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commencing at 10:20 a.m. on Friday, February 14, 1986, when

were present on behalf of the respective parties:
APPEARANCES:
For the Licensee, Commonwealth Edison Company:

PHILIP P. STEPTOE, II1I, Esq.
MICHAFL MILLER, Esq.

Isham, Lincoln & Beale
Three First National Plaza
Chicago, Illinois 60602

For the Intervenors, Rorem, et al.:

ROBERT GUILD, Esqg.
109 North Dearborn, Suite 1300
Chicago, Illinois 60602

For the NRC Staff:

ELAINE CHAN, Attorney

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of the Executive Legal Director
Washington, D.C. 20555
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PROCEEDINGS

Whereupon,

GEORGE MICHAEL ORLOV,
called for examination by counsel for the Intervenors, after

being duly sworn under oath, was examined and testified as

follows:
EXAMINATION
BY MR. GUILD:
Q Mr. Orlov, would you state your full name and

your business address for the record, please?

A George Michael Orlov, Braidwood Station,
Braidwood, Illinois.

Q And by whom are you employed and in what
capacity?

A I am a consultant to Commonwealth Edison, and I
am currently the staff assistant to the project manager.

Q By whom are you employed?

A I am technically self employed, but I am under
a consulting contract through Science Applications of
McLean, Virginia.

0 My name is Bob Guild. I am counsel for the

Intervenors in the Braidwood licensing proceeding, and I
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understand you have submitted affidavits in support of
Applicant's December 20th Motion for Summary Disposition,
and principally I would like to ask you questions about
those affidavits today.

Have you seen a copy of this document? 1It's the

January 30, 1986 Notice of Depositions directed to you, among

others.
(Witness reviewinag document.)
A Yes, I have seen this document.
Q This particular copy happens to be an exhibit to

Mr. Cieseker's deposition, and I would ask that a substitute
copy of this document be marked as Orlov Deposition Exhibit
No. 1 for identificat:~n.
(Orlov Deposition Exhibit No. 1
was marked for identification.,)
BY MR. GUILD:
0 On the second page of that document, Mr. Orlov,
there i1s a request that you produce documents, and have
you brought any documents with you responsive to that
request?
A Yes, I have.

Q Could you identify those for me, please?
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A I have brought copies of both affidavits, I

guess for my general reference.

Q And those are an affidavit in support of --

A 12E and 12F.

Q 12E and 12F. Thank you.

A I brought a copy <f BCAP letter No., 45, dated
May 23, 1985 from Byers to Hansel of the ERC. Attached to
it is a copy of a letter from Hansel to Kaushal, No. BCAP 13(

dated January 28, 1985. And attached to that is an

obsexvation by the ERC, which is the independent expert

overview group, and I believe it is identified as BCAP

Observation No. 7, dated the 14th of January, 1985.

I believe it also contains BCAP's response to
that observation.

I have here another letter from the ERC, Hansel
to Kaushal, Letter No. BCAP 261, dated June 4, 1985.

I have a letter from Dan Shamblin, Project
Construction Department, to Ninu Kaushal, Letter No. BR/PCD85-
43, dated January 15, 1985.

I have with me also copies of two inspection
reports by the NRC. I will try and get you the number here.

One is dated February 13, 1985, and I believe it is 85-02,
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which would be the shortened version. We will skip the
construction permit numbers.

Q All right.

A Another one is dated March 8, 1985, Inspection
Report -- and it is 85-06.

I have here a copy of a surveillance report by
the Braidwood QA Site Organization. It is Surveillance
Report No. 41-51, report date February 14, 1985.

I have here a letter, BCAP Memo No. 969, dated
March 25, 1985, from Ninu Kaushal to various personnel in
the BCAP organization.

Attached to it is a letter from Neil Smith,
letter to Ninu Kaushal, letter No. BRD 15269, dated
March 22, 1985. And I have another copy of the same letter
from Shamblin to Kaushal.

I have here alsc a draft of a response to the
ERC Observation No. 7.

MR. STEPTOE: Excuse me. George, would you
explain how that draft was copied?

THE WITNESS: Certainlv. This consists of two
pages. One I Xeroxed from an original, a pencil original,
and the other one consists of an original which has the bot-

tom half represented here *hat was Xeroxed and cut and




20

21

22

pasted onto an original here. I do have the original in

my possession back at the office. You can see they are

e —————————————————————

two different handwritings. The bottom is by Sam Crow,
and that's a copy that was cut and pasted onto the top.
BY MR. GUILD:

Whose handwriting is the top?

