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Ottice of Inspector and Auditor

Auaust ( ]Q:.{_ﬂ)
Date of transcn pt " B
Report of Contact
Juanita Ellis, President,
Citizens Alliance fOY ound Energy (CASE) was contacted in connectitn-with
file number 84-30 ftor the purpose of determining the telephone number of the
alleger in that case, Betty Brink. In addition t« providing the number, E1118
said she had information O1 interest 1 OIA and withar 11 urisAiction. The
matters raised are ¢ follow
ks E1lis characterized [ Report #4-84-0U6 &S being “meaningless and
\N"V['J\("»,“ She than raised the matters addresse d be low as demf nstrating
her conclusion. One of the names she gave tc 01, Danny Grisso, still
works at Comanche Peak and wants to «eep his Jjob. He wa jpposed to be
a confidential source tor the NRC, but they called him up or the phone at
the plant so he told 0] he didn't Know anything. 5h¢ thought he was
- A ' i 2. it eont 4
probably under pressure because CASE had not previously 01 closed his
name and he should not have been identified in the report.
(Brooks Griffin, Ol Region IV Investigator, when contacted, denied that
Grisso had a problem because Grisso keeps asking the 01 investigators how
CASE got his name
: 2 ; ; 4= T o g P ey A
A Charles Atchison, rmer employee at Lomanche Fear telephon
_"‘» rtedly has problems with Ol Report #4-84-0006.
3 £ said that k Fouke was also concerned about what
wa aid 1 t he ! rel rt f,-rf-(‘{nr‘_ t)('-((t\{;-", he 1;.1‘ there was a (*‘iff('-v-
ence between what he had said and what he was reported to have said. 5She
preferred that Feuke be talked to directly for the detaile
4 A tape of ¢ ~vercation was given by Bill Dunham, former employee atl v
Comanche Peak, 1 i Later when he and his attorney triec to get a ':
copy, they found it had beer erased. The transcript was Vvery
unintel1igibie Griffin was also aware of this matter and advised that
the tape was not erased, but rather was lost during a move of the 0l y
Field Office from oOng location in their building to another, ¥
Don Driskill, 0l Investigator, had the tape and "reall) felt bad" that it ¥
had been lost. I then only had the transcript of the tape
£ Robert avlor., former Resident Inspector at Comanche Peak, 1n 2 rj({‘r{i- Y
tion this past July, said that there was ar unwritten policy in Regior IV
that wher renne who is terminated from their iob at Comanche Peak, |
confident 15ty 71 | Naer ‘:('I ies. ‘]‘b”;r"m r"-’p;‘{“"‘\y T ;,.(y<:(,tt’-i(|(} in -:‘.
William Crossman's safe at Reaion 1V which reportedly shows Atchison was "
told he no longer had confidentiality. She asked whether Taylor's s
comment is true, and, if so, what 1S Region 1V'¢ policy’ 5
Aiinuct l | QA / Rothecda [ . |
e Mgt 29, 1988 fy. o Ball 2, ¥ . S S
y ¢ y August 3( 1984
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Telephonic Interview of Richard FOUKE

On Augqust 17, 1983, Richard FOUKE, a former representative of the CPSES intervenor
g v p

group, Citizens for Fair Utility Regulation, was telephonically interviewed by NRC
vestigator H. Brooks GRIFFIN. FOUKE stated he had ceased his work as an

the process wouild D¢ rOUKL Le L€ al W

e
, he interviewec Henr NER, a former B&R empioyee,

and remembered talking tc y welders who had a problem with some welding they were

doing, although he did not remember their names.

When FOUKE was told his name had been provided to the NRC by CASE as a person
possibly having knowledge of B&R employees whe had been the subject of intimidation

or harassment, he stated he believed th.at everyone who had come to his intervenor

roup felt intimidated over the fact that B3R might learn of their contact with an

ntervenor group. FOUKE said he did not know of any persons he believed were
intimidated. FOUKE s he did not know the names of any other individuals who
might have knowledge of employees who had been harassed or intimidated, other than
former intervenor associate Betty BRINK. FOUKE indicated he wouid try to
to the NRC Office of Investigations Field Office (Ol Field Office, anyone
with knowledge of harassment or intimidation. (FOUKE was provided with the NR(

Region 1V 10 Field Office telephone number.)

FOUKE has not contacted the
individuals who had been

intimidated.
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Accordingly Atchison was advised that he would be contacted again about
whether a face-to-face interview might be accomplished after the new Director,
OIA is on board. Atchison seemed eager to cooperate but repeatedly talked of
his distrust of the NRC (Region IV). He also mentioned prior contact with
Congressional staffs, e.g., Henry Myers, Technical Advisor, House Interior
Committee.

