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MR. GRIFFIN:

5‘ is employed by?

w

Brown & Root. Correction. That

—
|

MR. GRIFFIN: Brown & Root, and the location

of this interview is the Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station. |
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The date is October the .— ‘
- 1 l
|
present at this interview are m '
|
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\
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| his personal representative (NNEG—__GEG_——

.

14 | for the NRC, H. BErooks Griffin, Investigator; and the court

reporter.

o

This interview is being transcribed.

| —I need you to rise and raise
|
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1g | your right hand.
your testimony.
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what we are here to talk about today, I do need to touc!
on this Before we start the interview, I need t¢ é»:_::e
it with you in more detail, the nature cof your relationship

—and I have interviewed other people |

and have an understanding, but I still need to have it clear

on the record.

EXAMINATI

BY MR. CKIFFIN:

v Is —your personal representative

for purposes of this interview?

A Was that a guestion? 1Is he?
! Yes.
A Yes, he 1is.

r a
G Are you aware that -z;y“ represents |
A — Yes, I do. b,

- “r . - > & & —
v og? )
- I might add.for the record,
) >
~— 7

Mr., Griffin, ‘'as’'l1 have ;"'t*er interviews™ in“our 4mterview

.

tween m yself in preparation for yoar
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based on my

develcping,

him of that
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+ the matter?

A
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rad a representacive Or not?

and I informed him

1 told him that it 1is conceivable that the

nature of my representation of these other individuals and

firms could cause a potential conflict of interest; that

ntervie+s with him, 1 saw no such potential,

but if at any point in my representation of him 1 form a

+ it is conceivable that a conflict could be

would immediately stop the interview, advise

L

fact and wait further instructions from

BY MR. GRIFFIN:

ves, 1 did.
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particular or prospective testimony ¢or the purposes oI this
fer -ed ovice & narrati

interview, they have ceAerv.s., of

of the events surrounding ”
-:ycur knowledge of it.

1 would greatly appreciate it if you could

put it in that form, because it would m

rather than just guestion nd answer, guestion and answer.
Could you tell me what you know?

A 1 will try t© indicate where 1 am not sure

of a certain thing.

~ ‘came to me with an assignment.

He said that the ASME side were toO transfer the travelers

imitity
N'-“v}r

| +o opur == not care, but responsi

we had certain documentation

. . 3 1 - ) - . - , & m - T
insert into the t:a.eler to make it work for tne non=-ASML
\
;‘
5 § . b - -
| gide of guelity assurance. . -« ;
; S R

ake it much more clear, |

‘3 R y It was my responsibility ~
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And you worked under

?

ng have you worked at Comanche Peak
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What is your present job title?
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| we had a nonconformance.

Lol 9% - =, i
The hold point seguence that is established
" ] 2 ' A - ~ N ] 2 .
nas to be completed or properly supersedeéd and picked Up

with. That's what we had was we had several hold points

that were not filled in.

had

No, I really don't know. It would only take

o) Do you remember how many?
A Per traveler?
o) Ne.
3 A How many travelers?
; g Do you have a number of =--
i A No.
: @ == how many needed cleaning up, so to speak?
|
|

two Oor three to realize the problem was widespread. It wasn't

Just a unigue situation.

A - il

@ Let me ask you one other question before yo

continve. “

- e
' - i
A A make-over of the original.
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"ultimately," because this is where I'm not sure of the

|
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sequence of events that happened in the day or two after

1
] that. This could have occurred over more than one night.
|
l

p
"y ) - o o A - a 4 A BAer o o o - . -
They were already..contained CY attached.tc

L

|
+heam? §
then
]
z
.
" - p - - | ~ - - ” o 1 . - .
A They were attached to them, 70 say part of
them, I would have t0 have a page number telling me that
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A _ b‘y>-k 4y

A Generally so.
ol Okay. Go ahead.
A The objective then was to "

A I very well could have. I know many acceptable

ways of doing it. Yeah, I will say that I did.

g What was your suggestion t:—
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you would
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I recall that it all came ab¢it in the round-

table discussion that'
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1 ] That is,
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12 | your intention,
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Several people were |

don't even remember any
Y

certainly,

in agreement on it. Of

Were you p'ese 1t when

- .
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it's standard and acceptable to

1] r*.aybe_ I don't know for sure.
e Didn't you all deci that this
|
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but acceptable.

decision
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argument about that.
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peint that they agreed.

A Uh=huh.

ol Were you present when these instructions were
given?

A I'm sure I was.

Do you have any recollection as to whether

A Did they specifically_

- to reference or to sign?

o Yes.