Phil Lau wrote the top of that and this.

The first page?

Yes.

And how do you spell that gentleman's name, pleasei
I=a=a,

Thank you.

PO P OO P OO P O

And the bottom is Sam Crow's handwriting.
MR. STEPTOE: Just to be clear, Mr. Orlov, did
you do that cutting and pasting in preparation for this
deposition?

THE WITNESS: No. Mr. Phil Lau basically took
a draft of Mr, Sam Crow's draft, and he did the cutting and
pasting himself and presented his draft as we see it now to
me. So that is his cutting and pasting, not mine.
BY MR. GUILD:

Q Now, those documents, do they relate to one of the




sub-items and not to the other?

A They relate to cne or the other.

Q So those are the totality of the documents that
you brought?

A Yes, that's correct. There are other documents
that are attached to the affidavits, I believe.

Q That were served along with the Motion for
Summary Disposition?

A Yes, correct.

MR. GUILD: I would like to ask that the
documents that Mr. Orlov has just identified be marked as
Group Exhibit 2 to his deposition.

(Orlov Depusition Group Exhibit No. 2
was marked for identification.)

MR. GUILD: And let's omit, if we can, from the
deposition the affidavits that have been filed with the

Motion for Summary Disposition, and the two NRC inspection

reports, and all of those matters are filed in the proceeding

already.

Mr. Steptoe, if I could ask if at some point during
a break we could make a copy of the document so that we can
include one with the record and let Mr., Orlov retain his

originals?
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MR. STEPTOE: Sure.
BY MR. GUILD:
Q Mr. Orlov, let's start with item 2E. I have
before me the packet of information that the Applicant filed

in support of its Motion for Summary Disposition on that

sub-item.
A Excuse me. Is that 2E or 12E?
Q 12 E is what I meant to say. Do you have that?
A Yes.
Q Including your affidavit, and I see an affidavit

of 12 pages or testimony of 12 pages in length that is
appended to a one-page affidavit. 1Is that your affidavit in
support of the motion on this sub-item 12E?

A Yes, it is.

Q All right.

How did you come to prepare that affidavit?

A Well, Mr. Steptoe provided me with a list of
questions, which you see represented here, and I supplied
him with answers, which are all presented here.

Q All right. And did you draft the answers?

A Yes, I did.

Q Did anyone assist you in drafting those answers?
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A No.

Q Did anyone other than Mr. Steptoe review that
draft?

A To my knowledge, no. I know of no other person.

Q Can you identify, please, any changes that were

made to your draft that resulted in the testimony that has
been filed?

A Certainly. On page 12 at the very top of the
page, you see, "I have been informed that steps PCD has
taken to resolve this concern are discussed in Mr. Gieseker's
affidavit in response to Contention Item 3C." Mr. Steptoe
informed me of that and added that to the draft, and I

concurred with that.

Q Any other changes?

A Other than there were a few typos in this item,
no.

Q Let's turn, then, to your affidavit in support

of Item 12F. I see an affidavit of one page and testimony
attached of 14 pages. 1Is that your testimony, Mr. Orlov?
A Yes, it is.
Q And how did you come to prepare that testimony?

A In a manner identical to previously discussed




under 12E. Mr. Steptoe provided me with a list of questions,
for which I then drafted answers.

Q Did anyone assist you in drafting the answers?

A No.

Q Did anyone else review those answers or those
drafts other than Mr. Steptoe and you?

Not to my knowledge.

Were any changes made to your draft?

Yes, there were.

Can you identify those, please?

Certainly. On page 6 you will see at the top of
the page an excerpt from Procedure PGC P40. I had just
referenced in my draft those paragraph numbers, and Mr.
Steptoe wrote them out for me.

Q Any other changes, sir?
A Question 29 and Answer 29. I believe Mr. Steptoe

added the last sentence, "I agree with the discussion of

this point which appears in Mr. Smith's affidavit." Again,

I was not aware of Mr. Smith's affidavi: at the time I was
writing this, and Mr. Steptoe provided that linkage to
another affidavit submitted under this contention. And, of

course, I agree with that statement.