Exhibit:
As stated



Telephonic Interview of Charles £TUHISON

On August 23, 1983, Charles ATCHISON, a former Brown & Root, Inc.,

Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station, was telephonically interviewed by NRC
Investigator H. Brooks GRIFFIN. ATCHISON stated he was employed at CPSES from
February 27, 1979 until April 12, 1982, and he worked 1n Vercor Audits, Training,
the Document Section and, for a time, was a Level II! inspector for Training.

ATCHISON stated that at the time he left CPSES, Randy SMITH was his lead and Mike

FOOT was his supervisor,

ATCHISON recalled the following three instances which he believed constituted
intimidation:

(1) ATCHISON said that in about March 1982, he wrote an NCR (not further

identified) addressing vendor welds on a pressurizer tank in Reactor I,
Level 822. ATCHISON stated his NCR was forvarded to Thomas BRANDT,
Non-ASME Supervisor, and then “disappeared." ATCHISON stated Darlene
STINER, a QC inspector, later found the NCR, and BRANDT issued it

in August 1982 under his (ATCHISON'S) name. ATCHISON said he had

been terminated prior to the time this NCR was issued.

ATCHISON stated that in March 1982 at the same location in Reactor I,
he wrote an NCKR (not further identified) on a Hilti bolt that was
broken during a hydro-torquing procedure. ATCHISON stated he also
identified other bolts that were elongated and had stripped threads.
ATCHISON stated a QA engineer by the name of Bi1l HORSHORM examined
the Hilti bolts and said they were defective. ATCHISON stated that
Ron TOLSON (a site QA menager at TUGCO) and BRANDT examined the bolts,
and that BRANDT to1d him (ATCHISON) he did not know what he was doing.
ATCHISON stated @ representative from Chicago Bridge & Iron, Inc.,
testec the bolts, anc the bolts feiled during testing. ATCHISON saig
th1s 1ssue had not been resolved as far as he knew. ATCHISON stated
this incident discouraged hin from repcrting deficiencies.

QC inspector at
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ATCHISON s<ated that in February 1982 in Reactor I, some Westinghouse whip
restraints for the main steam generator had design changes that were made
on site by Chris DUPREE, 2 TUGCO representative, without design and
engineering approval from Westinghouse in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania.
ATCHISON stated that engineering approval from the Westinghouse Pittsburgh
hezcquarters was reguirec by procedure. ATCHISCI stated the Hillwright
Department at CPSES had cut out a section of the whip restraint, and he
(ATCHISON) inspected it. ATCHISON stated there was no blueprint documenting
Westinghouse approval. ATCHISON stated that without the blueprint, he
refused to intpect the whip restraint. ATCHISON stated he told HORSHORM,
who then calied DUPREE. ATCHISON stated DUPREE and the lead for the
Millwright Department (identification unknown) came to him and told him that
if he did not sign it off, he would either "end up a2t the bottom of the
reactor (dead) or would be fired." ATCHISON stated nobody else heard this
threat. ATCHISON stated that over this same incident BRANDT told him to
"back off, or 1'11 fire you."

when ATCHISON was asked about other B&R employees who may have been subject to
intimidation, he identified Larry HITE as a QC inspector who he believed may have
been pressured into accepting defective work. ATCHISON also said HITE'S wife (not
further identified), 2 millwright, had been ordered to destroy vendor documentation
(not further identified) by her superintendent (not further identifiec).

ATCHISON said he also believed that both D. D. BETTINGFIELD, a Level III inspector
at B&R, and John MAXWELL, a Level III inspector in NDE (nondestructive examination)
at B&R, blackballed a QC inspector by the name Ray WHITE. ATCHISON stated another
QC inspector by the name of Steve DODD may have heard conversation regarding
WHITE'S blackballing. ATCHISON also identified David STENSON, a former QC
inspector, Darlene STINER, supra, and Janice KELLY (not further identified) as

other B&R employees who may have possibly been intimidated.

~TCHISON stated that in March and Anril 1982, there were wnip restraints in Reactors

[ and 1i in the reactor coolant lines which had defective welds., ATChISui statec




that Corrective Action Report No. 41 had been "pencil-whipped" (dispositioned
without actually conducting the rework)

ATCHISON stated he believed the above described instances constituted intimi-
dation and harassment. ATCHISON said he had already testified to many of these
concerns before the ASLB and that the NRC was already aware of these issues.

ATCHISON stated that his discriminztory tzrimineticn suiz was presently before
the U.S. Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals, and that he plans to testify in the
next CPSES hearings. ATCHISON stated he was presently in possession of color
pictures of hangers and supports he believes would lead to the necessary
correction of at least a half million dollars worth of steel, which be believed
would amount to 3 to 5 million dollars worth of backfit at CPSES. ATCHISCN
stated he hac not provided this material to the intervenor, CASE, and was un-
willing to provide this information to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

ATCHISON indicated he would present it to the CPSES ASLB hearing himself,
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