being transferred from one revision to another.

:
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;

1 Q I see. How were these nonconforming conditions

2 identified, the nonconforming conditions reflecting the

3 Xeroxing of signatures on the Form 88's?

4 A (No response.)
|

5 Q How?

6 A You mean right now?

7 Q How did you or did Comstock identify these deficient

8 conditions, the Xeroxing of signatures on the Form 88's?
,

9 A This was discovered through the document review.

10 0 And when was it discovered?

'
11 A Right around April 18th of 1986.

12 Q Now, do you know when the -- there are multiple'

! - 13 instances of this practice, Mr. Simile, documented on
'

14 this NCR.

!
15 Was the NCR originated at the time that all of the

16 instances were collected together and then the NCR was

| 17 written?

18 A Yes.

19 Q So do you know when the first instance was identified of
>

20 the practice of Xeroxing the signature on the Form 88's?
!

21 A I am not sure.

22 Q Was it a matter of days or months before, do you know?
!

| 23 A I really don't know.
1

24 The welder review itself I don't think lasted

() 25 longer than a month. I think it was a month's time that
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1 this review was done.

2 Q The review of the welder qualification records?

3 A Yes.

4 Q And was it a month preceding the 4-18 date?

5 A Yes.

6 Q Now, you intend to try to find Pittsburgh Testing
.

7 Laboratory documentation of having performed testing of

8 the weld coupons; is that correct?

9 A What we are trying -- what we are intending to find is
'

'

10 the original Form 88's.

11 Q That were --

12 A Some of these Form 88's were transferred to PTL in their
C

-

13 records vault.,

14 Q And they were transferred to PTL because PTL was going

15 to perform a test of the weld coupons?
.

'

16 A That's correct.

17 Q The original Form 88's were on the unrevised form?

18 A That's correct.

I 19 Q What are you going to do once you -- if you locate those

| 20 documents?

21 A We will make an evaluation at that time as to what we

22 have.

23 Q Well, why are you looking for those documents, Mr.

24 Simile?

{} 25 A The main reason that we need them is to validate the
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O
1 Form 88's that we have.

2 Q What I am asking for is an explanation of the purpose

3 for which you hope to find the original Form 88's?

4 A It shows that the Rev 1 of the Form 88 was a revision.

5 Q That's the document that was Xeroxed?

6 A Yes.

7 Q That's understood.

8 My question to you is -- perhaps it's just obvious

9 to you but it's not obvious to me and perhaps not for

10 the record.

11 What is the purpose of finding the unrevised Form

12 88? What fact will that establish with respect to these
O
kl 13 nonconforming conditions?

14 A Well, it will establish the facts that the inspector

15 that was running off the forms with the signature was

16 not falsifying documentation.

17 Q Will that establish to your satisfaction that the

18 inspector actually witnessed the welder qualification

19 tests?

20 A Yes, it will.

21 Q If you can find the original Form 88's with a real

22 signature on them?

23 A Yes.
.

24 Q I see. Now, was it more than one inspector that used

(} 25 the Xeroxed Form 88 signatures?

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
Geneva, Illinois 60134

(312) 232-0262

_ . _- ____.



|

3591

O
1 A I really don't know.

2 Q Can't you tell that by looking at the continuation

3 sheets of the NCR7

4 A No, because the forms aren't here. I really can't tell.

5 Q There are different names, aren't there?

6 A There is just the welders.

7 0 I see. Those are the welders' names, so maybe the same

8 single inspector, many welders?

9 A Yes.

10 Q I see. Now, this NCR 5017, does this reflect an

11 instance of nonconforming welder qualification records

12 where the condition -- the nonconforming condition --
~3(V 13 was one you weren't looking for when you did your

14 review?

15 A Yes.

16 Q And is it your understanding that it's an obvious

17 deficient condition that is apparent on visual

18 observation where a Xeroxed copy of a quality document

19 is used?;

20 A No, it wouldn't be, because there are numerous Xerox

21 copies of welder qualifications in the files.

22 It's not an obvious -- it is not something that you

23 would just say, "Oh, what is this?"

24 Q You would note that it was an obvious Xerox signature?

(} 25 A Yes.
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1 Q Maybe I am being imprecise.

2 Is the Xerox of the Form 88 and the signature on

3 the Form 88, in your opinion, an obvious discrepancy?

4 A It would not be an obvious discrepancy.

5 0 Someone would have to be looking particularly for that

6 to note that it was a Xerox signature; is that your

7 testimony?

8 A No. The signature would appear as a Xerox; sure, but it

9 would not be an obvious discrepancy that, " Hey, this

10 thing is the only record."

11 Like I said, there are numerous X2rox copies

| 12 throughout these files.

13 Q But in these instances, all of the data as to the welder

14 and the numbers reflecting the weld parameters were

15 original handwriting on the forms; isn't that correct?

16 A Yes.

! 17 Q And the only Xerox entry was the signature of the QC
!

j 18 Inspector?

19 A No, I don't think that was the only Xeroxed entry.

20 0 Well, what other Xeroxed entries were there?

21 A Well, I don't know because I don't have them.
I

I' 22 Q So my question to you then was: Would these discrepant

23 conditions, obvious or not -- and your answer is you

24 don't know; is that right?

25 A No. My answer is: No, they were not obvious.(}
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('

1 Q I just don't know how to square that with your other

2 answer that you don't know what the documents show.

3 MR. MILLER: Your Honor --.

4 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Excuse me.

5 I believe you are saying that it was obvious f rom

6 looking at these documents that there were Xeroxes of
.

7 signatures and, perhaps, other items on the documents;

8 is that correct?

9 THE WITNESS: That's correct.

10 JUDGE GROSSMAN: But that you do not -- you

11 cannot determine whether that is a discrepant condition

12 until you determine whether there is an original for
~

13 that which satisfies the procedure; is that correct?

14 THE WITNESS: That is correct.
.

15 JUDGE GROSSMAN: What you are saying is if

16 you do find an original which satisfies the procedure,

17 then you would conclude that, notwithstanding that you

18 had a Xerox in this particular location, it was not a

19 discrepant condition; is that correct?

20 THE WITNESS: That is correct.

21 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Do you understand what he is
'

22 testifying to, Mr. Guild?

23 MR. GUILD: Not wholly, Mr. Chairman.

24 I apologize for not being as up with the witness as

I(} 25 the Chairman is, apparently.

i

{
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(
l BY MR. GUILD:

|

2 Q But what I am still unclear about, Mr. Simile, is the

3 fact that, since the signature all by itself was a

4 Xeroxed signature, that in itself was a nonconforming

5 condition, was it not?

6 A There was more information on these forms that was

7 Xeroxed besides the signature.

8 Q Let's leave that alone.

9 You don't know what that is, right, the other

10 information aside from the signature?
,

11 A Correct.

12 Q Focusing only on the signature, the existence of a Xerox

13 signature was itself a nonconforming condition?

,14 A No, sir.

15 Q Then why did you originate a Nonconformance Report when

16 you observed the condition?

17 A As stated in the Nonconformance Report, this is what we

18 have found through the review.

| 19 Q It's stated under, " Description of Nonconformance, 2,"
|

20 the document Form 88's were reproduced with Xerox

21 signatures?
.

22 A And this took a lot of research to come up with this

23 conclusion. It is not an obvious item.,

!
24 Q Let me --

(} 25 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Excuse me.

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
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)
1 Are you saying, though, that the absence of the

2 original Form 88 is not a discrepant condition?

3 THE WITNESS: No, sir, that's not what I am

4 saying.

5 JUDGE GROSSMAN: So it is a discrepant

6 condition and that's, basically, what you are writing up

7 now, the fact that there was a discrepant condition, in

8 that there was no original?

9 THE WITNESS: That's correct.

10 BY MR. GUILD:

11 Q You identified that discrepant condition, that

12 nonconforming condition, when you -- someone at
'

13 Comstock, observed that there was a Xeroxed signature

14 and, perhaps, other information on these Form 88's;

15 correct?

16 A Correct.

17 Q All right. Now, the observation of the Xerox signature,

18 was that an obvious condition?

19 A No, sir.

20 MR. MILLER: Well, I think we have been over

21 the same ground at least four times now.

22 I think your Honor's questions to the witnesses

23 have clarified the exact situation.

24 I don't understand why Mr. Guild keeps on going

[}
back over ground that has been covered.25
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1 JUDGE GROSSMAN: It seems to be a semantic

2 problem. However, there are other matters here.

3 Let me ask one or two questions.

4 BOARD EXAMINATION

5 BY JUDGE GROSSMAN

6 Q Was any determination made that any of these Xerox
1

7 copies of Form 88 were identical to any other Xerox

8 copies with regard to the signature and date or any

9 other materials or any other entries?

10 A Yes, sir, there was some determination that the

11 signature and the dates were the same.

12 Q So that there -- well, then doesn't that denote an
>O
kl 13 obvious discrepancy?

14 A That's when we compiled all of this information for the

15 NCR.

16 That was part of the problem that we did run'into,

17 that the dates were the same, the signature looked the

18 same, the Rev O's were missing, we had the PTL , reports

19 from PTL backing up the Form 88 for the qualification

20 but we were missing the Rev O's.

21 That's how it started laying in place.

22 Q So it's obvious that you can't possibly find different

23 originals for the ones that were identical Xeroxes?

24 A No, because you can find them. The originals are all

~

(]} 25 original.
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O
1 We are putting in place the original Form 88's for

2 these records. A lot of them were in PTL's vault.

3 Q Yes; but what I am saying is if you find two Xeroxes --

4 at least two, two or more Xeroxes -- of the identical

5 signature and date, you can't possibly find separate

6 originals for those?

7 There has to be only one original for the two or

8 more Xeroxes; isn't that correct?

9 A The original Form 88's would be -- you would be able to

10 match them, because of the PTL report numbers listed on

11 both of the reports.

12 O Well, now I think we are passing in the night.

13 If, let's say, you found a Xerox of a Form 88 or

14 two Xeroxes, each with the identical signature and date,

15 at the most only one of those Xeroxed Form 88's can

16 represent a valid Form 88; isn't that correct?

17 A For each welder, yes.

18 Q No, not for each welder, for only one welder, because

19 with regard to any other welder, that would be a Xerox

20 of a signature for him. It couldn't be an original

21 signature.

22 A The original signature would be on the Rev O.

23 MR. MILLER: Mr. Simile, would you just try

24 explaining what the difference between the Rev O and Rev
~

(} 1 form is and which form you are referring to?25

Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
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O
1 THE WITNESS: I don't have the Rev O.

2 I can give you an example.

3 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Oh, I see. Okay.

4 BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

5 Q You are saying the Xerox would be of a superseding Form

6 88?

7 A Document, that's correct.

8 Q And there might be an original Form 88 that had separate

9 signatures for each of those inspectors?

10 A Yes, sir. ,

11 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. I apologize for not
_

12 catching that.

13 JUDGE COLE: Rev 0 is the original document?

14 THE WITNESS: I think it was. I am not

15 certain.

16 The older revisions -- and in that time frame from

17 the procedure change, I can't remember if one of the

18 revisions had a date and then they went to Rev O's; but

19 I believe the Rev O was the original.

20 JUDGE COLE: All right, sir. Thank you.

21 MR. GUILD: Is everybody done?

22 JUDGE GROSSMAN: I am done.

23 MR. GUILD: Let's try to reconstruct this

24 once more.

(~Nw]
25 BY MR. GUILD:
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1 Q Is it your belief, Mr. Simile, that the inspector who

2 was making the revision of the documents took a blank,

3 revised Form 88 and placed some information on that

4 blank revised Form 88, at least his signature, and now I

5 understand from the Chairman's questions perhaps a date

6 by that signature?

7 A Yes.

8 Q Perhaps other information?

9 A Yes.

10 0 And then Xeroxed that blank form with that limited

11 amount of information on it?

12 A Yes.

( 13 Q And then completed the body of the form uniquely for'

14 each welder for whom he was revising the welder

15 qualification records?

16 A That's correct.

17 Q Now, my question is: Whatever the extent of the;

18 reproduced information, the Xeroxed information, be it

19 limited to signature, QC signature, signature and date

20 or signature, date and other information, the Xeroxed

21 character of that information, is that an apparent

22 condition to the observer?

! 23 If you looked at that form, would you find it

| 24' apparent that that information, whatever it might be,

' (} 25 was Xeroxed?

I Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
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1 A Yes.

2 Q All right, sir. Now, my question to you then is:

3 When you performed the welder qualification record

4 review that you have described in your testimony, did

5 you or did you not identify that apparent condition?

6 A No, I did not.

7 Q The Xeroxed signature?

8 A No, I did not.

9 Q You did not?

10 A No, sir.

11 Q Thank you.

12 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Excuse me. There is some
O
\/ 13 other question on this.

14 BOARD EXAMINATION

15 BY JUDGE GROSSMAN

16 0 If, in fact, you could locate an underlying document,

17 the original Rev O, I believe, is what you characterize

18 it as -- is that correct?

19 A Yes.

20 0 -- is it possible that you could locate or that there

21 might be a Rev O with the same signature and the same

22 date?

23 Is that what you are saying?

24 A It's possible, the date.

'

(} 25 Q But if it contained another signature or the same
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1 signature and a prior date, wouldn't it be a discrepant
'

2 condition to have that revised Form 88?

3 A Yes, it would be a discrepancy. It's, obviously, a

4 discrepancy for how they did it.

5 However, it would not alter the welders'

6 qualification record, because the test results would

7 reflect on that form with the origina1' signatures.

8 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay.

9 BY MR. GUILD: ,

10 Q But,that fact only goes to the disposition of the

11 nonconformance; correct?

12 A That's correct.

( 13 Q And that is what is pending right now: It's what you

14 are going to do about the nonconforming conditions that

15 you found.in the field?-

16 A That is correct, not in the field.

17 0 Well, in the records?

18 A In the record.

19 Q Yes. Now, if a welders' qualifications are not

20 established as required by your procedures, is the work

21 in the field performed by that welder of indeterminate
'

22 acceptability?

23 A The work in the field would be determined acceptable

24 f.hrough quality control inspections.

25 Q But absent some further action, such as reinspection of{}
Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.

_

ueneva, Illinois oulae

(312) 232-0262



1

3602

0
1 that work, the work of that unqualified or welder for

2 whom qualification is not determinate, is that work

3 itself indeterminate?

4 A I don't think you can make that determination until you

5 decide or find if you have a welder that is unqualified.

6 Q Well --

7 JUDGE GROSSMAN: I am sorry. I didn't hear

8 the last part.

'
9 Mr. Reporter, could you repeat that?

s

10 (The answer was thereupon read by the

11 Reporter.)

12 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Excuse me -- oh, I see.
A
AJ 13 But I thought the question presupposed that the

14 welder was unqualified.

15 THE WITNESS: If the welder was unqualified,

16 we would probably run a re-qualification test on that

17 welder.

18 BY MR. GUILD:

19 Q And that would establish the acceptability of the past

20 work?

21 A That's correct.

( 22 Q Even though the welder was not effectively qualified

23 when he performed that past work?

24 A That's correct.
,

25 Q Have there been any instances at Comstock at Braidwood(}'
1
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|

l1 where there have been identified -- where the corrective

2 action for a nonconformance in the welders'

3 qualifications required the performance of re-work in

4 the field?

5 A I don't know for sure.

6 0 Are you aware of any instances?

7 A Not that I am aware of.

8 Q All right.

9 A Well, I take that back. The stainless steel.

10 Q The stainless steel procedure?,

11 A And the welders.

12 0 Well, what about the welder qualifications was

13 nonconforming in those cases?

14 A I can't think of any others.

15 Q No, no. In the cases you just mentioned, the stainless

16 steel, what was nonconforming about the welders'

17 qualifications in those instances?

18 A Well, the welder only qualified in one position.

19 Q As opposed to the -- he didn't qualify in the 2 G

20 position?
'

: 21 A Right.

22 Q All right. And that's the instance mentioned in your

23 testimony; and in those instances, due to deficiencies

24 in the welders' qualifications, you went out and

(~T 25 performed re-work?
s/
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1 A Right.

2 O You removed the welds and replaced them under the

3 qualified procedure?

4 A That is correct.

5 0 That was the instance identified by Mr. Puckett;

6 correct?

7 A Correct.

8 Q Now --

9 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Excuse me.
i

10 Before we leave this, are you saying now that if a

11 welder performed welds back in 1978 and was not

12 qualified at the time but became qualified in 1985, for

13 example, that you would consider the welds that he put

14 on in 1978 to be good welds?