1 am not sure if -spe_z‘lbally told -
— As I said earlier, it was in general

-

agreement. I didn't sense any problem there with doing it

that way.

o) I don't want to make too big a point out of
- v - L e 7 L . - e -
. it
that, and certainly, if you don't remember, that's all you
- 4
. . o - - »
can ‘say is "I don't remember.",, ol - <o * 80 »

But this is one of the areas that there is
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a guestion as to who said what. I hav




| 19
- &
. |
g

‘ || BY MR, GRIFFIN:

s

|

| e - - ~ & - - - ' 2
2 ol For the pu.poses of this interview, it's my
- 2 & o - 194 - b
‘ intention to follow the seguence that -re:a-‘e_, whether

4 | accurate or not.

5 | In -narrat;ve, during this depcsition, .

—
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13 | A Going to review them?
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15 A Oh, certainly.
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16 | Q Okay. You may recall :eac;rg-test-r:";.
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_ Could you refer to the particular

testimony? i
BY MR. GRIFFIN:
o} Let me read some parts of it to you and maybe ]

[

t will jog your memory. This zs-testmcny regarding
the seguence of events. This is Page 59,526. I1I'll just

mh

start at the first guestion on the page. They are asking ;

-

[

"Did they go to anything else, if you recal

you know how many there were:
. -

"ANSWER: “ I'm not sure. .I think there were

.
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Then it goes on here:
answer: |
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"QUEETION

Okay.
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"Yes.

And we concluded
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Do you have a recollection of that part of

the conversation?

Yes, I do.

Do you know whether anybody consulted

A
e
_because apparently at least ‘xpressed some

-—

I can tell you I know that we reguested that 5

be present to explain these. We never got

P |
L

an answer to that, though. 1 did not myself hear of an answer |

b You' didn't talk t:-

A No, I d4id not talk t:-

0 o 1 B a®io o -

o) Do you know who 4id? i
.-

- .

O

|
l
|
| N ve vere tarking o RN
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self-explanatory.

o 1 nave loored et some of VNEEEGEG—_—G_—

telling you this now. Apparently, in the process of the

i |
Did-convey this concern to you that -

was uncertain, t.hatl-as unhappy with the prospects of

what -was doing, that -was not sure if it was right?
a ¢ ™ s .
! A Not for 1£
| .. A

we had some that were not self-evident, then those could

! . g *
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. -
,
| . 8 (
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1 o] wWho did
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A 1 don't know that any»dbody Cid IThey ust were
- £~ - - Laa My - -~ ] - o~ 1" -~
not receivec They were set asicde as anotner prob.ien
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A Some were.

THE WITNESS: Yes. What I meant was by the

|

|
|

It's right here.

(
‘ J

r

THE WITNESS: Okay.

BY MR. GRIFFIN:

o} when you are saying "removed all doubt,"-

—

v So you were. convincéd ‘;hatr— 175

2 - Eivart €itaup 4 ahe the €iret
I € T1XI8T s1t=0P, ITiGHATE s BN 131I9%

+her it was plia2te~tO~plate, €N
v ethe

0O
L2 |
1
]




w

~

|

- Just a clarifying point that I
B R T

THE WITNESS: Were most?

SIS

THE WITNESS: Most. Yes, certainly, most of

them were. For those that were not marked, you would have

to closely scrutinize it by other means,—

Q As you know, obviously what—was being

-
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A I might have to be refreshed here. I don't
understand what you are saying.

Can you tell me whether or not the embed-to-
plate has a leak chase channel behind it? Are you aware
of the drawing reguirements at that point?

o) I might be able to figure it out by looking
at an embed-to-plate. This is an example. This example
is weld No. 162.

h Okay. Fit~-up, SAT; VT backing strip, SAT:
clearance to channel, NA, that's correct; final VT embed.

. No channel, right

That's correct, embed, final VT, embed fillet

weld. { can't recall.

0 —
L - - .- Ld 4 - - . s = 9 * -—
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you have to have a key

but it was present.

- ~ I &
present. 1 don't

It was a2 construction

aid.

It was not

specifically a hold point, but it was included in the

cleanliness hold point -~ excuse me -~ the last fit-up hold

point.

@ Okay.

A Uh-huh.

o) 1

but my reading from (EHNEEEER tcstirony indicates that -

Now,

_— . e

«® v
lhas you down ir‘-test

-

|

may be extending this or overstating this,
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[ BY MR. GRIFFIN:

L&)

| contained in -test‘;m::ﬁy w‘r.a:“

} A What her concerns were?
3 0 Yes.
A (No response.)

! —] Do you recall the events pretty
|
; uch as‘descr-bes them in estimony?