Also, in Question No. 26 there again is a
reference in the first lines of Mr. Hunsader's affidavit.
This was, ayain, provided by Mr. Steptoe as a reference to
another affidavit submitted under this contention, and
again, I agree with that.

Q Any other changes?

A Not to my knowledge.

Q Let me take a moment and look at these documents
you have provided.

(Pause.)

Mr. Orlov, at page 12 of your affidavit with
respect to sub-item 12E, you referred to the steps which
Commonwealth Edison Company's Project Construction Division
is taking to resolve the concern.

Do you understand that NCRs were originated to
identify the nonconforming conditions documented in the BCAP
observation?

A Could you repeat your question?
Q Sure. Did CECo issue NCRs documenting the BCAP
observation regarding the use of Level I inspectors?

A I personally don't know. I imagine that by the

program they were required to, but BCAP does not follow up
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the corrective actions.

Q You are not aware of whether they have, then, or
not?

A No.

(J And you haven't reviewed any NCRs if such have

been issued?

A No.

Q You need to keep your voice up a little bit so

she can pick you up, Mr. Orlov.
A Certainly.
Q A little bit about your background, Mr. Orlov.

When did you obtain your bachelor's degree, sir?

A Officially, February 1978.

Q How about your master's?

A Same date.

0 Was your employment at the Zimmer Nuclear Power

Station your initial employment at a nuclear generating
facility under construction?

A That's correct.

Q How do you use the term "seconded" that appears
on the second line of page 2 of your affidavit?

A It's usually pronounced "secunded," and it means
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that I was an outside employee brought into the organization
of Cincinnati Gas and Electric and acted as an employee for
Cincinnati Gas and Electric Company in their organization.

Q Were you employed by them, by Cincinnati Gas
and Electric?

A No. I was employed by Science Applications. T
believe I state that.

Q Can you get a reference for me?

A No, I guess not. I assumed that "secunded" would
be understood to mean that I still belonged to SAI. I'm
sorry.

Q You are wrong, Mr. Orlov. It didn't mean anything
to me, I'm afraid.

A Well, it's a commonly-used phrase, but perhaps
not in your circles.

Q Not in my circles, I'm afraid.

What were your duties in the capacities in which

you were employed at the Zimmer facility?

A At what time?
Q Well, start at the beginning and work to the end,
please.

A Okay. In May of '81 I held the position of
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quality engineer in Cincinnati Gas and Electric Company's

organization. They were the owner.

Q

A
Q
A

And that was your title, quality engineer?
Correct.
And your duties in that capacity?

Well, I had many duties, and I will try an

a few of them for you.

Q

How about focusing on the principal ones,

most important ones.

A

d list

the

Okay. My principal function was to perform a

review for the client, Cincinnati Gas and Electric Company,

of the nonconformance reports and their dispositions, which

were initiated by the constructor, Henry J. Kaiser Company.

I also reviewed and approved procedures fo

company for the client. They were Kaiser procedures.

Q

r that

recama]

In what disciplines did you perform the NCR review

and the procedure review?

» O » O P

Piping, mechanical and welding, primarily.
What kind of welding?

Both ASME Section 3 and AWS Dl1.1.

Any other areas, other disciplines?

Yes, I had some involvement in structural-related




work, welding and erection of structural steel.

0 All right. Those are your principal duties as
the quality engineer?

A Those were my principal duties, ves.

Q And in other capacities at the Zimmer facility?

A Starting in October of 1982 in the position of
Assistant Director of the Quality Confirmation Program,
I provided management direction and technical assistance for
the quality confirration program.

Then later I became the Director of the Quality
Confirmation Program. T believe that date was September 1983.
At that same time I also became the Director of the PVQC,
the program to verify the quality of construction.

Q And what were your duties in those capacities?

A As director I had responsibility for the

implementation of those programs, personnel, technical

direction, management reports to upper management.
To sum it up, I ran those tw. programs.
Q To whom did you report when you were quality
engineer?
A Doug Schulte.

0 How do you spell his last name?




10

1§ |

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

2)

22

18

A S~¢c~h-u~l=-t-e.

Q What was Mr. Schulte's position?

A He was the Director of Quality Engineering for
Cincinnati Gas and Electric. As Assistant Director for the

Quality Confirmation program, I reported to the Director of
the Quality Confirmation Program, James Shaffer.