15 THE WITNESS: A determination would have to
,

16 be made, but all of those welds would be inspected by

17 quality control. The acceptance of the weld wouldj
;

18 already be dete rmined.

( 19 If the weld was in a rejectable condition -- an
|

|
20 inspection report would have been prepared. If it was

21 an acceptable condition, it would have been accepted by

I 22 a QC Inspector.

| 23 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Well, wasn't that the case
1

24 with the stainless steel welds, that the welds were

({} 25 accepted but there was not a proper qualification?
|

|
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O
1 THE WITNESS: Only on procedure. The

2 procedure was not qualified.

3 BY MR. GUILD:

4 Q But the Chairman is correct: Those same stainless steel

5 welds were visually inspected and determined to be

6 acceptable; were they not?

7 A That's correct.

8 Q Nonetheless, the welds were reworked because of

9 deficiencies in the welder qualification?

10 A It was reworked because of the deficiency on the

11 procedure qualification, and the determination at that

12 time was made to have the welds removed.

13 0 The deficiencies in the procedure qualification were the

14 same deficiencies in the welder qualification, were they

15 not, for those welds?

16 A For the 2 G, though.

| 17 Q The welders weren't qualified in those two positions?
:

18 A For the one position.

19 Q For the 2 G position?

20 A Right.

| 21 Q Nonetheless, the QC Inspectors inspected and accepted

1
'

22 those welds?

23 A That is correct.
.

24 Q All right. Now, your counsel asked you, in sum, taking

("
25 these 18 Nonconformance Reports and the multiple

/~)T\_
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1 instances of nonconforming welder qualification records

2 evidenced by those NCR's, whether, in your opinion -- in

3 your opinion, what was the character of these

4 deficiencies; and you stated they were minor in

5 character.

6 A That's correct.
.

7 Q Now, that opinion that these nonconforming conditions

8 were minor in character is your conclusion as a result

9 of first having identified these nonconforming

10 conditions, then having evaluated them and then having

11 taken necessary -- in your opinion, necessary --

12 corrective action for those conditions; am I correct?
_

k/ 13 A Yes.

14 Q All right. But you would not be capable, as you have

15 just now testified, of reaching a conclusion about the
'

16 character of those nonconforming conditions unless you

17 had first done that process, identified them, evaluated

18 them, and taken the corrective action required; isn't

19 that true?

20 A You can evaluate them, sure.

21 Q Well, my point is, Mr. Simile, you can't reach a

[ 22 conclusion about the character of these deficiencies,

23 minor or major or otherwise, until you first identify

24 them and then evaluated them; correct?

() 25 A Yes.

|
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1 Q And you hadn't identified or evaluated these conditions

2 until as recently as April of 1986; correct?

3 A Yes.

4 Q And as to the April, 1986, nonconforming conditions

5 involving the NCR for the Xeroxed signature, you have

6 still not reached a conclusion as to the significance of

7 those deficiencies, have you?

8 A That's correct.

9 Q So when you stated that they were minor in nature, you

10 were excluding those for which you have not even

11 completed an evaluation?
'

12 A The evaluation for this item is in process.

Q.

\' 13 0 Well, have you completed an evaluation for it?

14 A No, it's not complete yet.

15 Q Are you capable of expressing a conclusion about whether

16 these are only minor deficiencies or not?

17 A We have been able to obtain the Rev O's for the Form
|
'

18 88's; and it appears to be minor in nature, yes.

19 Q Let's talk about that, then.

20 What did you find when you found that you could

21 retrieve the Form 88's for the Xeroxed signatures?
,

|

22 A The original Form 88's are signed.

23 Q All right. If you will give me a moment. It's NCR

24 5017.
['

(]) 25 Can you tell me for whom, for which welders on the
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1 continuation sheets, you found the original Form 88's?

2 A No, I cannot.

3 Q Can you tell me for how many?

4 A No.

5 Q For the ones you found, can you tell me what information

6 you found on the original Form 88's?

7 A I can't tell you at this time, no.

8 Q Can you tell me whether they were signed by the same

9 inspector on the same day?

10 A No, I cannot.

11 Q Can you tell me whether they were signed by the same

12 inspector on the same day shown on the Xeroxed Form

13 88's?

14 A No, I cannot.

15 Q Can you tell me, then, for even those where you found

16 the Form 88's, whether the discrepancies are minor in

17 character?

18 A From what it appears from the Form 88's that we have

19 found, it looks that way, yes.

20 Q Not having been -- not having sufficient information to

21 answer my last series of questions regarding what is

22 contained in those Form 88's, do you have any basis,

23 other than sheer speculation, about the character of the

24 nonconforming conditions as minor?

(]) 25 A I don't have the Form 88's here or available to me right
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1 now.

2 Q Do you have the information that I asked you about?

3 A No, I do not.

4 MR. GUILD: Mr. Chairman, I would ask that

5 the Applicant be required to produce whatever original

6 Form 88's they have, indeed, identified for the

7 instances of Xeroxed welder qualification records

8 reflected in NCR 5017.

9 JUDGE GROSSMAN: It sounds like a fair

10 request to me, Mr. Miller.

11 He is not forcing you to give originals other t'aan

12 the ones you have; and if you have them, I think it's

13 relevant, so, you know, the request is reasonable and I,

14 guess you will comply with that.

15 MR. MILLER: Yes, sir, we will.

16 BY MR. GUILD:

17 Q Have you identified all instances in which there were
,

| 18 Xeroxed Form 88's employed?

19 A Yes, sir.

20 0 Can you tell me on what basis you reach the conclusion

21 you have identified them all?

22 A All the welder qualification records have been reviewed

23 through the document review program and these are the
1

24 ones that have been identified.
'

25 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Guild, do you have those{}
i
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O
1 Xeroxes of the Forms 88? |

2 MR. GUILD: No, sir, I don't.

3 I only have attached to the NCR 5017 the listing of

4 the welders by name and the indication as to which ones

5 there were found to be Xeroxed checklists.

6 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Did you also wish to have

7 those produced?

8 MR. GUILD: Indeed.

9 Mr. Chairman, the point, I guess, is in the

10 instances where they have matched the two together, for

11 completeness, the record ought to reflect both the

12 Xeroxed document and the original that Mr. Simile relies

n 13 on for reaching his conclusion as to the character ofx-

14 the nonconforming condition.

15 JUDGE GROSSMAN: But you also want the

16 Xeroxes where they haven't matched it with an original,

17 don't you?

18 MR. MILLER: We will get all the

19 doc umenta tion .

20 MR. GUILD: That would be fine, yes. Thank

21 you.

22 JUDGE GROSSMAN: If you compare a few of

23 those, you might find something significant, too.

24 MR. GUILD: Thank you.

25 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. So that is fine. We{}
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I will have compliance with that.,

2 BY MR. GUILD:

3 Q Mr. Simile, let's turn to the revisions, please, to the

4 weld rod control procedures. Those are Applicant's

5 Exhibits 20, 21 and 22.

6 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Guild, before you start

7 a new topic, it's going to be time for a break soon.

8 If you think you want to proceed with a short

9 topic, you can. If you decide you want to take a break

10 now, that's up to you,

11 MR. GUILD: I see it's noon, Judge, and the

12 topic itself is a substantial one.

13 I suggest that we do it after lunch.

14 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. Why don't we break

15 until 1:00 o' clock.

16 (WHEREUPON, the hearing of the

17 above-entitled matter was continued to

18 the hour of 1:00 P. M.)

19

20

21

22

23
.

24

() 25
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1 UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

i 2 NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

!.

3 BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

; 4
____;____ : : _ _ _ L _x

5 :
In the Matter of: :

6 : Docket No. 50-456 OL
COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY : 50-457 OL

; 7 :
(Braidwood Station, Units 1 :

8 and 2) :
_: _ _ : _ 2_: __L: _ :x

10 Met pursuant to recess.

11 Tuesday, June 10, 1986.'

1:00 P. M.
12

13

14 JUDGE GROSSMAN: We're back in session.

15 I understand that counsel would prefer to argue,

16 that motion to admit the Parkhurst contention and

17 discussion of the Hunter item, alsor . tomorrow rather

18 than today, and so that's agreeable.

19 One of the things that we do want to ask about is

20 when the Intervenor actually had notice of the Parkhurst>

21 contention.

[ 22 Another aspect is the relationship between Comstock

23 -- well, the position of Comstock with regard to the

i 24 Parkhurst firing and whether Parkhurst would come under

(]) 25 the existing contention in any event, not as far as a
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1 specific example but as far as perhaps continuing

2 harassment by Comstock, that allegation.

3 With that in mind, let's return now to the witness

; 4 and -- oh, I'm sorry.

5 MR. MILL ER : I'm sorry. I have one

6 preliminary matter.

7 I'd like the record to reflect that I'm serving on

8 the Board and the parties a motion -- our motion to<

9 strike the Intervenors' prefiled testimony -- I should

10 say part of Intervenors' prefiled testimony.

11 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay.

12 MR. MILL ER : Pardon?

O 13 MR. GUILD: You did not say "part."

14 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Fine.

15 If there's nothing else of a preliminary nature,

16 we'll return, then, to Mr. Guild's cross examination of

17 the witness. ,

18 Mr. Guild?

19 MR. GUILD: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

20 RECROSS EXAMINATION

21 (Continued)

22 BY MR. GUILD:

23 0 Mr. Simile, let's return and speak to the question of

24 revisions to Comstock's filler metal control procedures,

() 25 Applicant's Exhibits 20, 21 and 22 in evidence.
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1 Now, as I understand your testimony, the Form 57

2 weld rod slip has always required the specification of

3 the specific component upon which the filler metal is to

4 be used; correct?4

5 A For these three revisions.

6 Q Yes.;

7 The Form 57 weld rod slips for each of the

8 Revisions C, D and E of Procedure 4.3.10 have called for
!

9 identification of the specific component; correct?

i 10 A Yes.

11 Q But through those revisions up until Revision E -- or in

12 Revision E, you delete the requirement on the filler --

Q-:

13 on the weld rod slip for all of the detailed description

14 of the component -- that is, the hanger number, the

15 drawing number and the revision -- and provide that the

16 uniquely identifiable weld installation record number
'

17 instead be listed on the document; correct?
!

18 A Correct.

19 Q And is the purpose for that revision to provide for
,

20 enhanced traceability of the filler metal issued to the

21 specific installation used?'

,

22 A It -- it provides f or simplicity to the item that's

23 being welded.
,

24 Q Does that, in your opinion, enhance the traceability of

() 25 the filler metal to the specific component upon which

f

! enantag n nnreing m rvico, r+a_
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0
1 the filler metal is employed?

.

2 A It does the same thing.

3 Q So it neither enhances nor detracts f rom the

4 traceability?

5 A I would say that it makes it much less ro,om for error.

6 0 Well, isn't it a fact that you identified errors and

7 omissions in the completion of the Form 57 weld rod'

1

8 slips with respect to the identification of the specific

9 components on which the filler metal had been used in

10 the use of the previous revisions to the Form 57?

11 A I can' t say personally that I have.

12 0 Are you aware that Comstock has identified errors and

) 13 omissions in that respect?

14 A I'm aware that there are -- that there have been errors

15 and omissions, a lot of them being previous to all three

16 of these revisions.

17 0 All right.

18 But on revisions where they also called for

19 identification of the component on which the filler

20 metal was to be used?

21 A Yes.
+

22 Q For example, in previous practice, practice prior to the

23 adoption of Revision E, where the weld installation
-

24 record unique number was inserted in place of the other

(]) 25 data regarding a component, in those previous -- that

Sonntaa Reportina Service, Ltd.
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O
1 previous practice, at times only a grid reference was

2 made on the weld rod slip, such as an elevation and grid :

|

3 coordinates, indicating a general area of the plant '

4 where the, rod was to be used?

5 A That's correct.

6 0 But even those revisions of the weld rod slip called for

7 identifying the specific hanger, drawing and revision

8 number, did they not?

9 A I'm not sure.
f

10 0 Well --
.

11 A They may.

12 0 If we look at the Form 57 in your Rev. 20 -- and that's

13 the earliest one we have; that's for the Rev. C that was

14 final effective 12/20/83 -- the Form 57 shown there has
15 blocks for hanger support equipment number; correct?

16 A Yes.

17 Q Building, location, drawing number, revision number;

18 correct?
.

19 A Correct.

20 Q And each of those items on the withdrawal slip are
.

'

21 intended to specify the location where the rod was to be

1 22 used; correct?

23 A That's correct.

24 Q And you did identify errors and omissions, did you not,

(]) 25 in the use of the weld rod slip Revision C thatj

nnnntag napnrH ng servic . r+ a .
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1 contained -- that was supposed to contain that

2 information?

3 A I believe the errors were -- the errors on these

4 documents were the identification of the heat numbers

5 and the electrodes.

6 0 Well, that's another issue altogether, Mr. Simile.

7 But are you aware that errors and omissions were

8 identified in the use of the Rev. C of the weld rod

9 slip, the Form 57, in the specification of the

10 component; that is, the blocks that I just read: hanger
,

11 support equipment number, building, location, drawing

12 number and Rev. number?

13 A I'm not sure about this at this time frame.

14 0 All right.

15 Are you aware of when they used the Rev. C that

16 they -- did they use grid coordinate references instead

17 of filling in the complete data called for on the form?

18 A I believe that those references were prior to that.

19 0 On a previous revision of the form?

20 A I think so.

21 Q Okay.

22 But a previous revision that also called for more

23 specific location information?

24 A I'm not sure.

[]} 25 0 Well, when you stated with respect to Exhibit 20, in

Sonntaa Reportino Service, Ltd.
Geneva, Illinois 60134
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( |

1 response to Mr. Miller, that the Form 57 had boxes for,

2 as I stated, hanger support equipment number, building

3 location, drawing number and revision number, you

4 stated, my notes reflect, that the person completing the

5 Form 57 should list that data.

6 A That's correct.

7 Q Did they list that data in all cases?

8 A I can' t say that they did in all cases.

9 Q And if they did not, that would reflect a violation of

10 the then-existing filler material control procedure,
t

11 would it not?

12 A It would reflect an error in filling out the form.

13 0 Well, is part of the procedure filling out the form as

14 the form is intended to be completed?

15 A Yes.

16 0 And does that mean putting data in all the blocks that

17 indicate the location where the filler metal wac to be

18 used?

19 A The blocks should be filled in --

20 0 All right.

21 A -- which I stated.

22 Q All right.

i 23 Well -- and was the form -- well, who completed the

24 weld rod withdrawal form?

(]) 25 A The welders.

annnt=n nonnr inn s.ru4c . r+ a .e
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O
1 Q The welders. !

2 And was the form reviewed for completeness by

3 anyone other than the welder?

4 A At that time frame?

5 0 Well, I'm talking about Rev. C now, Exhibit 20.

6 A I don't know.

7 0 Well, isn't there a space for the tool crib

8 attendant / warehouse foreman to sign and date the form?

9 A Yes.

10 0 And doesn't that signature indicate that the foreman --

11 the tool crib attendant / warehouse foreman issued the rod

12 per the request completed by the welder?
,

13 A Yes.

14 0 And wouldn't it be the responsibility of the warehouse

15 foreman / tool crib attendant to assure that the welder
16 had completed the form as the procedure called for?

I 17 A I don't think that it would be his responsibility.

18 Q Would it be anybody's responsibility?

19 A It wouldn't be the warehouse foreman.

20 0 Well, would it be anybody's, as you understand the

21 procedure?

22 A I think that the welder should be responsible for

23 filling it in.

24 Q And was there anyone by procedure who was responsible

[]} 25 for assuring that that was done properly?

Rnnntag popnrting service. T.t d .
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O
1 A I don't see anything right offhand.

2 Q In the procedure itself?

3 Is that what you're reviewing?

4 A Yes.

5 0 Well, if it's not stated in the procedure, would the

6 Comstock Quality Assurance program call for assuring

7 that this aspect of the program was properiy implemented

8 and would it assure that it was properly implemented

9 through the management of the QA program, for one?

10 A The forms would be reviewed by Quality Control at some

11 point.

12 0 Well, my point is: If it's the welder's responsibility

O 13 to fill out the form and the procedure calls for nobody

14 to assure that the form is completed eff ectively, would

15 the welder's management be responsible for overseeing

16 and assuring that the welder complied with this aspect

17 of the QA program?