THE WITNESS: I do, except for the guestion

that he asked about ten minutes ago that we never got back

around to.
| BY MR. GRIFFIN:
o] Which one was that?
' A A directive given t:w_l
y o} We will get back to that atf fter we get through
f
| the testimony on this
{ A I don't remember “-ha\;mg any concerns
. & ® 190 W - e s ®a s o 9 —

it, no more so thin myself. want to sav_

-

_
e
-
m
B B B AN A
e — R

pid \jexpress to you in any greater detail than
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|- that you clarify so. That's not the word -- well

.——d

| those the instructions _gave to -j

A Ameng those, uh-huh.

e

Do you know :.f- followed this same

You alsc clarify by/~

ol In going back to that earlier guestion, were

o B SRS 1T N /S

A -_

| sure I don't remember any =--
= - WO Dl Sk .
wa :wen the same.instructions to
I don't know. on't remember much about
Fred 1g there.
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il A we “
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Tacking, that's it. That's correct.
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I think you said earlier that there were some !
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Yes, -dld.

I don't know the answer to this guestion. Are

)

l
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They would have been among those, yes. They
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That is what I was getting back,
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THE WITNESS: Prior to this event happening?

e wrtsess:  wo. RSN

BY MR. GRIFFIN:

Q@ In your conversations w;th_

o |
n

3 v - . & - ~ 4 ' B ~
further contact w;t::- were there further discussion

0 * Yes. A ’a o . "
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| confusing. After the night ¢r two, the seguence of events
with
as it was.
-
So actually, |
N
-
l The next thing a
SNSRI
-
o] You are the one that put 1
A One of the ones, uh-hth. I beilieve
= .- . - ., - AP e o = g, - e e
Okay. A :

e - » bl . ~ - o < — ) ™ < wy ey T @ o




GRIFFIN:
v S$o through the course of this whole thing, you

have any recollection of'

was doing was wrong? No. For those

-signed, 1 cannot recall any problem with them.

- P

| o—
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o) Let me ask you a gtep beyond the events
vcl‘-';r.;—._ As 1 have gone through these documents,
I have found numercus incidences where dates in particular
were lined through and altered to show a different date.

Some of them contain initials, as in the case

of this one. vou nave s EEEEE—_——S————S——

_ So 1 can take it on faith
thatr-'changed that for whatever purpose.

. -1

We have a number in here, I'm just telling
you that, .where there is merely a line through with
no date, no reference, nothing, just a changing of the dates.
Sometimes they are even changed twice with no explanation.

Do you have any ==
h With no initial?

o] Right. Do you have any recollection of finding

\ . . o - = .- -
. : o Wp & e o
A That's a bi§ question. -
‘
Q Yes, it 28 We are getting to that part in the

interview here where I am asking you to kind of reach out
and £fill me in




r 29
’! MR. GRIFFIN: Yes. 1I weould like for you also
l ‘
2 | to know that the NRC expects the utility to go fishing with
|
3: it anytime it wants on this type of thing.
4 THE WITNESS: Okay.
5 | BY MR. GRIFFIN:
6 Q Were there any cther problems related tc this,
7 | because like I say, I perscnally hrve found incomplete or
8 | unexp.ained deletions from these forms, and I can't help
| but think that _may have also seen
10 | them. You may have guestioned them. You may have resolved
n ,1 them somehow, and maybe you can resclve them for the NRC
12 now.
13 A Okay. To start off with, ___
14
15
16
17
18
19
-- . s o
20" : The line'-th}r:’ughs\.w;th the "d&te, “from mp »
21 | exp rience, has been situations where “ :
49 - Rather than go through
24 the process of an CR for what is actually their own mistake
25 | they would simply remcve the date, to come back at a later
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-on the one in front of me.

date when the situation was rectified, und date it then.
That is just speculation on the part of the
I would have to say in

my experience it's typical of the time.

[+ Rather than just have you take me on faith,

| maybe it would be more expedient here to give you an example

of one. —. Down here on Step 7 thers is 2

[

line through and then a later date is added.
There is no explanation and we ere left with

a form here that is -~

A Here it is. This and this were plugged in

by construction. The date is not,“

|
\
| |
)
—

-did not make the inspection and/¢r the

| inspection was not SAT at this time, at which time [l couvic

not sign it. -signed it and corrected the date. It is

-

| deficient in the area of -now needs a.'; initial to indicate
. - . < .

By . .- - - | . - -
. ’

‘ t;,at-‘iid indeed do that change there.
I e ”~

ot " This is my fTeeling that.’dl‘d,'due td*¢he ~

| signatures; that commonly, these were all filled in.