Q How do you spell that?

A S~h-a~f-f-e-r.

Q And in your capacity as director?

A I reported to Dave Hyster, who was the manager of

PVQC and support services.

Q I'm sorry. His title again? Manager of?

A Manager, PVQC and support services.

Q Was Mr. Hyster at the site?

A Yes, he was.

Q Did yu hold any positions after the position of

director of those programs?

A I believe in 1984, February -- or actually January
21, 1984, Zimmer was cancelled. I stayed on for about another
month, and then came to Braidwood in February, late
February 1984.

Q And in what capacity did you come to Braidwood?
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A I came to Braidwood as a consultant.
Q And by whom were you employed?
A Again, I am an independent consultant, and that

would have been through Science Applications.

Q What is Science Applications' role in your
employment?
A I have been employed with them for seven years,

and they at this point in time have secunded me into the
Commonwealth Edison organization, and I believe Commonwealth

Edison's organization's term for it is loaned servant.

Q L-o-a-n-e-d?
A Yes, as in debt.
Q What is the nature of your relationship with

Science Applications? Do they simply place you in the
position you hold or are you employed by them?

A Initially I was employed by them from January
1979 to May of 1981. Then I took a leave of absence from
the company to become a consultant, and I have been with
the company ever since in that capacity. In terms of being
placed in my pcsition at Braidwood, I created that position
myself through efforts of my own. However, the administra-

tive details are handed by Science Applications.
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Q And you are technically on leave from them?
A Correct.
Q Was the work of the Quality Confirmation Program

or the program to verify tne quality of construction at
the Zimmer Nuclear Power Station ever evaluated by the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission?

A When you say "evaluated," do you mean the
program itself, the execution of the program?

Q In any respect, but start with that first.

A Well, I believe the Quality Confirmation Program
was developed in concert with the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion, Region III as to its scope and responsibilities and
directions. The PVQC was also approved, the program itself
was approved by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

In addition, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
performed inspections of both the QCP and the PVQC.

Q Did the NRC ever identify items of noncompliance
with respect to the two programs in which you were employed?

MR. STEPTOE: Objection, relevance. The witness
may answer.
THE WITNESS: I am trying to remember. To the

best of my current recollection, no. I am sure I could
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refresh my recollection by going through the entire set of
NRC files and inspection reports, but that's about the only
way I could do that.

Q And you don't recall any off-hand?

A No.

Q Would you recall if there were any, given your
knowledge of the NRC's evaluation and review of your
programs?

MR. STEPTOE: Objection. That calls for
speculation. The witness can inswer.

THE WITNESS: Could you repeat the question?

BY MR. GUILD:

Q Sure. Would you know, given your involvement in
the NRC's review or evaluation of those programs, would the
existence of an item of noncompliance have come to your
attention?

A Oh, certainly. I would have been responsible for
addressing it.

Q What were the objectives of, first, the quality
confirmation program?

A The quality confirmation program was, as its

title suggests, a program to confirm the quality of
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construction at Zimmer. It initially had, I believe,
eleven tasks that related to different aspects of construc-
tion at Zimmer.

Q All right.

And the program to verify the quality of
construction?

A The PVQC was, I guess, a superset of the QCP.
It was to verify all construction at Zimmer. That is, all
safety-related construction.

Q And how is that distinguished from the quality
confirmation program? .

A The quality confirmation program had distinct
tasks, distinct areas of the plant at which it looked. I
believe it started at 11 or 12 and ended up as 16 distinct
areas of construction.

Q rid those programs succeed in accomplishing
those objectives?

MR. STEPTOE: Objection, relevance. The witness
may answer.

THE WITNESS: Not all of the tasks had come to
fruition or to completion at the time Zimmer was terminated

or cancelled. I believe a number of the programs, of the
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tasks, were completed and did validate to a certain
extent the quality of construction at Zimmer,

Q Did the NRC evaluate and verify the accomplishment
of those objectives?

A For certain ones they had, yes. Specifically
task 5, which dealt with radiography, the interpretation of
radiographic film. I believe Kevin Ward had reviewed the
results of that program.

Q Did they evaluate and conclude that they could
not verify the accomplishment of those objectives with
rﬂgard to any other tasks?

A That would be speculation on my part. I

could not answer that.