18 A I really don't know how they did it at that time.

19 0 All right.

20 Well, today -- or since you've been responsible for

21 the welding program, would it be a management

22 responsibility to assure that the welder completed the

23 form properly?

24 A Yes. We review all the Form 57's filled out by the

Q 25 welders.

Sonntac Reportino Service, Ltd.
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0
1 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Simile, could you speak

2 up a little louder?

3 Our Reporter has trouble hearing you because she's

4 sitting somewhat behind you.

5 BY MR. GUILD:

6 0 Would it be .the responsibility of the Comstock Quality

7 Assurance Department to assure that this aspect of the

8 Comstock Quality Assurance program was effectively

9 implemented; that is, the completion of the Form 57's

10 properly?

11 A It's the responsibility of QC. We are reviewing the

12 Form 57's that are filled out today, yes.

O 13 Q All right.

14 Well, during the entire course of the QA program at

15 Comstock, is it your understanding that the Quality

16 Assurance Department has responsibility to assure the
:

17 effective implementation of the Comstock QA program?

18 A Yes.
;

19 Q And isn't compliance with the procedure under

20 discussion, 4.3.10 for filler metal control, one aspect

21 of the QA program?
:
'

22 A I believe this is one of the reasons why the procedures

23 were revised.

24 Q Because the program was not being eff ectively

(}) 25 implemented?

Sonntaa Reportino Service, Ltd.
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0
1 A Well, it was vague.

2 Q And it wasn't being effectively implemented in one

3 particular, perhaps among others; and that is the

4 effective completion of the Form 57's to specify the

5 location where the filler metal was going to be used?

6 A Again, I can't say that with these three revisions.

7 0 You don't have any independent knowledge of whether that

8 was a basis for enhancing or changing the procedure?

9 A Not for these three procedures.

10 Q For any procedures -- for any revisions of the

11 procedures, Mr. Simile.

12 A Obviously we did enhance the procedures.

O 13 0 With respect to this issue -- and that is the

14 specification of the location where the filler metal is

15 to be used -- has the program been enhanced?

16 A Yes, it has.

17 Q And can you just tell me generally in what manner it has

18 been enhanced?

19 A I think, with the last revision to the procedure, the

20 Form 57 shows where the electrodes being issued are

21 being used.

22 Q By stating the weld installation report number?

23 A That's correct.

24 0 And that simplifying of the form makes it less likely

(]) 25 that errors and omissions in specifying the detailed

carntag Peporting Seruice: r+a _
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O
1 data regarding location will take place, does it not?

2 A Yes, it does.

3 Q And that enhancement to the program did not take place

4 until October 19, 1984?

5 A That's correct.

6 0 Let me see if I can understand something a little more

7 clearly about this program.

8 Let's say a welder starts the day and is going to

9 weld on more than one component, more than one hanger.

10 Does the welder draw different lots of filler metal

11 and complete a weld rod slip for each hanger on which

12 he's going to weld?
_

' \> 13 A No, he does not.

14 Q Does the weld rod slip then list each and every hanger

15 on which he's going to weld?

16 A As he welds on them, he'll enter the WIR number, yes.

17 Q All right.

18 So the WIR nursber is then added by the welder in

19 the field as he undertakes another component --

20 A That's correct.

21 0 -- to work on?
.-

22 A That's correct.
,

; 23 0 All right.

24 Now, under the previous revisions of the Form 57

(]) 25 where there is simply the -- let's look at Rev. C, for

1

i
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O
1 example, the Applicant's Exhibit 20, the revision that

2 was effective December 20, '83.

3 Again, it has blanks on the form that appear to

4 call for the description of a unique installation; isn't

5 that correct?

6 A Yes.

7 Q Did the welder draw a new lot of filler metal and

8 complete a new Form 57 for each hanger on which he was

9 to weld under the Rev. C program?

10 A I don't know.

11 Q Let's look at the Rev. E program, and that is the -- I'm

12 sorry; the Rev. D program, and that is Exhibit 21.

O 13 That Rev. E -- I'm sorry; the Rev. D, D as in

14 " dog," was interim-approved September 11, 1984; correct?

15 A Yes.

16 0 And you were on-site then, were you not?

17 A Yes, I was.

18 0 And you were on-site while the Rev. D program was

| 19 implemented, were you not?

! 20 A Yes, I was.

! 21 Q The Form 57 under procedure Rev. D is, in fact, still a

22 Rev. C, is it not?

! 23 A Yes, it is.

| 24 0 All right.
.

| ({) 25 Then under the Rev. D program, still using the same

mm.me g .pm. , g m.. 4m.. r. a .
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O
1 Form 57 as under the earlier revision, still calling for

2 a unique hanger description, the question, Mr. Simile,

3 is: Did the welder, under the program that you observed

4 during the Rev. D, obtain an additional lot of filler

5 metal and complete an additional weld rod slip Form 57
;

6 for each hanger that he worked on?

7 A I can' t say that, either. I was only there for a month.
,

8 Q You simply don' t know?

9 A No.
,

..

10 I could find out for you.

11 Q Is it possible, at the time of the Rev. D program again

12 that used the Form 57 Rev. C, that a welder simply drew

O 13 a lot of filler metal at the beginning of his shif t,

14 made a general location description on the Form 57 where
:

! 15 the Form 57 c'alled for a specific hanger and welded with

| 16 that lot of filler metal on more than one hanger,

17 utilizing the same weld rod slip?

18 A I think it would be possible for him to weld on multiple

19 hangers, yes, but I believe that those multiple hangers

20 would be listed on the form with the locations.

21 Q All right.
'

22 So your belief is that the welder then added the

23 additional hanger descriptions to the Form 57?

24 A Yes.

() 25 Q All right.

mm....y ..em,,4 2 m.. 4m., tea.
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()
1 Have you conducted -- are you aware of any

2 evaluation having been conducted at Comstock to

| 3 determine whether or not, to the contrary, there were

4 instances utilizing the Rev. C of the Form 57 or earlier

5 revisions where a welder welded on more than one hanger
'

6 yet only a general location description or a single
,

7 hanger was indicated on the weld rod withdrawal form?

8 A Yes.

9 Q And have you identified any such instances?

10 A There were instances in the earlier weld metal

I 11 withdrawal slips that were that way, yes.

12 Q All right.
.

() 13 And were nonconformance reports initiated to

14 document those conditions?

15 A I believe there was a nonconformance report.

i 16 0 All right.

17 And do you know whether or not there was any rework
I

18 of welds in the field for which there was not a unique

! 19 -- uniquely identifiable weld rod withdrawal slip

20 indicating the filler metal used on that particular --

! 21 on a particular component?
!-

r 22 A No, there was not.

23 0 What was the disposition of that nonconformance report?
I -

24 A I don' t have the -- I don' t have the nonconf ormance.
,

..-

!(]) 25 0 In those instances, Mr. Simile, the weld rod issued is

| mm ...g ..em 4mg m. 4m.. tea.
i Geneva, Illinois 60134
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O
1 not traceable to the specific hanger or component on

2 which it was used; isn't that correct?>

.

3 A That's correct.
,

4 However, all the weld rod that we used f rom !

5 Comstock was supplied from Getschow, which was all

6 certified electrodes.

| 7 Q That's your belief; correct?
!

8 A No. That's -- well, that's my belief.

9 JUDGE GROSSMAN : Excuse me. Could you repeat

10 the last part of that preceding question?

11 (The record was thereupon read by the

12 Reporter.)
'

13 BY MR. GUILD:'

i 14 Q Whether certified or not, Mr. Simile, you don't know

| 15 that the specified electrode for the particular
|

16 component was actually used in the particular component?

17 A Only on the installations of cable pan welds, which was

18 indeterminate as to whether E7018 or E6013 was used.

19 Q And in those instances, you made no field rework,

20 either, did you?

21 A No, we did not.

22 Q You simply determined af ter the f act that although the

f 23 wrong electrode may have been used, there was no need to

24 make a rework of the field installations?

25 A It was dispositioned and found that E7018 was an

!
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'

O
1 acceptable electrode to be used.

2 Q The answer to my question is that you dispositioned it

3 to do no rework, though, despite the f act that the wrong

4 electrode may have been used?

5 A 1 did not, no.

'
6 0 That was the disposition, was it not?

7 A Yes, it was. '

8 0 One of those electrodes was an electrode specified for

9 use in galvanized cable pan -- thin-gauge cable pan

10 material; correct?

11 A It's specified for use in thin-gauge material.

12 0 Which one is that?
,

13 A E6013.

14 Q And the E7013 was specified under your structural

15 welding procedure for thicker-gauge material; correct?

! 16 A The E7018?

17 Q The E7018, yes.

| 18 A It was specified for use with other materials, but not

19 on cable pan.

20 Q And rhose other materials are heavier gauge than the

21 cable pan, are they not?
|
| 22 A Yes.

23 Q They' re not galvanized, are they?

24 A Yes.

O 25 0 They are ga1.anized2
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0
.

1 A Unistrut.

2 0 Okay.

3 You have two welding procedures for carbon steel

4 welding; correct?

5 A Correct.

6 0 One of them is essentially for cable pan thinner-gauge

7 metal.
.

8 It specifies the E6013; correct?

9 A That detail is in that procedure, yes, but there's other
,

i 10 details in there, also.

; 11 Q All right.

12 The other welding procedure is for structural

O 13 welding using heavier-gauge base metals than the cable

14 pan material; correct?

15 A Including Unistrut, yes.

16 Q Including Unistrut.

17 But it specifies using the E7018, does it not?

18 A Yes, it does.
,

,

19 Q Is it your belief that there are no workmanship defects

20 from the use of the -- from the interchange of the E6013

21 for the E7018 and vice versa?

22 A On cable pan?

23 Q On cable pan.

24 A That's correct.

(]) 25 0 Okay.
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O
1 And that is the basis for the disposition of that

2 nonconformance report to essentially use as is?

3 A The basis of that disposition was decided by S & L.

4 0 Well, is that the basis for the disposition that there

5 is --

6 A I don' t have the NCR, so --

7 Q Are you aware of what. the basis for the disposition is?

8 A I can't remember.

9 Q Now, looking at Applicant's Exhibit 20, Mr. Simile --

10 and that is Rev. C to the weld rod control procedure --

11 would you agree that the purpose of the procedure, as

12 stated in Paragraph 2, is to prevent the use of

13 unauthorized material for construction, among others?

14 A Yes.

15 0 2.3.

16 That same purpose is stated for Rev. D, Applicant's

17 Exhibit 21, is it not, the same paragraph?

18 A Yes.

19 Q And it remains the purpose stated for the subsequent

20 revision, Rev. E --

21 A Yes.

22 0 -- under Paragraph 2.2; correct?

23 A Yes.

24 Q Now, under the current revision of the procedure -- and

(]) 25 is that Rev. E? Is that current?

canntag Deporting Carnice: r+a.
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O
1 A No. It's Rev. F.

2 0 All right.

3 Under the current revision of the procedure, is

4 there a requirement that a welder account on a

5 rod-for-rod basis for the rod issued, the rod consumed

6 and the rod returned f rom ehe field?

7 A Not on a rod-by-rod basis, no.

8 Q Has that ever been a requirement of Comstock at

9 Braidwood?

10 A No, sir.

11 Q Is there -- what is required under the current procedure

12 for weld rod control for accountability for rod consumed

d 13 in the field?

14 A It is normally done by poundage.

15 0 Is the welder required to weigh in at the end of the

16 day?

17 A He returns his oven and its weight, yes.

18 Q The oven is weighed?

19 A Not the oven; the electrode.

20 0 The electrode is weighed?

21 A Yes.

22 Q That's to determine how much was used in the field?

23 A Yes.

24 Q That provides a basis in terms of weight of what was --

(]) 25 weight upon issuance; the electrode is weighed upon

Sonntaq Reporting Service, Ltd.
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O
1 issuance?

2 A Yes.
:

3 0 The electrode is weighed upon end of the shift, return

4 of the weld oven?.

5 A Yes.

6 0 And the difference is taken to represent the amount

7 consumed in the field?

8 A Yes.

9 0 How precise a measure is that, in your opinion, Mr.

10 Simile, of rod actually consumed?'

11 A It's fairly accurate.

12 Q Is it accurate to -- down to a single electrode?

O
13 A I can' t say that it would be to a single electrode.'

14 There are so many electrodes to a pound.

15 0 Can you give me an estimate f or, say, E7018 how many

| 16 electrodes to a pound?
l

17 A I believe it's 12.

18 Q All right.

19 And do you know whether or not the tolerances and

20 the weighing-in process would identify down to a single

21 electrode?

22 A No, I don't.

23 0 If the weighing-in process was not sufficiently precise
|

| 24 to account on an individual rod basis for rod consumed

() 25 in the field, does there remain the possibility, given
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O
1 the current procedure, that rod could be used in an

2 uncontrolled fashion in the field?

3 A I don't feel it does.

4 0 Is there a measure made of the weight of the rod

5 actually used in each component?

6 A No, sir.
,

7 Q Is there a measure made of the numbers of rods used in

8 each component?

9 A No, sir.

10 0 Is there any control -- is there any measurement of the

11 -- strike that.

12 Is there any evaluation performed of the work

O 13 performed by a welder in the field as compared to the

14 weight of the electrode consumed in the field as

15 reflected in the weighing-in and weighing-out process?

16 A No, sir.

17 Q So using the weighing-in and weighing-out process, Mr.

18 Simile, there is no determination made that, in fact, a

19 welder has not used electrode in an uncontrolled -- or

20 an unspecified f ashion in the field or just lef t

21 electrode lying around in the field or disposed of

22 electrode in other f ashions that are unauthorized?

23 A There's only one authorized way of disposal.

24 Q That's not responsive to my question, Mr. Simile.

() 25 Did you understand the question?

Sonntaq Reporting Service, Ltd.
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O
1 A I f eel there is total control. I don' t kno'w what you' re

2 driving for.
s

3 Q Well, maybe I'm not being clear.

4 If you don't make any evaluation by weight, even,

5 of what's consumed in the field at least as reflected in

6 the weighing-in and weighing-out process, is there any

7 system that establishes that the welder simply didn't

8 take his weld rod out to the field, give it away, leave

9 it lying around or weld in unspecified locations with

10 that rod, aside f rom the f act that the procedure says

11 that would be wrong?

12 A The welder is assigned specific welds to make in the

- () 13 field with the WIR. He is issued electrodes to perform'

14 that work.

15 When that work is completed, the used electrodes

16 are disposed of in the field, and the unused electrodes
|

17 are returned.

18 Q That's the procedure?

19 A A welder is not just going to take a rod out to the

20 field and give it away.

21 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Guild, I think you're
|

22 going beyond the relevance, beyond the scope of what

23 we're here for. Remember, we're not -- we don't have

|
24 any hardware problems here or the effect of the

(]) 25 corrective action, which is what you' re on right now.'

|
' nnnn*=n n onn r ei nn n.rvic.. r.ea _
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O
1 MR. GUILD: Well, to tie it in, Mr. Chairman,

2 I think the point -- perhaps I'm going beyond the detail

3 required, but the point is that Mr. Puckett indeed did

4 have concerns about the traceability of weld rod.

5 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Right.

6 But the question of whether they have yet an

7 eff ective method of controlling that I think goes

8 beyond --

9 MR. GUILD: Correct.

10 JUDGE GROSSMAN: -- that question.

11 MR. GUILD: Yes, perhaps.

12 BY MR. GUILD:

O 13 Q My only point, I guess, to conclude this line, is indeed

14 even as recently as April of 1985, despite the revisions

15 to include the current practice of weighing in and

| 16 weighing out rod, you still, in the instance of Mr.

17 Bowman, identified uncontrolled filler material in the

18 field, did you not?
l

| 19 A We had one occasion, yes.

20 Q And Mr. Bowman believed that it was a more generic

21 problem, didn' t he?

22 A I guess he did, yes.

23 0 I take it you disagree with that?

24 A I do, yes.

() 25 MR. GUILD: That's all I have, Mr. Chairman.

| Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
! Geneva, Illinois 60134
| (312) 232-0262
! 6A



3636

O
1 BOARD EXAMINATION

2 BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

3 Q Mr. Simile, yesterday I believe you indicated that

4 subsequent to Mr. Puckett's termination, A36 material

5 was entered on the PQR; is that correct, sir?

6 A I believe that was the disposition to the NCR: that the

7 A36 was to be added, yes.

8 Q Now, the material that was included in the PQR -- wasn't

9 that all supposed to be pretested?