“1ee
-e .

Okay. §So 1f-had taken the next step and

lete and

8 |

. 4 T =" . . P T |5 -
;_t-:n;t‘c-s there, it would have been a com




¢ | to ask you. Here is a similar one. 1In —cha:ged

5 | the date again. It was - and .cra'\ce: it to

- |

¢ |- 'dzd put -mxtuls. i

7 When 1 was 1ookmg at this form, I realized

g ; also that

; m

’ " ! I am asking you now, and I know that you have
|
|

|

|

|

|

:

|
'
}
»
A
‘
,

no direct connecticn, other than - |
. —

|
4 | What is your explanation, if you have one, |
| ‘

as to wihy

an inspection which he éid not perform, |

o
v =4
b |
0
re

. - "™~ \ » - T
I could not venture to guess. It appears incorrect. It

8 would not be acceptable today.

. . - vy . 7 > . - - > - —
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30"1 it vould be pointless for'me to,pull out“all of those'that
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Is

L &)

documents end?

A

~hat correct?

Was the guestion did new construction proceed?

Yes,

D e

Not under myself personally. —

So about when did your contact with these

The dates I

What did you specifically do with the ones
eted after you received them?

- - - Ll d - ? b~ - Py -

; i %
After we-‘received them?
e
Yes. P e - - - P S
7 v
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-)'.r.ew I was involved with the program.

f o] You were made aware at the time it occurred,

which I believe was “

|

G o< on -
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| A _

O A |
RN -o: co vou nean by NN
riz wirness: R, oxey. VRSN
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BY MR. GRIFFIN:

(2l
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o) Did you have any connection with the disposi

O
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| o) what I was really fishing for there, and I'm
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Before I let ycu g0, I wanted tO make sure

that you had no contact with or ;nput_

t
|

|

A NO.

Q Okay. Do you have any guestions?

A (No response.)

o] We have been through this, and I think you

have gleared from what I have said, and alsc maybe fromreadin

‘—testimony that -thought - was really being

put in a bind.

Based on your testimony, that was not conveyed

to you during =-- or you have no recollection of it.

A That's the guestion you didn't finish. 1've
got to say it now.
ol Go ahead. 2
P “ .- - o 7 L Ll ®r o o -
L4 ,‘ .¢ : ] . .
A 1 don't know what impact.it will have. 1t
po

1  is gomewhat but of ‘the scope. It is my recollection. . B5o-

|
g
|
|
|
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f 35
The problem that I perceived were on those
‘ comeback was,
That was not done.
They said, j
[\
I do not know
R TSR N
t ‘
» @ ' » a7 '
o) Are you referring, as- did in ‘testmon} 1
A Yes, 1 am.
I will tell you this. There are some variation
in the recollections of the pe e I have interviewed rega
| ing how those directions came about, what was intended,
& p - - 7 | »"-- - - - y .
whether guestioning and
. > -
: . ' 2 PO
all that; and I appreciate yougp clarifyimg®that particular
| point for me as to what your
A Okay.
orders sO© to speak, did vyou ever have any conversations with

.-
-




A The conversation u s ENAT m The

rationale given was that, — There was

no follow-up on it after that was given.

) For my clarification,

-~

—

who attached them?

Where were they?




time frame was
they were provided?
I really don't know. I can't honestly say.

© to speak.

I have only been told that yes,!

which is great. That's

.




. . é .
Obviously, anything less than that would have been

The only two items that I know of essentially

AR o oo neve beer
the acceptable form -- Let me correct that. —

- .
12
” ]

Anything less than that was not acceptable.

o] Were the ones that were not acceptable provided

1 i

14 | tc“as well as those that were, or had you all already
|
l

15; separated the two out?

| |

|

|

16
| ‘ -
| 18
| : - - _ P e s g
|
‘ 19 o} What was. asked to do—
‘ ' 0" A ¢ oo W ez ions?
‘ 21 A -
:
\ 22 S GRS
| |
1 2 | R R AR e
|
\ 2¢ S TR MR
\
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o} Do you know how many of these there were?
A I do not. g
v Did you disagree with these instructions that

f- had given?

.

@ Did ‘change his instructions?
A No.

e And‘ signed?

A No.
RSN
A Not to my knowledge.

¢

SRR
[ —— L —

i — irregardless of instructions.

18

—

o) But that was not-instructions to-

- — e

that correct?