Q You are not aware if they did or didn't?

A Did or didn't what?

0 Verify the accomplishment of objectives in other
areas.

A Well, it would have been hard for them for the

ones that had not yet been completed.
Q Well, that may or may not be the case, but could
you answer the question directly? 1If you don't understand,

I will try to restate it again.
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MR. STEPTOE: Could you restate the question?
MR. GUILD: I will trv. ‘
BY MR. GUILD:

Q Did the NRC conclude that it was unable to
verify the accomplishment of objectives under either of
these programs in any other areas? You stated one area
where they did verify the accomplishment of that objective.

A No, they never had a problem with inability to
verify our conclusions.

) Well, again, the objective you stated of the
programs was to verify the quality of construction. Were
there any areas in which the NRC at Zimmer, to your knowledge,
conciuded that they were unable to verify the quality of
construction?

MR. STEPTOE: Relevance objection.

THE WITNESS: Could you repeat that guestion one
more time?

MR. GUILD: I will try one more time, Mr. Orlov.

THE WITNESS: It's a difficult concept, but I will
listen very carefully this time.

BY MR. GUILD:

Q All right. Well, why don't you tell me what the
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difficulty is and then I will try to reframe the question
to respond to what difficulty you perceive in it.

A It's a matter of the NRC's role in that I am
having some difficulty understanding exactly -- I didn't
know that the NRC was charged with that particular duty.
I'm having some trouble understanding the question in that
regard. But if you could try and rephrase it, I will try
and listen very carefully.

Q Well, do you understand that the NRC has
responsibility for determining that a nuclear facility,
subject to its licensing, has been constructed in such a
fashion as to reasonable assure that it will operate safely?

A Certainly.

Q Well, in that regard, did I understand correctly
that the objective of these programs that you directed was
to verify the adequacy of construction at the facility?

A Correct.

Q And the NRC's task in part was to evaluate your
program to determine whether on the basis of your program
it could conclude that the facility was constructed safely.

A Certainly.

Q Now, the focus of my question is are you aware of
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Q How about the QCP?

A The QCP was able to draw some conclusions on
some tasks which it had completed at that point in time. I
believe I gave you one example was Task 5.

Q Yes. Any others?

A Again, I would have to refresh my memory as to
what those tasks were. 1 believe we were well under way
on Task 1, which is structural steel inspections, and a few
others. I believe there may have been two or three draft
reports written that would have summarized the conclusions
for those tasks.

Q Tasks 1 and 5?

A Again, I know there was a report written for
Task 5. I don't believe a report, in fact, was written for
Task 1 at that point in time, the point in time being
February 1984. And I don't recollect exactly which other
tasks had come to that state of conclusion.

Q Did the NRC identify any deficiencies in the
aspects of the program that it had reviewed?

MR, STEPTOE: At one time? Excuse me.

BY MR.GUILD:

Q Any time. First the quality confirmation program,

———
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MR. STEPTOE: I will object, asked and answered,
but the witness may answer.

THE WITNESS: Could you repeat your question?

BY MR. GUILD:

Q Did the NRC identify any deficiencies in the
quality confirmation program?

A I remember vaguely that Mr. Forney of the NRC
had a question regarding the processing of one of the
nonconformance reports which were written -- which were
evaluated by Task 7 of QCPF.

Q And what was the subject of that task?

A To review previously voided ncenconformance
reports, nonconformance reports that were written by Henry
J. Kaiser and voided by the organization.

Q Do you recall any other deficiencies?

A Not that I'm aware of.

Q Had you been responsible for previously

reviewing those NCRs?
A Myself personally?
Yes.
No.

In your capacity as a quality engineer?
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A D

Q That was not within the scope of work that you
described earlier in your testimony?

MR. STEPTOE: Excuse me. I'm lost a little bit.
Could you explain what "that" refers to? And in your
previous question you referred to NCRs, in plural, and I'm
a little lost right now.

MR. GUILD: I will try to help.

BY MR. GUILD:

Q The NCR that Mr. Forney expressed a question
about -- I'm not sure that was your word, but identified --
was that within the scope of work that you previously
described in your capacity as quality engineer?