10 A It's prequalified.

11 Q Or prequalified.

12 A Yes.

O 13 0 And how does one prequalify material?

14 A The material is listed in the code under Section 8.2 and

15 10.2.

16 Q And no actual test has to be made with regard to joining

17 that metal to another?

18 A No. AWS has already done that.

19 Q Now, turning to --

20 JUDGE COLE: Are you leaving that point?

21 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Yes, I'm leaving that point,

22 Judge Cole.

23 BOARD EXAMINATION

24 BY JUDGE COLE:

(]) 25 Q At Transcript Page 3464 yesterday, Mr. Simile, you were

gnnntag nonnrei ng nervi ca _ r+ a .
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()
1 asked some questions about -- pertaining to the addition

2 of A36 as a material specification in Attachment 0, and

3 these are generally related to the disposition of NCR

4 3099.

5 Do you recall your testimony on that point

6 yesterday, sir?-

7 JUDGE COLE: You can give him the transcript.

8 MR. MILL ER : Okay.

9 JUDGE COLE: I'm not trying to trick him.

10 MR. MILL ER : I didn't mean to suggest you

11 were.

12 A Yes.

O 13 BY JUDGE COLE:

14 Q I want to ask a couple fundamental questions first..

15 There is a procedure qualification record, and is

16 that, sir, the same as Attachment O? Is that a

17 procedure qualification record?

18 A Attachment 0 is not, but Attachment 01, 2, 3 and 4 are.

19 Q All right, sir.

20 Now, there's another item called a welding

21 procedure, which the field welder must have a knowledge

22 of.

23 Is the weld procedure that the field welder must

24 have a knowledge of -- is that identified in Applicant's'

t

() 25 Exhibit 10?

Sonntaa Reportino Service, Ltd.
Geneva, Illinois 60134
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O
.

1 A The weld procedure would be 4.3.3 --

2 Q All right, sir.

3 A -- which would include the whole body of this.

4 (Indicating.)

5 0 So in the weld procedure the procedure qualification

6 records are contained; is that correct, sir?

7 A They were, yes.

8 Q Now, you say "they were."

9 They are not -- they are no longer contained in the

10 weld procedure?

11 A No, sir. We took them -- we deleted them out.

12 Q All right, sir.

O 13 So what the field welder would have would be 4.3.3

14 less the procedure qualification records --

15 A Now.

16 0 -- and possibly some other things?

17 A Now, yes.

18 Back then he had the whole procedure, though.

19 Q All right, sir.

20 Now, I'm looking at Attachment 0, Attachment 0.1 --

21 not ".1"; 01, 02, 03 and 04, which pertain to the

22 procedure qualification record for material

23 specification ASTM A446-A500B.

24 A Yes.

() 25 Q Now, does material A36 appear anywhere in those four or

Sonntaq Reporting Service, Ltd.
Geneva, Illinois 60134
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O
1 five sheets: Attachment O, 01, 02, 03 or 04?

2 A No, sir.

3 0 It does?

4 A No, sir.

5, Q It does not?

6 A No, sir.
,

7 Q Does it appear in the weld procedure that the welder

8 would have out in the field?

9 A It would appear only in the base metal section listing

10 that the materials at 8.2 and 10.2 can be welded.

11 Q All right, sir.

12 So it would appear in the code?

O 13 A Yes.
II

14 Q Not in any of these documents?
,

15 A That's correct.

| 16 0 All right, sir.
I

17 And then the justification that you would use for

18 not having it contained in either the prequalified joint

19 welding procedure specification or in the welding

20 procedure 4.3.3 that the welder has in the field is that

21 -- is what, sir?

22 A The -- the body of the procedure does list the base

23 metal that can be welded using this procedure.

24 When the welder is going to perform a weld in the
|

(])
|

25 field with the use of the old procedure, there is a

iSonntaq Reporting Service, Ltd.
1
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0
1 listing in the back of the procedure for all the weld

2 details, which starts on this page.

3 (Indicating.)

4 0 What page is that, sir?

5 A It's marked "Page 1 of 10," and it's af ter all the

6 PQR's.

7 0 All right. I have it, sir.

8 That's identified as Reference Table No.17

9 A Yes.
;

10 This Reference Table No. 1 was tabulated to list

11 the weld procedure qualification records that would be

12 used to weld the joint details.
,

13 These determinations would be written on the weld-

14 , installation record f or the welder by an engineer. So

15 the welder would be using a weld installation record

16 with this procedure given to make that weld joint, which

17 would reference him back to the PQR.

18 0 All right, sir.

19 But then the PQR should contain no reference to

20 A36, and you say it should have to because it's

21 qualified for the procedure you went through yesterday?

22 A That's correct.
|
'

23 Q So that when they dispositioned NCR 3099, they indicated
.

24 that, I believe -- and correct me if I'm wrong, sir, or

() 25 if you have a different recollection -- that all they

nnnneng nonn r ei ng s.rui ce . r+ a .
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:

O
1 had to do was modify the procedure to include A36?

2 A That's correct. That's what they dispositioned.

3 Q Did they ever do that?

4 A I don' t believe they did.

5 These PQR's were deleted because the material was

6 deemed by S & L to be in a prequalified status and

! 7 weldability need not -- did not have to be through

8 procedure qualification.

9 Q So it was in accordance with the welding code and did

10 not need to be added; and it was legitimate to do it

11 that way, in your view?

12 A That was the determination by S & L: that the material

O 13 listing, A446, was now considered as a prequalified

14 material for our spec.
i

15 0 All right, sir. Thank you.

16 So it could then be welded to any of the materials

17 listed in the tables you mentioned?4

18 A That's correct.

19 JUDGE COLE: All right.

20 JUDGE GROSSMAN: I think we may have lost

21 some time spans here in answering the questions.

22 BOARD EXAMINATION

23 BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

24 Q After Mr. Puckett's termination, when there was that

(]) 25 pending question of A36 being qualified for welding, did!

Sonntac Reportino Service, Ltd.
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O
1 the company then add A36 to the PQR?

2 A I had thought they did, but the procedure doesn't show

3 it right now.

4 0 Which procedure doesn't show it?

5 A The procedure that I have in front of me.

6 MR. GUILD: Is that Exhibit 107

7 MR. MILLER: That's Rev. C; correct?

8 THE WITNESS: I believe it would be Rev. D.
~

9 MR. MILLER: We've been working f rom
!

10 Applicant's Exhibit 10, which is Rev. C.

11 Your Honor, I don't mean to interrupt the

12 examination, but I'm trying to locate a copy of Revision

13 D. I think it will be of assistance to the Board and

14 perhaps the witness as well in getting this chronology

15 straightened out.

16 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Well, Rev. C had an

17 effective date of 1/17/84.

18 BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

19 Q At that point, of course, A36 was not included in the

20 PQR or you wouldn' t have had that problem that Mr.

21 Puckett raised; isn't that correct?

22 A It wasn't included, no. -

23 It didn't have to be, though.

24 MR. GUILD: Mr. Chairman, just for clarity,

(]) 25 you' re reading the date at the bottom of the page, and

..r_r 1 2 m.t.4-.. <,s.mm-- .

|
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O
1 the cover sheet reflects a slightly later effective date

-

2 of that Rev. C. I believe it reflects a May date.

3 MR. MILLER: Yes, interim approval May 15,

4 1984.

5 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Well, nevertheless that's

6 still before the disposition of Mr. Puckett's concern

7 or, actually, even before the raising of his concern.

8 BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

9 Q Now, what I understood you to say --

10 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Was it before he raised that

11 concern, Mr. --

12 MR. GUILD: It was, Mr. Chairman. He was

O 13 hired in May, late May.

14 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay.

15 BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

16 Q Now, what I understood you to say yesterday was that in
;
'

17 dispositioning his concern, A36 material was added to

18 the PQR.

19 That is what you said yesterday, wasn't it?

20 A That was the disposition to the NCR.

21 MR. MILLER: That NCR is an attachment to Mr.

22 Simile's prefiled testimony, if that would be of

23 assistance.
,

24 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay.

(]) 25 BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

mm . .c ..e_r i-c m.. 4 .. tea.e
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,

),

1 Q Now, when Judge Cole asked you whether it was required

2 to add material such as A36 to a PQR in order to qualify

3 it for the procedure -- and I believe you answered no to

4 that -- weren' t you, in fact, referring to the time

5 af ter the PQR's were no longer included in the Procedure

6 4.3.3?

7 A No, sir. A36 did not need to be included on the PQR's.

8 Now, the NCR was written because of the concern,

9 and it did get dispositioned to add the A36 material to

10 the PQR.

11 However, through AWS, the material A500 to A446 --

12 that qualification being acceptable automatically

O 13 qualifies the use of A36 material to A446, and it does

14 not need to be included in the PQR.

15 Q Okay.

16 That's your understanding as of this moment, is it?

17 A Yes, sir.

18 Q Yesterday I believe you were of the opinion, though,

19 that in order to be qualified for the procedure -- well,

20 tell me if I'm wrong -- that A36 had to be added to the

21 PQR?

22 A No.

23 0 Oh, you weren't of that opinion yesterday?

24 A No, sir.

(]) 25 Q Okay.

nnnneng nonnrei ng garvic.. r.t a .
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(
,

1 When this matter was dispositioned -- that is, NCR

2 3099 -- was it the opinion of the company at that time

3 that in order to qualify A36 material, it had to be

4 added to the PQR?

5 A I really can't say because it was closed when I got

'

6 here.
,

7 MR. MILL ER : Excuse me. If I might just have

8 a minute, does the Board -- can we go off the record f or

9 a second?

10 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Certainly.

11 (There followed a discussion outside the

12 record.)
0 13 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Let's go back on the record.

14 MR. GUILD: Counsel have been discussing the

15 scheduling of an expert witness for Intervenors, who had

16 been previously agreed to be called the 12th. This is

17 Dr. Richard Arvey.

18 Counsel proposed that he be taken instead on

19 Tuesday, June the 17th. That's next Tuesday.

20 He's not again available until later in July, and

21 so I think counsel have agreed that that's the

22 appropriate date to take him, if the Board approves.

23 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. That's fine. So
, _

24 we'll hear him next on Tuesday, the 17th.

! ({} 25 MR. MILLER : May I, at the risk of --

| Sonntaq Reporting Service, Ltd.
t Geneva, Illinois 60134
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1

O
1 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Well, let me just ask one or

2 two questions, and then you can clarify it for us, Mr.

3 Miller.

4 BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

5 Q I just want to make sure that we have you straight on

6 testimony you gave yesterday, in which we asked you how

7 you dispositioned NCR 3099, and you indicated that the

8 dispositioning called for A36 to be added to these

9 attachments, "these attachments" being the PQR -- that's

10 01, 02, 03 and 04 -- and I guess it was also added to

f 11 the summary of the PQR, which is 0, is that correct,

12 sir, or the dispositioning entailed -- called for adding

O 13 it to those attachments.

14 That's Transcript Page 3464.

15 A That's -- yes, that's what was said yesterday.

16 On Attachment O the disposition of the NCR did

17 require the parameter specified on weld procedure WPS H

18 to be changed.

19 Q I'm not sure I understand that.

20 Your dispositioning of the NCR 3099 committed you

21 to adding A36 to the PQR; is that what you were saying?

22 A That's correct.

23 0 And did you actually add A36 to the PQR?

24 A One of the PQR's involved was the PQR on the Attachment

() 25 B's.
*
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O
1 Q One PQ R was -- I ' m so r ry . I didn't hear that whole

2 answer.

3 A There were two PQR's. There was a PQR for Attachment O

4 and a PQR for Attachment H.

5 Q So you added this to the PQR for Attachment H7

i 6 A In Revision D, I believe that's where it was added, yes.

7 Q But it was not added to the PQR for Attachment O?

8 A That's correct,
i

! 9 Q Now, what did Attachment H refer to vis-a-vis Attachment

10 O?

11 I mean, what were the two -- what were the
,

,

12 differences between the Attachment H and Attachment O?

13 A Attachment H was for fillet welds with a

14 three-eighths-inch minimum size.

15 Q And Attachment O?
1

16 A Attachment O was for fillet welds for one-eighth inch, I

| 17 believe.
|

| 18 Q One-eighth and under?
!

| 19 A Yes.

20 Q Well, A36 material was less than an eighth of an inch

21 thick, was it not?

22 A Should we back up?

23 Q Yes, sure. Explain it. Fine. If my question requires

24 a negative answer or something other than a yes, please

(]) 25 give us a complete answer.

| snnnen g nonn r ei ng servi c. . r.e a .
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O
1 Excuse me.

2 The A36 is the base metal?

3 A Yes.

4 0 Okay.

5 It was the A446 that was the -- which was less than

6 the eighth inch --

7 A Yes.

8 Q -- is that correct?

9 A That's correct.
'

10 I think the whole point that's being missed -- when

11 NCR 3099 was written, the question came up about the

12 procedure being qualified to weld A36 to A446, the

O 13 question being: Was the procedure qualified to do that?

14 And at that time the procedure was indeed qualified

15 to weld A36 to A446.

16 Q Excuse me.

17 That's your opinion now; you weren't there at the

18 time?

19 A That's correct.

20 0 Okay.

21 A So the disposition -- the NCR was dispositioned, and the

22 disposition was welding of A36 to A446 may proceed per

23 parameters specified on WPS H pending revision of

24 procedure.

(]) 25 And in the concurrence, it is,-- field is to

Sonntaq Reporting Service, Ltd.
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O
1 continue to weld to Attachment H for the weld sizes

2 indicated in Attachment H. Attachment 0 is not to be

3 welded until approved by CECO in Revision D.

4 0 Okay.

5 But my understanding is at the time this concern

6 was raised, A36 was not listed in the PQR to Attachment

7 H?

8 A A36 was not listed on the PQR's, that's right.

9 0 Okay.

10 And in dispositioning NCR 3099, A36 was added to

11 the PQR for Attachment H7

12 A That's correct.

O 13 Q And it's your position now, for whatever it's worth,

14 that it was unnecessary to do that -- ,,

15 A That's correct.

16 0 -- is that correct?

17 A Yes.

18 0 Okay.

19 I say that because you weren' t there at the time --

20 A Yes.

21 Q -- and I'm not sure that we're accepting you as the most

22 qualified person to say that now. We've had other

23 testimony on that, so -- right, okay.
.

24 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Let's go on to -- I'm sorry.

I (]) 25 You had some further --

snnneng napnrH ng service. r+ a .
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O
1 MR. MILLER: Well, I think that it's now been

2 clarified. 1

1

3 But really, for the sake of completeness of the
1

4 record, I'd like the Reporter to mark as Applicant's

5 Exhibit 23 for identification a document which bears on

6 its first page " Procedure Tracking Sheet, Procedure No.
,

7 4.3.3, Revision D" that's previously been marked as

8 Puckett Deposition Exhibit 8 for identification. I only

9 have the one copy, but I'd like to refer to some

10 specific pages with the witness.

11 (The document was thereupon marked

12 Applicant's Exhibit No. 23 for

O 13 identification as of June 10, 1986.)

14 REDIRECT EXAMINATION

15 (Continued)

16 BY MR. MILL ER :

17 0 Mr. Simile, do you have a copy of Revision D in front of
|

18 you?

19 A Yes, I do.

20 MR. MILLER : Perhaps I can turn this over to

21 the Board temporarily.

22 (Indicating.)

| 23 JUDGE GROSSMAN: This is Revision D to
!

~

| 24 Procedure 4.3.3?

(]) 25 MR. MILLER: Yes, sir. -
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O
1 MR. GUILD: Can I ask for the record when

2 it's effective?

3 MR. MILLER : Can you answer that question,

4 Mr. Simile?

5 THE WITNESS: Interim approval was September

6 7, 1984.

7 MR. GUILD: Thank you.

8 BY MR. MILLER :

9 Q Now, could you turn to Attachment H, to Revision D of

10 4.3.3?

11 Are you there, Mr. Simile?

12 A Yes.

O 13 Q Again, just for the record, does A36 appear on

14 Attachment H?

15 A Yes, it does.
,

16 Q All right.
~

17 Can you tell, from looking, when the words and

18 figures for A36 were added?

19 A There's a revision bracket on that line, indicatilig it

20 was added August 29, 1984.

21 Q What relationship, if any, is there between that change

| 22 that you've just identified and the disposition of NCR

23 3099?
l
' 24 A It follows what the disposition said.