L AR

A It was resolved in that -

medar Shat s o 4 emme and vou Blatant AievramaraA
orger that vou kKnow 18 wriong and YOU sL.cilalile)y LisiChaiw

- Yes. Z
L® - - -y - , b e 0oy e - > i —

A No. ;i

- ”~

‘0 - Was this iseuve resolved whrle-yom were.present,



o} Do you know how many of these there were?
A I do not.
o) Did you disagree with these instructions that

4 - had given?

s v .

6 | @ Did ‘change his instructions?
7 } h No.

& o) And. signed?

9 h No
YRR
i 3 A Not to my knowledge.

12 o

13 | h _
\
1
\
\

14 | _ irregardless of instructions.
.
15 9 Buw. that was not-instru:tions tc.'

— — A

18 - Yes. ;

: e - T e 7 b “hmy o a B s -
1% A No. $
- 4 ”
40 *1 e L * Was this iseve r'e‘sc:ved whrle-yow were.present,

It was resolved in that

»
N
?’
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o) I see. Ané you say this was subseguently or

-

RN S

I can't personally say that. I have been told
from several sources.

o} That's your understanding?

A Right. It's my understancding that they have

been resoclved.

@ All right. This conversation and these orders
.
F'

A Not prior to. I would say in the process of.
o} During?
A During.
> L N R R, - - -
o} They discovered in their-review that some of
b " o
,” . s . - - e i .-.. S
| < |
A That's correct. ’
3 ol But you have no recollection of a count, or
do you even have & guess as to how many didn't have an

®
®
n

e




| g How many did -\ and — Do you

| have a recollection of that?

A Total, no, 1'u afraid I don't. The series

| L r
| of events were getting very heated, very confused. _

| -

\ W €

weren't concerned with what was going on. One was enough
A

to stop the whole thing.

o} Were there more than a hundred?
‘ A More than a hundred?
|
g Yes. Did they review more than a hundred?
z

ot

| I am not saying a hundred

but I mean in all?

=
(]

3 A Yeah, guite possibly more than a hundred. i
g i Y » & & > 7 A sbmp s s oo

’ o} I'm asking you now, can you think of any other {

v |

|

1 events ‘related to this inci@ent tfiat I havernot questioned |

|
you about? I'm asking you to volunteer now, further volunteer|

any pertinent events or statements that— ‘
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allegation for the first time, because—
e ‘

This is what I can remember. If.]says B

]
me that.dld

does, why, then, I guess -does. It was not evident to l
= :

i

i

2 So you think -pro“ler" hinged on the fact, f

t know if you recall it. Ir._

y 1ink the*e‘s a reference J.. there, ‘

> ® . -

m W ee coniert o |

L &
-
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O
s |

et
o
0
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I don't know one way or the othe
recall even anything tha

was sitting cff to the side, more or less in the back seat.

So I can't say that I recall anything that .id.

et o SRR Sy
AR
- Did-even work on them while

!

you were there?

THE WITNESS: I want to say Wldic. Wives

' in there, and I guess I remember seeing some signatures by
4
- some initials and changes, normal to the change of page

numbers such as we were decing with this operation.

I really Know abc:t- what -d;:i.

MR. GRIFFIN:

THE WITNESS:

MR. GRIFFIN:

g | | v /ou intany
8 -

o s \ ' -
manner or offered you rewards in 1XT »r this statament?

|
{
|
|
|

A




like an open ticket.
That I don't feel -- Well, yes, there is.

I do not feel that our quality objective has been compromised

in any manner. I feel that some supervisory mistakes have

been made, but the mistakes were not ==

Are you talking specifically about-(

I am. But that alsc, as I said earlier,

- -
e

nd that nothing happened here to compromise —

1

As far as you know, then, des

not sure about _ :
— -

B e e




emen
-—-

This is to Certify that the attached proceedings before the
NITE *ATES NDCLZAR REGULATORY COMMISSION ia the matter of:

XAME OF PROCEEDING: INVESTIGATIVE INTERVIEY (CLOSEDR MEETING)

s
—

—

a0 ]
- g

DOCKET NO.: ' NOME
" PLACE: GLEN ROSE, TEXAS 7 R
"DATE: i October 25, 1984

~ere held as herein appears, and that this is the origiﬂal
transcript theonf for the file of the United States Nuclear

Regul&tory Comzission.

. é ? é;
(Sigt). éLXzT’é?-IKZL/VL-
(TYPED) [

Gay E. Denton
Official Reporter

CENTURY REPORTERS, INC.
‘Reporter's Affiliaticn




aid that |

B hac

5a1d T v
involvement
discussing
wWas unaware ?
called that after
resumed their norma

confused with

[y

auties.

as interviewed by NRC Investi

the Comanche Peak

been employed by Brown &

he had no further

aid had no recollection of
pd stated at the gime.

: saidj
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