A No. As of April 8, 1981, the voiding of non-
conformance reports by Henry J. Kaiser ceased. Under QCP,
the nonconformance reports that had been voided prior to
May of '81, April of '8l were reviewed. In my function as

quality engineer, I reviewed those nonconformance reports

that were __ [t voided, but rather dispositioned, again,

after. They were dispositioned after April 8, 1981.
Q Did the NRC identify any deficiencies in the

guality confirmation program -- I'm sorry, the program to
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verify the quality of construction?
No, not to my knowledge.
Do you know a Pat Gwynn?
Yes, I do.

Who is Mr. Gwynn?

roO P 0O P

Mr. Gwynn was during the '83-'84 time period,
an NRC resident inspector at Zimmer.

Q Did you know him in that capacity?

A Yes, I did.

Q Do you know a Worley O. Puckett, W-o-r-l-e-y
P-u-c~k=e=~-t-t?

MR. STEPTOE: Objection. What is the relevance
of this line of questioning to Contention Item 12E or 12F?

BY MR. GUILD:

Q I would like the questicn answered.

MR. STEPTOE: Well, presumably that's why you
asked it, but it seems to me what you are attempting to do
is ask a question with respect to another contention item,
that is, Contention Item 2, I believe, and I think that is
in contravention with your agreement with Mr. Gallo of last
week.

MR, GUILD: I disagree, and I would like the
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question answered. It's within the scope of the notice of

deposition, within any agreements that I had with Mr.
Gallo, it is relevant to this contention, it is relevant to
the quality assurance at Braidwood, and I would like the
question answered, please.

Are you going to instruct the witness not to
answer the question?

MR. STEPTOE: I will tell you what I have in
mind. I am not prepared for this line, based on your
representation to Mr. Gallo that your questioning would be
directed towards Contention Items 12E and 12F. However, I
am willing to take 20 minutes with this witness and go and
try and get Mr. Miller or Ms. Kezelis, I believe, who were
handling Contention Item 2 in this office, prepare the
witness to respond to this line of inquiry. I think that
is a reasonable offer under the circumstances.

MR. GUILD: Well, you can do as you choose. 1
would like the question answered and I would like it answered
now. I will state for the record that your co-counsel, Mr,
Gallo, was present during the deposition of Mr. Puckett =-- or
Mr. Miller was present during the deposition of Mr. Puckett.

Either one or both of those gentlemen, perhaps Ms. Kezelis,
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as well, were fully informed that I intended toask Mr. Orlov
this very series of qguestions, and that was at least -- well,
I can find out what the date of the Puckett deposition was,
but it wasn't yesterday and it wasn't the day before, and

it was probably last week sometime, counsel. They certainly
had full notice that this was a subject that was going to be
discussed with Mr. Orlov. 1In fact, I recall one of your
colleagues making the observation, probably on the record,
that it appears that the answer to a ser.es of gquestions
that I had directed to Mr. Puckett were very likely to be
answered by Mr. Orlov at his deposition today.

So they fully anticipated this line of questioning
would be covered. Now again, if I have to make the point one
more time, as I made yesterday, I have no agreement with
Mr. Gallo that this line of guestioning was beyond the scope
of the deposition I intended to take of Mr. Orlov, and if
you believe to the contrary, instruct your witness not to
answer the question, and we will litigate this one, Mr.
Steptoe.

But I think the real problem is one of lack of
communication between you and your colleague, and today's

repetition of this dispute and perhaps enhancement of this

|




w0

10

11

12

13

19

20

21

22

33

dispute demonstrates even more clearly to me that you
simply do not know what your colleagues have been deing
with respect to commitments they have made in this litigationw

Please ask Mr. Miller, if you want. Take as
much time as you like. Fine. Please do ask Mr. Miller,
please do ask Mr. Gallo, please do ask Ms. Kezelis
exactly what transpired during Mr. Puckett's deposition on
this very point.

Now, I would like the question answered untutored
by counsel. 1T would like the answer to be spontaneous and
I would like tb~ answer not to be subject to whatever
discussions you may have with Mr. Orlov on the subject or
with anyone else.

So my desire is that the pending question be
answered.

MR. STEPTOE: Well, with respect to tutoring, at
least as conceivably used in 2n offensive way -- and I don't
interpret it that way -- however we do, and any good lawyer
will prepare his witness for the line of questioning. Now,
I haven't had an opportunity to do that. You said I could
take as much time as I would like. I would like to take 20

minutes right now to talk with Mr. Miller.
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Can we recess?