!(]) 25 MR. MILL ER : Your Honor, at this time I'd

m__...g ..e-,4 g m.,.4 .. r. a .
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0
1 move the admission into evidence of Applicant's Exhibit

2 23 for identification, and we will supply the requisite

3 number of copies for the Board.

4 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. We'll have it noted

5 on the record that -- is there any objection?

6 MR. GUILD: No obj ection, Mr. Chai rman.

7 MS. CH AN : No objection.

8 JUDGE GROSSMAN : -- that the document is

9 admitted -- that is, Applicant's Exhibit 23 -- and is

10 being withdrawn for copying by Mr. Miller.

11 (Applicant's Exhibit No. 23 for

12 identification was thereupon received in

O 13 evidence as Applicant's Exhibit No. 23 in

14 evidence.),

15 MR. MILL ER : Yes, sir.

16 I'd be happy to leave it with the Board if there

17 are any additional questions of Mr. Simile with respect
,

| 18 to that.

19 ' JUDGE GROSSMAN : Mr. Guild, would you like to

20 take custody of this for a while --

21 MR. GUILD: Sure.

22 JUDGE GROSSMAN: -- to peruse the document?

23 Okay, fine. With that out of the way for the
_

24 moment, at least, I'd like to turn to Code 1.3, of which

() 25 we have two veruions. One is Applicant's Exhibit 14,
,

\

| Sonntaq Reportina Service, Ltd.'
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O
1 which was effective in 1978, and then Applicant's

2 Exhibit 15, which was effective in 1981.

3 BOARD EXAMINATION

4 BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

5 0 I'd like the witness to look at either one of them.

6 For one thing, I've heard that this was to relate

7 to material that was an eighth of an inch or less.

8 I'd like you to look at Provision 1.1.1, and my

9 understanding of this is that it's applicable to

10 material that's one-sixth of an inch or less.
,

11 Is that correct, sir?
!

12 A Yes.,

O 13 Q Okay. That's just a minor item.

14 But now the big question is: With regard to the

15 applicability of Code 1.3 to the sheet material that was

16 welded by Comstock under Procedure 1.1 -- and I'd like

17 you to take a look at the foreword to this procedure.
,

:
18 MR. MILL ER : Which version are you looking,

!

19 at?
|

20 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Either one. I believe they

| 21 both say the same thing here.
1 .

| 22 BY JUDGE GROSSMAN:

23 0 I'd like to read that sentence:

1 24 "The f act that the welder may have been
L
'

(]) 25 successfully qualified on plate or pipe under the

mm... 2 ..g_, 1 2 m.. 4 .. tea.
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O
1 provisions of AWS D1.1 for structural welding or on

2 plate or pipe under the provisions of other codes

3 governing the welding of specific products does not

4 qualify the welder f or welding on sheet steel. "

5 Do you see that provision?

6 A Yes, sir.

7 0 Well, doesn't that appear to say that welders qualified

8 previously on under 1.1, Dl.1, are no longer qualified

9 to weld thin material?

10 A I believe the application of D1.1-1975 with the

11 unlimited thickness range given for the test coupons of

12 the welders does indeed qualify them for the thinner

O 13 members.

14 Q Well, don't you understand, though, that as of 197 8,

15 that the American Welding Society was changing its

16 position to say that notwithstanding the qualification

17 under the prior code -- that is, AWS Dl.1 or, actually,

18 continuing code -- that those welders are no longer
|

| 19 qualified to weld under -- to weld thin material?

20 A The procedure that we had in effect at the time, the

21 welding procedures and the welders showed the

22 qualification in accordance with D1.1 to be acceptable

23 in the application of the welders in the field making

| 24 these welds to be acceptable.

({} 25 0 Okay. Let me also note for you the general provision

Sonntaq Reporting Service, Ltd.
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O
1 1.1.1, which says that, "This specification is

2 applicable to the arc welding of sheet steels or strip

3 steels or both, including cold-formed members, 0.180

4 inch" -- that's 4.4 millimeters - "or less in

5 thickness."

6 Now, do you see that?

7 A Yes, sir.

8 Q Doesn't that suggest that this code was now to be the

9 governing code with sheet metals of 0.180 inches or

10 less?

'

11 A Yes.

12 Q Okay.

O 13 Was it because of this provision, the 1.1.1 and the

14 foreword -- which suggests that this code, D1.3, was to

15 supersede code Dl.1 -- that the company resorted to

16 either requesting a further opinion or accepting a

17 further opinion in the journal that we're looking for

18 that we haven't received yet?

19 A Possibly.

20 Q You were around at the time, weren't you, i.n which there

21 was this question pending that had been raised by Mr.

22 Puckett?

23 A I was not around when he raised the question, no.

; 24 0 Okay.

() 25 Now, I believe a prior witness indicated that he

,

ennntag' nonnreing coruic._ r.e a .
Geneva, Illinois 60134

(312) 232-0262
-_ . - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __- . _ __. . __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __



.. __ _

3656
i

O
1 had -- or began to answer a question indicating that he

2 had discussed this question informally with someone in

3 the American Welding Society.

4 Were you aware of any informal communications

5 between Comstock and the American Welding Society in

6 resc1ving the question of whether D1.3 would apply to

7 Comstock's procedures?

8 A I really can't recall.

9 Q Do you know whether the company -- that is, Comstock --

10 formally requested an opinion of the American Welding

11 Society with regard to the applicability of Code D1.37

12 A I've never seen any formal -- formal question to the

13 AWS, no.

14 Q With regard to that so f ar nondiscovered journal, is it

15 your opinion that the opinion off ered there was in

16 response to the specific problem raised by Comstock with

17 regard to the applicability of D1.37

18 A My opinion is the same as what S & L had determined in

19 their specification: that Dl.1 was the applicable code,

20 and AWS D1.3 as an option could be used by Comstock.

21 Q Well, my question was whether -- and I'm sorry. Let me

22 also add S & L to Comstock, and perhaps S & L would have

23 been the appropriate company to have requested an

24 opinion.

(]) 25 Are you aware of S & L requesting an opinion of the
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()
1 American Welding Society either f ormally or inf ormally?

|2 A No, I am not.

3 BOARD EXAMINATION

4 BY JUDGE CALLIHAN:

5 Q Mr. Simile, in general, with American National

6 Standards, is the foreword a part of the standard?-

7 A I would think so.'

8 JUDGE CALLIHAN: Mr. Miller, may I direct a

9 question to Mr. Gieseker, who is present in the room and

10 has been sworn and has appeared as a witness?

11 MR. MILLER: Certainly.

12 JAMES GIESEKER

O 13 recalled as a witness by the Applicant herein, having been

14 previously duly sworn, was examined and testified further as

15 follows:

16 BOARD EXAMINATION

17 BY JUDGE CALLIH AN:

18 Q Mr. Gieseker, in your opinion, in \merican National

19 Standards, is the foreword q' at standard a part of

20 that standard?

21 A It's in the standard for reference, but the applicable

22 requirements of the standard are indeed embodied in the

23 standard itself, in my opinion.

24 Q And not in the foreword?

(]) 25 A Yes, sir.
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O
1 Q In the case at hand, is there a disclaimer to that

2 effect in whatever it was we've been discussing, the

3 1.3, AWS D1.3-197 8?

4 A (No response.)

5 0 It's not worth the effort.

6 A We can't seem to put our hands on that -- on the '78

7 version,

8 JUDG E CALLIH AN : Well, let's not pursue it

9 any further at the moment.

10 Just in passing, what I marked this morning as

11 Applicant's Exhibit 15 starts with Page 1, structural

12 welding code sheet steel.

O 13 Am I correct in that designation?

14 MR. MILLER: I thought that Applicant's

15 Exhibit 15 was AWS D.l.

16 JUDGE GROSSMAN: No, it isn't.

17 What it appears to me right now is that it is the

18 1981 revision of the 1978 code, but it happens to be

19 missing the foreword, which probably would appear in a

20 complete version.

21 MS. CH AN : It's some pages into the document,

22 your Honor.

23 JUDGE GROSSMAN : Pardon? It is some pages

24 into the document?

() 25 MS. CH AN : Yes.

|
,
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1 MR. GUILD: Page Roman Numeral VII, I think,

2 Judge.

3 JUDGE COLE: I don't think that's contained

4 in the version that we received.

5 MR. MILLER: The one that Judge Callihan just

6 passed back to me --

7 JUDGE CALLIHAN: Not I. I've got mine in my

8 hand. That's the Chairman's.

9 I'm referring to Applicant's Exhibit 15.
.

10 JUDGE GROSSMAN: No. This is Applicant's

11 Exhibit 14, and we' re looking at 15 and --

12 (Indica ting. )

13 JUDGE CALLIH AN: Well, this is not worth all

14 this time. Let me get to it.

15 As I have it in my hand, Applicant's Exhibit 15 is

16 absent a cover page, a foreword and everything in

17 advance of Page 1 of the standard.

18 Now, my question is: Is that what you gave us

19 today?

20 MR. MILLER: I'm afraid that is what I gave

! 21 you.

22 JUDGE CALLIHAN: That's fine. That's all we

| 23 need, and we all should be happy with it.
-

24 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Wait a second. Let's put on

(} 25 the record, though, that the exhibit that was entered
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O
1 contained a foreword, which I believe contains that

2 identical sentence. 1

'

3 Is that correct, Mr. Miller?
,

!
4 MR. MILL ER : I believe so.

5 Really, just to avoid further confusion, I do have

6 what purports -- appears to be a complete version of the

7 1981 version of Dl.3; and at the appropriate time, we'll.

8 make a substitution so that the complete document is in

9 the record.

10 JUDGE CALLIHAN: Thank you.

11 JUDGE GROSSMAN: We have something in the

12 record that may be misleading, and there was a question

13 posed to Mr. Gieseker by Judge Callihan with regard to

14 whether there is a disclaimer in either A-14 or A-15

15 with regard to the f oreword.

16 I will state for the record right now that I see

17 none and I don't believe Judge Callihan saw one, either,

18 and it was merely a question inviting the reply by Mr.

19 Gieseker that there wasn't any disclaimer.

20 Is it correct, Mr. Gieseker, that you don't know of

21 any disclaimer in there?

22 "MR. GIESEKER: Yes, your Honor.

23

24 BY JUDGE CALLIHAN:

[]} 25 Q But I return to my point.
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1 In general, is it American National Standards

2 Institute practice, to Mr. Gieseker's knowledge, that

3 the foreword is not a part of the standard?

4 A It's my -- in my opinion, it is not.

5 JUDGE CALLIB AN : Thank you.

6 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. I have no further

7 questions, and I guess it's Mr. -- Mr. Miller 's -- oh,

8 I'm sorry. It's Staff's turn to recross.

9 ANTHONY SIMILE

10 recalled as a witness by the Applicant herein, having been

11 previously duly sworn, was examined and testified further as

12 follows:

'

13 RECROSS EXAMINATION

14 BY MS. CHAN:

15 Q Mr. Simile, I'd like to refer back to the transcript of

16 yesterday, if your counsel can provide it, on Page 3442,

17 Line 20.

18 In response to a question as to your

! 19 responsibilities at the Beaver Valley station, you said

! 20 that you were responsible for weld inspectors.

21 Did you mean " weld inspections"?

22 Because inspectors would be inconsistent with your

I 23 -- would you like me to ask you the question again?

24 JUDGE CALLIHAN: What's the transcript page

() 25 number, please?

|
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O
1 MS. CHAN: Transcript Page 3442.

I
2 If you could read your responses at the bottom of

3 the page and continuing over to 3443 through Line 2.

4 A That's correct.

5 JUDGE GROSSMAN: I'm sorry. Let's clarify

6 that for the record.

7 What's correct?

8 THE WITNESS: I was responsible for weld

9 inspections.

'
10 MS. CH AN : There seems to be a typo --

11 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay.

12 MS, CHAN: -- on Line 20. It should be " weld

13 inspections" instead of " inspectors. "

14 JUDGE GROSSMAN: The question was: What was

15 - correct?

16 The answer is that what was in there was incorrect,

17 and the correct answer is " inspections" rather than

i 18 " inspectors"?

19 MS. CHAN: Yes.

20 BY MS. CH AN :

21 Q Earlier in your testimony, Mr. Guild had asked you about

22 a procedure -- whether or not you knew about a procedure

; 23 that required that errors in the welder qualifications
|

24 be lined through and initialed.

[]) 25 Do you know what procedure that is?

i

Sonntaq Reporting Service, Ltd.
Geneva, Illinois 60134

(312) 232-0262
-. . - . .. . - _ _ _ . . _ - . . -.. _. ._ .



I

3663

() |

1 A No, I don't.

2 You mean now?

3 Q Yes.

4 A Ch, 4.13.1.

5 Q Excuse me?

6 A 4.13.1.

7 0 All right. Thank you.

8 A But we were talking previous -- he was asking me about a

9 standard or an NRC standard regarding corrections, I

10 believe.
.

11 Q I believe he was asking you about a practice as to

12 whether an error would be lined through and initialed.

13 A Yes.

14 In answering that question, I explained to him that

15 through our procedures, that was not addressed, of which

16 he asked me if there was an NRC standard or some other

17 standard for industry practice.

18 Q So do I understand your answer to be that there is no'

19 procedure that you know of that calls for that?

20 A I answered that I didn't know of one.

21 Q Thank you.

22 I'd like to call your attention to an exhibit to

23 Mr. DeWald's testimony, DeWald No. 4.
.

24 MR. MILLER: Mr. Stout's warning.

(} 25 MS. CHAN: It's part of the Herschel Stout

nnnneng nopnreing noruico_ r+a.
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O
1 reprimand. It's a daily inspection status report dated

1

2 2/ 13/ 85 .
'

3 THE WITNESS: Okay.

4 BY MS, CH AN :

5 Q At the top of the page, it says "O in 10 hours"?

6 A .Yes.

7 Q I'd like to walk through one of these documents with you

8 and begin Herschel Stout's day.

9 I assume the 10 hours is the 10 hours he worked

10 that day?

11 A That's correct.

12 Q Can we start with,the first item, where it says " Item

13 W"?

14 A "W" would be for welding.

15 Q And the identification?

16 A That would be the drawing number.

17 0 Can you tell the lo9ation in the plant?

18 A No, I cannot.

19 Q What do you have to do to find out where that is?

20 A It would be on the drawing.
,

21 Q And where would Mr. Stout get that drawing?

22 A We have drawing racks with the drawings.

23 Q Let's begin with the beginning of his day when he comes

24 in, reports on his shift.

'

({} 25 Where does he go to get his assignment?
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O
1 A To his Lead Inspector.

2 0 And does the Lead Inspector give him a sheet of paper

3 that has a list of all the inspections he is to do for

4 that day?

5 A He would give him the installation reports that were

6 turned in by the craf t.

7 Q Do the inspections that Mr. Stout does each day -- are

8 those a reflection of the reports that he's been given?

9 Let's say -- here you have four entries. ,

10 would his lead have given him lists -- or the

11 reports f rom the craf t, given him four reports that he's

12 supposed to verify or inspect?

13 A I would think so.

14 Q So far he's --

15 JUDGE GROSSMAN: I'm sorry. Was there only

16 one question or were there a few suggested answers?

17 Could you rephrase the question again or reask the

18 question for which we're going to get an answer?

19 MS, CH AN : I think I'll go back to the

20 question where I asked him about the " identification"

21 column.

22 Is that where you wanted me to go back to?

23 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Miss Reporter, could you

24 repeat the last question and answer?

(]) 25 (The record was thereupon read by the

'
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O
1 Reporter.)

2 MS. CH AN : - I think his answer responded to

3 all of the questions.

4 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. That's fine.

5 BY MS. CH AN :

6 Q Going back to the " identification" column, you mentioned

7 that this will lead the person -- the inspector to the

8 design drawings.

9 A Yes.

10 Q And what does he have to do, when he looks at the

11 drawings, to determine where this particular item is

12 located?
(~

13 A The location is given on that drawing.

14 Q And then what does he do next when he determines the

15 location?

16 Does he take the drawing with him?

17 A He doesn't have to take the drawing with him, as there.'s

18 drawings in the field. However, he does take the

19 detailed drawings of the details of the installation

20 that he's going to be inspecting.

21 0 What does he do next?
,

22 A When he's done with his inspection?

23 Q No; when he gets the drawing.

24 A Then he goes to the field.

25 Q From where he collects this drawing and finds out the(]}
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(
1 location, where is the point in the field?

2 A How far away?

3 Q Yes.

4 A Five minutes, two minutes, three minutes.

5 0 So how long does it take him to find the drawing and get

6 to where he has to go in the field?

7 A I would -- I would estimate an average of 20 minutes.

8 Q When does he fill in the " quantity" column?

9 A At the end of the day.

10 Q on this particular inspection report that we' re looking

11 at, under the " inspection" column, where it says

12 " accept," "rej ect" --

13 A Yes.

14 0 -- it says " painted and dirty welds"?

15 A I think it says " rusty. "

16 0 Oh, " rusty." Excuse me.

17 Once Mr. Stout got to the location, which is about

18 20 minutes f rom the time he determined where the

19 particular weld he was inspecting was located, how long'

20 does it take him to determine that it's painted and

21 rusty?'

.

22 A Probably about five minutes.

23 Q And what does he do after he determines that it's
'

24 painted and rusty?

(]) 25 A He takes that information back to his Lead Inspector,

i
!
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O
1 who puts it on a list for paint removal to the craf t

2 that has the paint removed.

3 Q How long does that take?

4 A That varies quite a bit. It can take anywhere from one

! 5 day to five days.

6 0 I meant, to inform the Lead Inspector to have it put on

7 a list.,

i 8 A Oh, he would only do that once he was complete with the

9 amount of inspections he had in the field.

10 Q So he'd only have to do that once a day?

11 A Yes.

12 Q And how long might that take to get all that material

O 13 put on the list?

14 A Probably around 10 minutes.

15 Q All right.
.

16 After Mr. Stout found the first one painted and

17 rusty, what would he do next?

18 A He would proceed to the next installation.

19 Q Would he already have the design drawing?

20 A Yes.
i

21 0 So that would save him the time of looking it up at the

22 rack that he had for the first inspection; is that

23 right?

24 A That's correct.

(]) 25 Q He would just go from the first location to the second

,
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1 location?

2 A That's correct.

3 Q And about how long might that take?

4 A It would depend on where it was in the plant.

5 With these two, the first two installations being

6 referenced on similar drawings, one area being in Unit 1

7 and one area being in the common area, it would probably

8 take him 15 minutes, max -- 15, 20 minutes.

9 0 To get to the next point?

10 A Yes.

11 Q And then about how long to determine that it was painted
i

12 and rusty?

13 A Again, probably five to ten minutes.

14 Q And f rom there he'd go to the next location?

15 A Depending on how many he had.
+

16 0 In this particular case?

17 A I really couldn't say if he had all four initially when

18 he went to the field or if he had two in the morning and

19 two in the af ternoon.

20 Q All right. Let's assume that he did them all at one

21 time. I'm just trying to determine the amount of time.

22 A Then he would go to the next installation.

23 Q And that would be perhaps another 15 minutes to get to
,

,

24 that point?

(]} 25 A Yes, 15, 20.
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|

C
1 Q And another 10 to look at it?

2 A Yes.

3 Q How about f rom his third inspection site to the fourth?

4 About how long would that be to get to the second

5 -- the last location?

6 A I again would estimate around the same time f rame.
.

7 Q And to inspect it?
I

8 A Again, the same.

9 Q Are there any other things reflected on this form that

10 show what Mr. Stout did, in addition to those fourj

11 inspections that day, on that particular day?
|
'

12 A On the double-asterisked item, he did have a note that

i 13 said, " Mix up on" -- something - "and junction box and

14 had foreman clean welds. Started inspection" --

! 15 something, something. So --

16 0 Would you -- can you tell, from looking at this, about

17 how long he might spend on that particular task?

! 18 A I really couldn' t tell f rom this.

19 Q Would he have to wait for the foreman to clean the weld?

20 A Yes.
'

21 He would not -- he wouldn't have to wait through
_

| 22 the normal day. If some of the welds were cleaned and
,

! 23 he wanted to start his inspection, then he could, yes.
'

24 Q See, this particular one says that there was a mix-up

[]} 25 and then he had the foreman clean the weld.

!
l

:
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1 A Yes.

2 0 Would that mean that he waited for the foreman to clean

3 the weld before he looked at it or just gave

4 instructions?

5 A It would be hard to say.

6 Q Excuse me?

7 A It would be very hard to say.

8 0 In looking at this form, can you see if Mr. Stout

9 performed anything else that day on the 13th of

10 February, 1985?

11 A No, I cannot see anything else.

12 Q How long is the lunch hour?

'
13 A Half an hour.

14 Q And breaks?

15 A They get one ten-minute break in the morning.

16 0 None in the afternoon?

17 A They don't now, but at the time there was no set break

18 or anything.

19 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Miss Chan, permit me to say
,

| 20 that if you were using this as a sample, it is not the

| 21 best sample that you could have picked, considering that
,

22 there was a mix-up f or an indeterminate time.

23 MS. CH AN : I'll go through another one, also,

24 but I just wanted to note here that by my count --
,

({} 25 correct me if I'm wrong -- but counting all the time to
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1 go between inspections and the time it took him to look

2 up the design document and the time to report all the

3 items that needed to be cleaned to the Lead Inspector

4 and lunches and breaks and all the work that's reflected

5 in this particular document, it took approximately two

6 hours and 35 minutes.

7 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Wait. That's not really a

8 fair statement.

9 Two hours and 35 minutes plus an indeterminate time

10 because of the mix-up.

11 MS. CH AN : Right. This is just based on the

12 items that I --

13 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay.

14 MS. CH AN : -- that I went through, and all I

15 can tell from this is that it took two hours and 35

16 minutes for the items that we can identify, and then

17 there is an indefinite amount of time for the mix-up.

18 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Let's pick an example

19 without a mix-up in it.

20 BY MS. CH AN :

21 0 Does that sound about right?

22 A I would say so.

23 MR. GUILD: Does what sound about right?

24 MS. CH AN : Two hours and 35 minutes is the

(]} 25 sum of the work and the breaks that he identified.
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1 JUDGE GROSSMAN: I'm sorry.

2 Is there a question pending to the witness?

3 MS. CHAN: No. I was just confirming --

4 MR. MILLER: The question was objected to.

5 MR. GUILD: It was an objection, vagueness,

6 \ and I think counsel was trying to rephrase the question,

7 Mr. Chai rman.

8 BY MS. CH AN :

9 0 I'd like to go to another inspection status report of

10 Mr. Stout, and it says "2/15/85" in the upper right-hand

11 corner. At the top of the page it says "2" with a

12 circle "in 10 hours."

13 A Yes.

14 0 I'd like to begin with the first item, if you can tell

15 me approximately how long it would take for Mr. Stout to

16 identify the correct drawing and get to the first

17 location.

18 A It would take approximately 20 minutes.

19 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Excuse me, Miss Chan.

20 Do we have another indeterminate item in here as

21 far as time goes, such as a foreman cleaning the joint?

22 MS. CHAN: No, I don' t believe --

23 MR. MILLER : But there is a Quality First

24 meeting identified on that sheet.

(} 25 JUDGE GROSSMAN: I'm sorry?
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1 MR. MILLER: There is a Quality First meeting

2 identified on that sheet. |

3 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. |

4 Yes, Quality First meeting, and then on the next

5 line --

6 MS. CHAN: Maybe I should ask the witness if

7 he --
,

8 JUDGE GROSSMAN: -- there is also another

9 problem.
s

10 Let's try to pick one that has no indeterminate

11 time in it.

12 BY MS. CHAN:
'

13 Q Mr. Simile, if you could go through these inspections

14 and pick one that you think does not have an

15 indeterminate period of time in it, things like one that

16 does not have meetings or waiting for inspectors or

17 waiting f or a cleaning --

j 18 MS. CH AN : Do you need a recess?

19 THE WITN ESS : That would be nice.

20 MS. CH AN : How long would you like?

21 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Let me suggest that it would

22 be more effective if you picked the example than having

23 the witness pick one, which -- someone may presume he'll

24 pick one that he believes is f avorable to his position.

{} So if you would just select one during the break --25

Sonntaq Reporting Service, Ltd.
Geneva, Illinois 60134

(312) 232-0262
-. . ___- _ . .- . -_ _ _ _ _ - . - _ _ - - . - _ _ _ _ - _ _ __ ___ . _ - _ _ _



I

3675

1

%

1 MS. CHAN: All right.

2 JUDGE GROSSMAN: -- that would be much

3 better.

4 Okay, fine. We'll take a ten-minute break.

5 (WHEREUPON, a recess was had, after which

6 the proceedings were resumed as follows:)

7 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. Back on the record.

8 Miss Chan.

9 BY MS. CHAN:

10 Q Mr. Simile, I'd like to direct your attention to DeWald

11 Exhibit 4. It's Attachment 2C. The top of the page

12 says, "Comstock Engineering, Inc., Employee Warning

13 Record." It's the reprimand of Herschel Stout issued on

14 March 19, 1985.

I 15 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Reporter, can you hear?

16 THE COURT REPORTER: Yes, sir.

17 BY MS. CHAN:;

18 0 Under Supervisor's Signature, is that -- are those your

19 initials?
,

I

' 20 A That's my signature at the top.

| 21 Q Did you concur in the remarks made in the remarks

22 section on that page?
|

23 A Yes, I did.

24 Q The remarks say, "This warning is issued for excessive

{} absenteeism and poor performance."25

!
i
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1 Can you please tell me the basis for the conclusion

2 of poor performance?

3 A The poor performance portion was a result of the

4 attachment to the warning on the memorandum from Rick

5 Saklak dated March 19, 1985.

6 Q Which attachment is that, please?

7 A It's the third page.

8 Q Would you elaborate on what Mr. Saklak -- the

9 information he has transmitted to you, the significance

10 in that -- in your conclusion?

11 MR. MILLER: I'm going to object. The

12 documef.L really does speak for itself.

() 13 Asking the witness to elaborate on it is such an

14 open-ended question that it really calls for a narrative

15 answer.

16 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Well, which document are we

17 talking about right now; Mr. Saklak's --

18 MS. CHAN: Mr. Sacklak's memorandum to Mr.

19 Simile and Mr. DeWald that the witness referred to as

20 the basis for the poor performance conclusion.

21 MR. GUILD: I join the objection, Mr.

22 Chairman.

23 JUDGE GROSSMAN: If the question is just

24 elaborate on it, I think you ought to make your question

[}
more specific.25
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1 BY MS. CHAN:

2 Q Was -- was Mr. Sacklak's memo the sole basis for the

; conclusion that Herschel Stout had poor performance in3

| 4 his work? j

5 A The memo and the attachments.;

6 Q The attachments being the daily Inspection Status;

i- 7 Reports?
1

8 A Yes.

9 Q I'd like to go through one of these status reports,
; ,

t 10 January 30, 1985,

i 11 In looking at this inspection report, can you tell

! 12 me, just looking at it, if that is, in your opinion, the

13 reflection of poor performance?

14 A It would be very difficult for me to say that.
i

i 15 I would need to see the drawings and everything
;

16 else that was involved with these inspections.
4

|

| 17 Q When you reached your conclusion about poor performance
'

18 based on the memo from Mr. Saklak and the attached
'

19 inspection reports, did you have the drawings at the

20 time?

21 A When the conclusion was reached, my main concern at this
1
'

22 point was his excessive absenteeism, and the poor
4

| 23 performance was mainly based on Mr. Saklak's report to
.

! 24 Irv, who was the manager.

j
[}

25 Q I'd like to move on to another item.

1
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O
1 In Exhibit 13, there's a whole package of, I

2 believe, 18 Non --

3 JUDGE GROSSMAN: This is Applicant's Exhibit

4 13?

5 MS. CHAN: Applicant's Exhibit 13.

6 It consists of a package of 18 Non-Conformance

7 Reports.

8 BY MS. CHAN:

9 Q I'd like to direct your attention to Non-Conformance

10 Report No. 4650.

11 On the fourth page of that Non-Conformance Report,

12 it's entitled, " Welder and Welding Operator

13 Qualification Test Record" --

14 A Yes.

15 Q - "for R. Fox."

16 A Yes.,

17 Q In the second, I guess, paragraph under " Filler Metal,"

18 it say, " Specification No. AWS A5.1, Classification

19 E7018, E308, E309," and it says, "F." I assume it says

20 No. 4?

i 21 A That's correct.

22 O Can you tell me what F No. 4 is?

23 A It's a group designation of electrodes.

24 0 What does it mean in relation to the other thing -- the

{} other three items that begin with E that appear to be25
,
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1 electrodes?

2 A The only electrode that falls in that group

3 classification is E7018.

4 Q So F No. 4 is an umbrella that includes E7018?
>

5 A Yes.

6 Q Why is E7018 also listed if F No. 4 includes it?

7 A We normally lead -- we normally list the electrode

8 classification by the AWS number.

9 Q I see.

30 Referring to Exhibit 13 as a whole, did you perform

11 all the research on the welder qualifications yourself?

12 A On the whole package?

} 13 Q On this group exhibit, on Exhibit 13, all those 18

14 Non-Conformance Reports.

15 A No, I did not.

16 Q Did you have the authority to delegate the work to

17 someone else?

18 A I would say yes.

19 Q Who helped you on this particular project?

20 A A portion of these NCR's were a result of the document

21 review program, which was to Procedure 4.1.1, which

22 there were, I believe, four inspectors that were trained

23 to do this review.

24 Q Did all four inspectors assist you in the review?

25 A All four inspectors did the review.{}
,
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0
1 Q They did it?

2 A Yes.

3 Q About how long did it take them to do it?

4 A I think it was approximately a month.

5 Q That's four people working for one montn?

6 A Yes.

7 Q I'd like to direct your attention now to Exhibit 22,

8 Applicant's Exhibit 22. It's -- it covers the procedure

9 tracking sheet for Procedure.4.3.10, Revision E,
; '

10 September 27, 1984.

11 When were you certified as a Level 3 Inspector at

12 Braidwood?

( 13 A It was after this date.

14 Q It was after September 27, 19847

15 A Yes.

16 0 I notice on the revision on Page -- it's labeled 1 of 5,

17 but it's the 5th page of Exhibit 22, under " Revised" --

18 A Yes.
:

19 0 -- are those your initials?

20 A Yes, they are.

21 Q And so you were responsible for this revision?

22 A I was responsible for the revisions made in the

23 procedure, yes.

24 Q Did the procedure permit you to have done this revision

I

)
had you not been certified as a Level 3?25
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O
1 A Yes.

2 0 was this revision responsibility part of your job
2

3 description?

4 A Yes, it was.

5 0 What's involved in preparing a revision like this?

6 A To see what criteria is in place at the time and with --

7 what revisions to the other procedures that would fall

8 in place with this procedure were being made and to the

9 criteria.

10 0 Once you determined that a revision needs to be made, do

11 you have to get permission from anyone to begin

12 preparing your revision or making it?

13 A No.
.

14 Q Once you drafted the material, do you have to get

15 approval before you can issue it?

16 A Yes.

17 Q And who would be involved in that approval process?

18 A The original approval process begins on Page 4, which is

19 the Quality Control Manager, the Project Manager, the

20 Project Engineer and the QA Engineer, or manager now.

21 When those four signatures are applied, the

22 procedure is then submitted to CECO for review.

23 If their review is acceptable, then it is sent to S
.

24 & L for approval..

~

25 MS. CHAN: The Staff has no further questions
/}
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1 at this time.

2 Thank you have, Mr. Simile.

3 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Miller.
t

4 MR. MILLER: Thank you.

5 REDIRECT EXAMINATION

6 (Continued)

7 BY MR. MILLER:

8 Q I'm sorry.

9 Mr. Simile, let's go back to DeWald 4, the
N. '

10 attachment to Mr. DeWald's prepared testimony, the

11 Employee Warning Record to Mr. Stout.

12 And you, first of all, gave some minutes, some time

( 13 intervals, that you estimated it would take Mr. Stout to

14 perform various activities.

15 Have you, in fact, retraced Mr. Stout's. steps on

16 any of these inspections that are listed on these daily

17 Inspection Status Reports?

18 A No, I have not.

19 Q What variants, if any, from the times that you expressed

20 to Miss Chan could there be, based on your experience in

21 conducting or observing inspections of this nature?

22 A There could be several.

23 The amount of time needed for research on the

24 actual drawing details to see if there's any ECN

25 changes.{},

Sonntaq Reporting Service, Ltd.
Geneva, Illinois 60134

(312) 232-0262

. _ _ _



_ _ _

3683

O
1 Q What's an ECN?