MR. GUILD: Well, it is over my objection because
not only do I believe that it is improper in the midst of
a line of gquestioning that is clearly within the scope of
the deposition as understood by counsel to interrvupt the
deposition to confer with your witness on the subject, so
I object to that. You couldn't take the witness down from
the stand on cross-examination, Mr. Steptoe, so that you
could counsel with the witness after the question has been
put. It would be highly improper and I object to it.

Now, notwithstanding my objection, if you choose
to recess the deposition and consult with your witness, I
would ask that the record reflect that and reflect that it
is being done over my objection.

MR. STEPTOE: Fine. Would you like to continue
on another subject rather than take the recess right now?

MR. GUILD: No, sir. I would like to pursue the

line of questioning that I choose.

MR. STEPTOE: All right. Let's take this 20-minutg

recess.
(Recess. )

MR. GUILD: I ask t!,.: record to reflect the

!
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' ! recess. We are resuming the deposition, and I would like
. the pencing question answered, please.
3 THE WITNE3S: Could you repeat the question,
s please?
5 BY MR. GUILD:
6 Q Do you know Worley O. Puckett?
7 A I don't know him persona y. I have had dealings

8| with him at Zimmer.
9 Q What were those dealings?
10 A Well, as both guality engineer and quality

n confirmation program assistant director and then director,

12 I reviewed some of his work.
. 13 Q What work?
14 A Specifically, disposition of nonconformance
15 reports, welder qualifications that were under his scope

16 of purview. That would probably be the two major areas.
Vz MR. MILLER: Excuse me. May I have the second

'8 of the two?

19 (The reporter read the reccrd as requested.)
20 BY MR. GUILD:

21 Q Did you ever meet Mr. Puckett?

L A Yes.
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Q When?

A I first met him -- when I say met him, I ran
into him in the hall at Zimmer, probably at the end of 1981.

Q Middle or end of '81?

A Yes.

Q How do you know it war Puckett? Did you speak to
him?

A No, I didn't, but I went by his office and,

well, he is a rather distinctive-looking person if you take
a look at the tattoos on his arms. 1It's hard to miss. And
he had a number of signs in his office describing what one

would call him, and it made it quite clear that it was Mr.

Puckett.
Q What do you mean?
A Well, there was a sign that said "Puckett, Just

Puckett," and a number of other ornaments around the office
that resembled his name.

Q What do you mean?

A Posters with "Puckett" on maybe a piece of wood
with "Puckett" burned into it. Things like that. I
distinctly remember the sign saying "Puckett, Just Puckett."
That always amused me, so it sticks in my recollection.

Q Did you meet him?




A Do you mean did we shake hands and say hello?
What do you mean by meet him?

Q Did you speak to him?

A Yes, I did ask him for something once upon a time.
I walked into his office, and I believe I asked him for a
list of welder quali.ications at one time, and I also =-=- 1
believe he was in a few Material Review Board neetings, those
meetings at which we discussed nonconformance dispositions.

Q In which Mr. Puckett was present?

I believe so, ves.

A
Q Any other contact with Mr. Puckett?
A

Never away from Zimmer. I did run into him at
Braidwood here while he was in his job interview at L.K.
Comstock.
Q Let me stop you. I just misunderstood your
last answer.
Other than the contacts T7ou describe at Zimmer,
did you lLiave any other contacts with Mr., Puckett at the Zimmer
facility?
A Do you mean personally or professionally?
Q Well, any other contacts.

A I had very little direct contact with him, if that
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is what you mean.

Q Did you have indirect contact with him?

A Certainly.

Q If so, can you tell me what that was?

A Well, nonconformance reports that would have

been dispositioned, welder qualifications that would have
been signed by him, those are the types of things that I
would have been responsible for reviewing.

Q You reviewed paperwork that Mr. Puckett had some
role in processing?

A Correct.,
His name on them, perhaps?

Correct.

c ¥ O

I'm sorry. I interrupted you when you were
saying after Zimmer at Braidwood you had some contact with
Mr. Puckett. Would you describe that, please?

A Certainly. I was doing some work regarding
BCAP. I was, I believe, looking at some things in the vault
at L.K. Comstock, and I just happened to meet Mr. Puckett
there. I believe he was being interviewed for a position at
L.K. Comstock.