2 A It would be a change to the installation through

3 engineering.

4 If there were any non-conformances or ISR's against
'

5 the installation.

6 Q And all those are variables that might expand the time

7 that it takes?

8 A It could, yes.

9 Q I think you stated that it would take approximately five

10 minutes, once an inspector had a drawing, to get to the

11 location in the plant?
,

'

12 A Approximately five minutes to get to the plant.
/~T'

(_/ 13 - Q You mean to the doorway?

14 A Right.

15 0 And --

16 A Approximately 20 minutes to find his way.

17 Q All right.

18 A And that could vary.

19 That could vary if they need scaffolding or

20 something like that; but that's normal, average.

21 Q All right. I'd like to call your attention once again

22 to the daily Inspection Status Report for February 13,

23 1985, and the third line item on that inspection report,
G

24 under the " Quantity" column, is identified as 1B1675A,;

25 correct, or is that J?
)
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1 A It's lJB1675A, yes.

2 Q Thank you.

3 And that is the one that has the double asterisk in!

4 it, in which there's some sort of a mix-up and had the

5 foreman clean the welds and then started -- started the

6 inspection --
,

7 A That's correct.

8 Q -- subsequently?

9 All right. On the daily Inspection Status Report
/

10 for February 14, 1985, is the same junction box -- that

11 is, lJB1675A -- identified on that daily Inspection

12 Status Report?

13 A Yes.

14 0 And what's the notation that day with respect to that;

15 junction box?

16 A "Not in location."

17 Q Now, does the same junction box appear on the daily

18 Inspection Status Report for February 15, 1985?

19 A Yes, it does.

20 0 And what's the notation on that day?

21 A " Painted. Foreman is cleaning."

22 Q And does the same junction box appear on the daily

23 Inspection Status Report for February 19, 19857
,

24 A Yes, it does.

25 0 And what is the notation that day?}
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1 A " Foreman notified to clean."

2 Q And as far as we can tell, that's the last time that

3 that junction box appears on the daily Inspection Status

4 Reports that are attached to this Employee Warning

5 Record; correct?

6 A It looks like it, yes.

7 Q Now, Judge Grossman asked you about the counting of

8 inspections on these daily Inspection Status Reports, as

9 to whether it was consistent.
J

10 Turning, if you would, to the daily Inspection

11 Status Report that I believe is for February 26, 1985,

12 it has the notation "5 and 8 hours" up near the top.

13 Under " Drawing No.," there's -- on the first line,
~

14 there's a reference to an ISR; is that correct?
'

15 A Yes; ISR 2059.

16 Q All right. And was that counted as one item or more

17 than one item in counting up Mr. Stout's inspections for

18 the day?

19 A I would say it coun'ted as'four items.
~~

20 0 All right. Now, on the next page, the daily Inspection

21 Status Report for February 27, 1985, how many

22 inspections are counted?

23 A On --

24 MR. GUILD: I'm sorry.

25 What date now?{}
Sonntag Reporting Service, Ltd.
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1 MR. MILLER: The next day, February 27th.

2 MR. GUILD: The next day is February 26th by

3 my --

4 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Yes. This one must have

S been some time before February 26th, the one that is 5

6 and 8 hours, which is only partially legible.

7 MR. MILLER: Well, I'm looking at one that

8 says "3 and 8 hours."

9 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. That's for February
,

10 27th?

11 MR. MILLER: Yes, sir.

12 JUDGE GROSSMAN: All right.

O)'s_ 13 BY MR. MILLER:

14 Q And my question to you, Mr. Simile is:

15 Are both accepted and rejected inspections counted?

16 A Yes, they are.

17 Q All right, sir.

18 Now, turning to the NCR's that are Applicant's

19 Exhibit 13 in evidence, I'd like to direct you to the

20 same NCR that Miss Chan just examined you on. It's NCR

21 4650, and actually the very same page, the welder and

22 welding operator qualification test record for Mr. R.

23 Box.

24 What significance, if any, is it for the welder

{} qualification test if the welder uses E7018, E308 or25
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O
1 E309 weld rod?

2 A Well, the E7018 electrode is a carbon steel electrode

3 with an F number designation of 4.

4 E308 and E309 are stainless steel rods. However,

5 the F number designation is a higher designation.

6 The qualification of the welder is for

7 qualification in the process only, which would be

8 qualification for the shielded metal arc welding

9 process.
-

10 If the 308 and the 309 electrodes were used for

11 this qualification, the qualification would still be

12 valid and the welder would still be able to weld the
- (''' 13 lower F numbered electrodes.

14 Q The lower F number electrode being the E7018?

15 A That's correct.

16 Q All right. If the qualification were accomplished using

17 the E7018 weld rod, would the welder be qualified to use

18 the higher F number?

19 A No, he would not.

20 0 Can you tell by looking whether this welder

21 qualification test record qualifies the welder for using
'

22 E308 or E309 weld rod?

23 A I would say no.

24 0 On what do you base that conclusion?
~

25 A On the material listing for A36 material.
[
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O
1 In addition, the specification being listed ~as AS.1

2 with an F number of 4.

3 Q All right. You explained, I think, the AWS A5.1 and the

4 F number.

5 What is the significance of the designation of A36

6 material, to your conclusion?

7 A It's carbon steel plate.

8 Q And E308 and E309 electrodes, are they used with carbon

9 steel plate?
!

10 A No.

11 Q Mr. Guild asked you some questions about your evaluation

12 of these NCR's as a whole.

( 13 In earlier testimony on examination by me, you

14 characterized these discrepancies as minor. Mr. Guild

15 then asked you certain questions about how you reached

16 that -- that conclusion.

17 If my notes are accurate as to your testimony, you

18 said that that characterization was possible only after

19 the discrepancy had been identified and evaluated.

20 Mr. Simile, you have now spent some time with these

21 NCR's.

22 Once the discrepancy was identified, how long would

23 it take you, as an experienced weld engineer, Level 3

24 Weld Inspector, to make the evaluation that these

{} discrepancies could be characterized as -- as minor or25
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1 insignificant?

2 A I think, on the majority of the discrepancies, it

3 wouldn't take that long at all.

4 Q Okay. Are we talking minutes, hours, days, weeks?

5 A I'd say minutes.

6 Q For example, the discrepancy that the brand name of the

7 electrode wasn't set forth in the Welder Qualification

8 Record, how long would that take -- how long would it

9 take for you to evaluate the significance of that type

10 of discrepancy?

11 A Minutes.

12 Q Now, I think you stated, in response to questions by Mr.

) 13 Guild, that you believed that it was prior to Revision C

14 of Procedure 4.3.10, which was Applicant's Exhibit 20 in

15 evidence, that there were errors and omissions in

16 filling out Form 57.

17 Do you recall that?

18 A Yes.

19 Q Mr. Simile, do you recall whether anyone ever identified

20 for you the period when these errors and omissions had

21 been observed?

22 A I believe when the NCR was written on the weld material
|
l 23 withdrawals.

24 Q All right, sir.

/~T 25 And what is it that precipitated the writing of
(_),
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1 that NCR?

2 A It was an NRC report.

3 Q All right. Do you recall whether the NRC report
.

4 identified the time period within which the weld filler

5 rod withdrawal slips were not being filled out properly?

6 A Yes, it did, but --

7 Q Do you recall the period?

8 A -- I can't recall right offhand.

9 Q All right. Calling your attention to an attachment to

10 the testimony. It was a portion of simile Group Exhibit

11 1 -- or Simile Attachment Group 1 to your testimony:

12 There is an NRC report; cover letter dated August 7,

13 1984.

14 Calling your attention to Page 12 of the body of

15 that inspection report, sir --

'

16 A Yes.

17 Q -- looking at the paragraph that begins, "Over 300," do

18 you see that?

19 A Yes.

20 Q Does that refresh your recollection as to the time

21 period within which the weld filler rod material

22 withdrawal slips were not being properly filled out?

23 A Yes.

24 Q What is the time period?

('T 25 A From May of '82 through August of '82.
'

V
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1 Q All right. Outside of this NRC report, is there any

2 other documentation regarding the improper filling out

3 of filler metal withdrawal slips that you are aware of?

4 A Not that I can recollect.

5 Q Now, you identified, in response to a question by Mr.

6 Guild, another discrepancy in -- in the weld filler rod

7 material withdrawal slips, and that was the
,

8 identification on the slips of E6013 -- or the -- I'm

9 sorry -- E7018 filler material when E6013 was specified;

10 correct?

11 A Yes.

12 Q All right. Do you recall who was responsible -- which

13 organization was responsible for the disposition of the

14 NCR that you testified about concerning that

15 discrepancy?

16 A I believe the disposition would be through Comstock's

17 engineering and then concurred with by CECO and S & L.

18 Q All right. As you sit here today, do you recall what

19 the disposition was of that Non-Conformance Report?

20 A No, I do not.

21 I believe it was a -- I -- I don't recall the

22 actual disposition.

23 Q Well, I call your attention to Page 14 of your prepared

24 testimony.

25 A Oh --
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1 Q -- and ask you if you would just look over --

2 A That's what I wanted.

3 0 -- the first full paragraph on that page and ask you if

4 that refreshes your recollection.

5 A Okay.

6 Q Have you looked over that paragraph?

7 A Yes.

8 Q All right. Now, the paragraph said that there was a

9 further investigation, so on.

10 Did you personally participate in that further

11 investigation?

12 A Yes.

( 13 Q Would you describe the nature of your participation in

14 that investigation?

15 A We went back through t>s older withdrawal slips.

16 Q For what purpose, sir?

17 A For review of the heat numbers being in conjunction with

18 the electrode listed.

19 We then determined that the 6013 electrode -- we

20 pulled the certification papers for the electrodes to

21 determine the tensile strengths of the material.

22 Through that investigation, we determined that the

23 6013 electrodes that we had received exceeded the

24 tensile requirements of the requirement of 7018.

/S 25 At that time we decided to abandon any furtherU
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1 review of the filler metal withdrawal slips.

2 0 Why was that, sir?

3 A Because the -- if the E6013 material was used out of

4 conjunction -- vice versa, the tensile impacts of that

5 material would meet or exceed the 7018 requirements, and

6 the 7018 has definitely met or exceeded the requirements

7 of 6013 welds.

8 Q Now, you were asked by Mr. Guild about the involvement

9 of QC -- that is, Quality Control -- in the control

10 of -- of weld filler rod material; that is, specifically

11 with respect to Procedure 4.3.10.

12 Calling your attention to Applicant's Exhibit 22 in

() 13 evidence, the very last page, Attachment A:

14 Would you describe for the Board and the parties --

15 A What are we looking at now?

16 Q That's Revision E, Procedure 4.3.10.

17 A Okay.

18 Q You see it there?

19 The last page, would you describe the function of

20 Comstock QC as set forth in that procedure?

21 A Item 12 lists that the filler metal withdrawal tab Form

22 57 shall be forwarded to QC Department for concurrence

23 and filing.

24 0 What does the word " concurrence" mean as used in the

{} procedure?25
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1 A We review the Form 57 to make sure that it's been filled

2 out properly.

3 Q All right. I call your attention to -- excuse me --

4 Applicant's Exhibit 21 in evidence, which is the

5 Revision D of Procedure 4.3.10.

6 I call your attention to Page 4 of 5 of that

7 procedure and ask whether you can describe for us the

8 functions of the Comstock QC Department with respect to

.9 the Form 57 that's been specified in that procedure.

10 A " Form 57 shall be forwarded to the QC Department for

11 filing and logging in the welding log. See Attachment

12 A."

() 13 Q And Attachment A is what, sir?

14 A It was a welding log that listed the welder by name and

15 the dates that he welded on.

16 Q All right. To your knowledge, was any review of the

17 Form 57 made by the Comstock QC Department in connection

18 with the filing and logging of the Form 57's on the

l 19 welding log?

20 A I can't say back then.

21 Q Now, Mr. Guild asked some questions about how weld rod

22 is controlled currently with respect to the control of

23 weight and so on, and you were asked whether a welder

24 could simply throw the material away or otherwise

25 discard it and was there any check on -- on the welder.
)

|
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1 Mr. Simile, I know you described the current

2 Comstock welding process before.

3 Of what significance, if any, is the current

4 Comstock QC Welding Inspection Procedure to the issue of

5 whether or not a Comstock welder could simply toss his

6 weld rod away?

7 (Indica ting . )

8 A Well, I think one of the main issues is the way we

9 perform our inspection to date to where the inspectors

10 are in the field to an assigned area all day long.

11 Q And --

12 A So, therefore, they are out there -- there is a certain

13 number of welders that they are covering.

14 They normally know where the welders are working,

15 and they control -- the inspectors are normally in the

16 area.

17 Q Compared to the prior practice before these in-process

18 inspections began, would you say the opportunities for

19 the inspectors to observe if any welder was discarding

20 weld rod were increased or reduced?
|

! 21 A Prior?

22 O Well, as compared to the prior practice.

23 A Today's practice is increased tremendously.j
!

24 Q Mr. Simile, you were asked some questions about AWS

(} 25 D.l.3 by the Chairman and Judge Cole and Judge Callihan.

:
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1 MR. MILLER: I'm going to have to retrieve the

2 copy with the preface.

3 MR. GUILD: I have a copy here, if you would

4 like.

5 (Indicating.)

6 MR. MILLER: Thank you.
,

7 BY MR. MILLER:

8 Q First of all, Mr. Simile, in your experience at

9 Braidwood, have you had occasion to use AWS D.l.3?

10 A No, we have not.

11 Q All right. On any of your previous jobs, have you had
,

12 occasion as to use D.l.3?
n

13 A No.

14 Q Have you read it --

15 A Yes.

16 0 -- before today?

17 Well, as Judge Grossman said, for what it is worth,

18 would you take a look at Paragraph 1.1.

19 JUDGE COLE: Which version are we looking at?

20 MR. MILLER: It makes no difference. They
.

| 21 are both the same.

22 JUDGE COLE: They are both the same.

23 BY MR. MILLER:

24 Q There is a reference to -- at the end of the paragraph

| 25 after the statements in italics, there is a sentence

1{}
|
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1 that reads, "When sheet steel is welded to primary

2 structural members, the provisions of the latest edition

3 of AWS D.l.1 Structural Welding Code shall also apply."

4 Mr. Simile, my question to you is:

5 Based on -- on the document, the Code, do you have

6 an understanding of how AWS D.l.3 and AWS D.l.1 together
'

7 apply to the welding of sheet steel?

8 I have not specified Comstock procedures or the

9 welding at Braidwood. I'm talking generally.
~

10 A I think it would be to the provisions in D.l.1 that do

11 govern specific systems such as preheat for thicker

12 members.

() 13 Q As between L. K. Comstock and Sargeant & Lundy at the

14 Braidwood site, which organization is responsible for

15 identifying the welding codes which govern Comstock's

16 work?

17 A Sargeant & Lundy.

18 MR. MILLER: I have no further questions.
~

19 JUDGE GROSSMAN: By the way, in answering Mr.

20 Miller's last few questions, you referred to instances

21 in which AWS D.l.1 still govern, and you indicated that

22 it does with regard to matters such as adequate preheat,

23 which, of course, is one of the items listed in the

24 parenthetical that Mr. Miller didn't read to you in that
,

25 last sentence; is that correct?
{
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O
1 THE WITNESS: Yes.

2 JUDGE GROSSMAN: And those items are not

3 contained in AWS D.l.3; isn't that correct?
.

4 THE WITNESS: That's correct.

5 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay.

6 Mr. Guild, your recross cross, and I might also
'

7 add, to the extent that you had some preliminary

8 questions that the witness couldn't answer and has

9 answered now, you can complete your line of questioning.

10 MR. GUILD: All right, sir.

11 RECROSS EXAMINATION

12 (Continued)

()'

13 BY MR. GUILD:

14 Q You don't apply preheat to thinner metals such as sheet

15 metal, do you?
'

16 A No, sir.

17 Q So when they say that you use D.l.1 for welding sheet

18 metal to primary structural members, they are saying
r

,
19 that where, of course, there's a primary structural

|

| 20 member that's thick steel where preheat would be
,

21 required in the D.l.1, you apply the preheat requirement
'

22 of D.l.1 --

23 A That's -- _

24 Q -- even though you are using D.l.3 for the governing

| 25 code for sheet steel?
)
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O
1 A That's correct.

2 Q Now, let's return to the murky subject of the addition

3 or lack thereof of A36 to the various attachments to

4 Comstock welding procedure.

5 Now, I have what may be the only copy of Revision

6 D. I'll be happy to pass it around, but --

7 MR. MILLER: The Board has it.

8 I think the Board has a copy and I believe that the

9 witness has a copy.

10 BY MR. GUILD:

11 Q Do you have one, Mr. Simile?

12 A Yes.

13 Q Okay. Now, Revision D, again, is the revision where the

14 NCR 3999 was dispositioned?

15 A Yes.

16 Q It's the only revision that actually reflects that

17 disposition, because thereafter you deleted the

18 attachments from the welding procedure altogether;

19 correct?

20 A That's correct.

21 Q All right. Now, I'm looking at Attachment H. You know,

22 that is the attachment that Mr. Miller directed your

23 attention to where there is the revision bar in the

24 right-hand margin indicating the addition of A36.

{) It's about half-way through the document where I25
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|

!

(2)
1 find it.

|

2 JUDGE CALLIHAN: Excuse me, Mr. Guild.
;

3 Is this an exhibit? Has it been given a number?;

4 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Yes. It's Exhibit A23.

5 MR. MILLER: Right.

6 JUDGE GROSSMAN: By the way, did we admit,

7 that exhibit?

8 MR. MILLER: Yes, sir, I believe it was moved

9 and admitted without an objection.
~

10 MR. GUILD: And we had only one copy, Judge,

11 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Was that the one that was

12 withdrawn?
l ) 13 MR. GUILD: Right. That's the one you gave

14 me because there was only one copy.

15 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Was that the one that was ,

16 withdrawn?;

17 MR. MILLER: Yes, for photocopying.

18 JUDGE GROSSMAN: It's still admitted, but just

19 withdrawn for copying.

20 MR. MILLER: Right.

21 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Yes.
'

22 BY MR. GUILD:

a 23 Q Now, Mr. Simile, I'm approaching, and I want to make

24 sure we've got the same page I'm working from here.

[}
Mine -- my copy reflects that we're working from25
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O
1 what appears to be Attachment ~H.

2 A Yes.

3 Q You have that.
'

4 And following it there are H1, 2, 3 and 4; correct?

5 A Correct.

6 Q All right. Now, did I understand correctly that the H

7 attachment is the only attachment that -- where there

8 was the A36 material added?
4

9 A Correct.
'

10 0 All right. And it was not added to the O attachment?

11 A That's correct.

12 0 Or any of the PQR's attached to 0, 01 through 4?

) 13 A That's correct.

14 Q All right. Now, wha't is the relevance to resolving the

15 concern Mr. Puckett raised with regard to A36, A446 and

16 the Attachment O which failed to list A36 either in the

| 17 attachment or the associated PQR's -- what is the
|

18 relevance of Attachment H to that concern and its
|

19 associated PQR's?
,

|

20 A Attachment H was another PQR welding A446 material to

21 A500 material.
T

22 Q It's just coincidentally one other attachment that also
|

23 specified a process for welding those two base
.

24 materials?

| 25 A Yes.

.
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1 Q Well, why was it appropriate, then, to add A36 to

2 disposition the NCR 3099 for Attachment H but not

3 appropriate to add A36 to disposition NCR 3099 with

4 respect to Attachment O?

5 A Part of the problem with Attachment O were the test

6 results that were not acceptable.

7 0 That had to do with the size of the effective throat?

8 A That's correct.4

9 Q All right. So there are other problems with Attachment

10 O?

11 A That's correct.

12 Q All right. But still, again, is.there any reason uhy

) adding A36 to Attachment O would not have been an13

14 appropriate disposition of the NCR 3099 as you did with

15 Attachment H?

16 A It could have been, yes.

17 Q All right. So laying aside those other problems, the'

18 effective throat issue having to do with the fillet weld

19 or the flare bevel weld, A36 addition to the PQR's could

20 have been an appropriate disposition for the NCR 3099 as,

|

21 to both Attachment H and Attachment O?

22 A I think the appropriate disposition to the NCR was to

23 have looked at the procedure requirements at the time.
.

24 That was the appropriate disposition, which was not

25 done.
(]} .
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O
1 0 Well, put it this way:

Would it have been a consistent disposition to have2 -

3 added A36 to both O and H?

4 A It would have been consistent, yes.

5 0 All right. In your opinion, sitting here today, though,

6 you don't believe A36 needed to have been added to

7 either attachment?

8 A That's correct.

9 Q Because they were all prequalified?

10 A That's correct.

11 Q All right. But given the format of the procedures as

12 they existed at the time -- now, by that I mean the

() 13 4.3.3 Rev D and Rev C before it -- the only source where

14 you -- where the welder gets the specified base metal

15 for welding a particular detail is by reference to the

16 attachment?.

17 A No, sir. The base metal or joint design for the' welder
,

,

18 is specified by the engineer, not by the welder.

i 19 Q Yes.

20 But the engineer turns to the reference table at

21 the back of the procedure, which directs the reader only

22 back to the attachments?|
; -

23 A That's correct --

| 24 Q So --
| t
l 25 A -- the exact details that are to be welded.
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1 Q Right?

2 A That's correct.

3 Q Okay.

4 A Which weld procedure is to be used to weld that detail.

5 Q Right.

6 A It is not the welder's option. It was the engineer's

7 option.

8 0 Yes.

9 The engineer is the one who physically specifies

10 which particular detail is to be welded; correct?

11 A That's correct.

12 Q But the engineers only option, per procedure, is the

n)(_ 13 reference table at the back of the procedure, at least

14 at the time of Rev C and D?

15 A The whole procedure is referenced for the engineer, not

16 just one part of it.

17 Q Yes.

18 But there's nowhere else in the procedure where A36

19 as a base metal was specified unless you added it to the
i

20 attachments?

21 A It's specified in Paragraph 3.1.1.

22 Q Of the procedure?

23 A That's right.

24 Q Okay. Show me that now, 3.1.1.

25 A Which says, " Steel will comply with specifications ofI p
| %d
i
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O
1 AWS 3.1.1-1975, Paragraph 8.2 and 10.20.

2 Q I see.

3 So that gets a little circular, Mr. Simile, because

4 then this goes back to the AWS Code and requires us to

5 go through the whole interpretative process that's led

6 us to this late hour in the afternoon?

7 A I think an engineer is capable of doing that.

8 Q All right, sir.

9 But the procedure -- am I not correct in stating
'

10 that at the time of the Revs C and D, nowhere else in

11 the Comstock procedure is A36 listed as a base metal to

12 be welded to A446 unless it's specified in the

() 13 attachments?

14 A It didn't need to be listed anywhere else.

15 Q But the answer is it's not listed anywhere?

16 A It's not listed on the PQR's we have talked about, no.

17 Q Well, is there any place where AI6 and A446 are listed

18 as base metals to be welded under the Comstock Procedure

19 4.3.3 Rev C or Rev D?

20 A Again, Paragraph 3.1.1.

21 Q Refers you back to the Code?

22 A References that the A36 material with the qualification

23 that was performed is an acceptable base metal.

24 0 3.1.1 doesn't use the word "A36" at all, does it?

25 A It doesn't need to refer to the word "A36."
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O
1 Q But it doesn't use the word "A36," does it?

2 A No, it does not.

3 Q It simply directs you back to the old code?

4 A That's correct.

5 THE WITNESS: Can we have a short break?

6 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Sure.

7 We'll take five minutes because we have to leave

8 soon.

9 (WHEREUPON, a recess was had, after which

10 the proceedings were resumed as follows:)

11 BY MR. GUILD:

12 Q Mr. Simile --

13 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Guild.

14 MR. GUILD: Thank you.

15 BY MR. GUILD:

16 Q Mr. Simile, page --

17 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Well, excuse me.'-

l

18 Just one question before that, before we get off
,

!

19 the PQR's forever with you, Mr. Simile.

!

| 20 Whether or not the engineers could have looked at
|

21 any other provisions and referred back to the Code and

22 done their interpretation, isn't it a fact that, in

23 their practice at the time that Mr. Puckett raised his

24 complaint, they looked at the PQR's as their reference

{} point to determine what metals could be joined to each25
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(
l other?

2 THE WITNESS: I think -- and I don't know

3 because I wasn't there.

[ 4 I think they were confused about the issue.
I

5 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Well, okay. You weren't

6 there, so we can't get a competent answer from you, but,

7 fine.

8 Mr. Guild, you may continue.

9 BY MR. GUILD:
,

10 Q Page 14 of your direct testimony, where counsel directed

11 your attention to the resolution of NCR 3275 regarding

! 12 the electrodes:

() 13 Now, your testimony there, I see, is that, in your

14 opinion, no hardware problem existed as a result of the

15 substitution of E7018 electrode for the specified E6013

16 electrode in welding cable pans?

17 A That is correct.

18 Q All right. Is it your opinion that in the actual.

19 practice of utilizing 7018 electrode on thinner-gauge

20 cable pan material, that the occurrence of melt-through

1 21 and suck-back would not be increased where 7018 was used

22 instead of the specified 6013?

23 MR. MILLER: Your Honor, I believe this

24 precise question was asked at least two days ago when

25 Mr. Guild conducted his original cross examination of
)
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1 Mr. Simile.

2 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Guild, are you expecting

3 a different answer now?

4 MR. GUILD: I hope not.

5 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Well, why don't you stand

6 with your prior --
\

7 MR. GUILD: If counsel will stipulate the

8 answer was that there was an increased likelihood of

9 suck-back and melt-through, then I have no question.

10 MR. MILLER: That there was?

11 A There is an increased possibility with 7018.

12 MR. GUILD: All right.

13 JUDGE COLE: That's what he said previously.

14 BY MR. GUILD:

15 Q Miss Chan asked you about Mr. Stout's day, and, of

16 course, you responded to Mr. Miller that you didn't

17 follow Mr. Stout around; right?

18 A That's correct.

19 Q So you didn't know what his day was'really like?

20 A That's right.

21 Q There is a lot of variation among the performance of

j 22 inspector's duties depending upon the circumstances?
,

| 23 A Yes.

i 24 Q You didn't mean to suggest that, in your opinion, you

{}
agreed with Miss Chan that, in fact, on the occasions25

|
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1 she pointed to, Mr. Stout only performed two hours plus

2 worth of work less time off for lunch and breaks?

3 A I gave an estimation of time without the variables.

4 0 All right. You d'id not include any of those

5 variabilities; correct?

6 A That's correct.

7 Q All right. I think you mentioned, in response to Mr.

8 Miller, that, in fact, 1 variable might well be that you

9 go out to the location, and instead of the component

10 being on the table in front of you like it is, it's up

11 there in the air 40 feet and requires you to get some

12 scaffold built to get there?

() 13 A That's correct; but that would constitute an end of

14 inspection until the scaffolding was built, for a

15 clarification.

16 Q All right. Or it could require you to get a ladder and

17 climb up that 40 feet -- let's assume the scaffolding

18 was there -- crawl down cable pans, over intervening

19 piping and members, and it might take considerably more

20 than the 5 minutes that you said to get to the location,

21 mightn't it?

22 A I only said five minutes to the plant.

23 Q Okay. Five minutes to the front door.

24 20 minutes to the location?

25 A I estimated an approximate 20 minutes, strictly an{
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O
1 estimate.

2 Q Might it take longer to get to the location?

3 A It could. It could take less.

4 Q Okay. It depends on the congestion, doesn't it?,

5 A Yes.

6 Q It depends on the accessibility of the location, doesn't

7 it?

8 A Yes.

9 Q All right. And you didn't mean to suggest, as you did

10 to Miss Chan, in response to her questions, that it's

11 simply a question of going to a file to pull the drawing

12 out and then going to the field to perform the

() 13 inspections?

14 There might be a considerable amount of additional

15 research required in order to get to the field?

16 A Again, I estimated approximately 20 minutes; and it

1
17 could be longer, it could be less.i

18 0 It could be hours, couldn't it?

19 A Yes.

20 Q It could be hours to trace the documentation, if there

21 were a problem such as ICR's, NCR's, Engineering Change

| 22 Notices?

23 A It could, yes.

24 Q Do you know whether it took hours or minutes in the case
L
'

25 of that Mr. Stout example that you are looking at?
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1 A I have no idea.

2 Q No idea? ,

3 A No, sir.

4 0 You responded to a line of questions from Miss Chan

5 about the welder qualification document deficiencies,

6 and I think perhaps there was a misunderstanding.

7 She asked you whether you did all of them, and I

8 think you said no, with reference to the whole stack of

9 NCR's?

10 A That's correct.

11 Q Some of those NCR's were generated through the quality

12 control document review process?

() 13 A That's correct.

14 Q All right. Those were the later documents -- later

15 NCR's -- that addressed problems up until - discovered

16 up until April of 1986; correct?

17 By "they," I mean the ones done by the quality

18 control document reviewers?

19 A That's correct.,

20 Q All right. And you didn't physically do those reviews?

21 They were done by people who were assigned by you

22 specifically to perform that function?

23 A That's correct.

24 Q But you did perform reviews yourself personally, Mr.

25 Simile, of the earlier -- in the early process of the
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1 welder qualification document review that led to the

2 earlier NCR's, didn't you?

3 A That's correct.

4 Q And as to those where you were personally involved, you

5 did the work, didn't you?

6 A Yes, I did.

7 Q You did all the work, didn't you?

8 A Yes, I did.

9 Q All right. So any failures to identify deficiencies in

10 those instances were your responsibility and yours

11 alone?

12 A Yes.

() 13 Q Finally, Mr. Miller asked you whether it would take an

14 experienced Level 3 Inspector long to perform the

15 evaluation to arrive at a conclusion about the

16 seriousness of these welder qualification document

17 deficiencies.

18 And I think your answer was it wouldn't take long;

19 correct?

20 A That's correct.

| 21 Q Well, would it take long to identify and evaluate these
,

| 22 deficiencies if you were a Level 3 Inspector?

23 A It depends on how many you are looking at.

24 Q Well, you ultimately found at least hundreds, didn't

' 25 you?
)

|
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(~) '

1 A After looking at hundreds, yes.

2 Q Okay. And it took you several years to find those,

3 didn't it?

4 A No, it did not.

5 Q Well, you started the process back in '84 and it's now

6 '86, and you are still finding and evaluating, are you

7 not?

8 A I believe we're finished.

9 Q You are finished.

10 You finished finding in April, but_you are still

11 evaluating, are you not?

12 A Yes.

13 Q All right. So the process of finding and evaluating

14 those documents as to the deficiencies took years, did

15 it not?

16 A Yes.

17 MR. GUILD: That's all the questions I have.

18 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Miss Chan? '

19 MS. CHAN: No further questions for Mr.

20 Simile.

21 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Mr. Miller.

22 REDIRECT EXAMINATION

_ Continued) -23 (

24 BY MR. MILLER:

25 Q Mr. Simile, were you doing anything else beside looking
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(~j) .-
~

1 at welder' qualification records --

2 A Multitudes --

3 Q Pardon me?

4 A Yes.

5 0 You've got to let me finish my question.

6 -- between 1984 and 1986?

7 A Yes, I was.

8 Q All right. Give us an estimate on the initial NCR in
9 the stack that's Applicant's Exhibit 13, which I believe

10 is NCR 3710?

11 A The initial NCR 3710 was a review that took
~

12 ( approximately three weeks.

() 13 The subsequent NCR's 4650 through 4656 was

14 approximately a week, and we had one straggler in

15 December of '85.

16 Q Okay. One straggler.

17 What number is that?

18 A 4795.

19 Q And how long did that take to review?

20 A Not long.

21 Q A day?

22 A A day.

23 MR. MILLER: That's all I have. . ..

24 Thank you. .

!
- 25 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Okay. I guess that
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O
1 concludes --

2 JUDGE COLE: I have no questions.

3 JUDGE GROSSMAN: That conclude Mr. Simile.

4 Thank you for testifying, and you are excused now.

5 (Witness excused.)

6 JUDGE GROSSMAN: I think at this time it

7 doesn't really pay to start another witness.

8 Mr. Gallo, you were informed that we would have to -

9 leave here at about 4:30, weren't you?

10 MR. GALLO: I concur in your suggestion, Judge

11 Grossman.

12 JUDGE GROSSMAN: Fine. We are recessed until
f''\
\J 13 9:00 o' clock tomorrow morning.

14 (WHEREUPON, the hearing of the

15 above-entitled matter was continued to

16 the lith day of June, at the hour

17 of 9:00 A. M.)

18

'

19

20

21
'

22

23

24

(:) 25
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