Q At the time that you ran into him?
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A Correct. At least that's what he led me to
believe. He said I'm here on an interview.

Q So you spoke to him on the subject?

A Yes, very briefly. I was just going into an office,
I believe he was going out of that office.

Q The vault?

A No, it was not the vault at that time -- I believe
it was someone's office in order that I could access to the

vault or ask questions about where the records were kept.

Q Do you know whose office it was?

A No.

Q In the Comstock building?

A It may have been Seese's, but I really didn't know

anybody at Comstock at the time.

0] All right., And this would have been spring of

'84?

A Yes, mostly likely.

Q Can you recall any more particularly when this
was?

A Well, it would have to have been before June or

July of '84, and it would have to have been on or after

March of '84.
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Q April, May of '84?

A It may very well have been. I don't keep dates
quite like that in my memory. It didn't mean much to me at
the time.

Q Mr. Puckett informed you that he was being
interviewed for a job at Comstock?

A It was either Puckett or one of the people in

(omstock right after I had crossed with Mr. Puckett, crossed

paths with Mr. Puckett. I assumed that he was being
interviewed because he was wearing a suit and a tie. On a

construction site that usually means you are being inter-

viewed, and I believe I confirmed that he was being interviewed

Q So you don't recall whether Mr. Puckett told you

that or not? It may have been someone else?

A I don't recall. 1In fact, I had someone with me,
Mike Kopp.

Q How do you spell the gentleman's name?

A K-o-p-p. He may have been the one who asked

Worley, what are you doing here, and he may have responded
to Mr. Kopp in passing. I don't recall whether I engaged in
conversation with Mr. Puckett or not.

Q Who is Mr. Kopp?
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A Mr. Kopp is =-- he works currently in the Project

Construction Department.

Q In what capacity?

A Construction engineer.

Q And in what capacity was he working at the time?
A He was involved in BCAP at the time.

Q In what respect?

A At that point in time I don't know. It may have

been a number of things.

Q In any event, through one of those means you
learned that Mr. Puckett was being interviewed for a position
with Comstock?

A Correct.

Q Did you learn what position he was being inter-
viewed for?

A I believe it had something to do with the QC
Department.

Q Do you know what it had to do with the QC
Department?

A I don't know based on my recollection of those
events. I have later since learned that he was interviewing

for a position of Level III inspector, and that is based on
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my reading of depositions and, in fact, your contention
items and documents related to the contention.

Q Have you read Mr. Puckett's deposition?

A I have not read it. 7T priefly scanned through a
number of pages but have not been able to take the time to
read the entire thing, and that is his first deposition, not
his second deposition.

Q Have you discussed with counsel the subject of
Mr. Puckett and your dealings with him?

A I was just informed that my name had been brought
up in Mr. Puckett's deposition.

Q When you say "just informed," do you mean during

the recess in your deposition?

A Mo, That wasn't discussed at all.
Q When do you mean?
A I believe it was -- it may have been Wednesday of

this week, sometime this week.
Q Was it after you received notice that your

deposition was to be taken?

A Yes, I would say so.
Q And who informed you?
A Mr. Miller.
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Q What did Mr. Miller tell you?

A He said: By the way -- and I believe I was walking
out of a particular trailer and he was walking in, perhaps =--
your n was brought up in Mr. Puckett's deposition.

2 Did he tell you anything else?

A  He informed me that Mr. Puckett claimed that Mr.
Gwynii, I believe, called me up regarding Mr. Puckett's
past experiences at Zimmer.

Q Did counsel show you the transcript of Mr.
Puckett's deposition testimony on that subject?

A I have never seen Mr. Puckett's deposition

transcript on that subject.

Q What portions of Mr. Puckett's deposition did you
review?
A Again, I did not review =-- 1 have not seen any

of the transcript for his second derusition, I think on the
6th of February. 1I briefly scar.ued certain sections of his
first deposition. I tried to just get a flavor for it,
Again, I didn't have time to read the entire thing.

Q What was the purpose of your review of that
portion of Mr. Puckett's deposition?

A My own personal interest, and I try and scan as
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Q Had you received any particular auidance or
instructions from counsel about reviewing the deposition?

A No.

Q Had your attention been directed to any particular

portions of Mr. Puckett's deposition?

A No.
Q You simply chose the portions yourself?
A I walked over to Licensina and said: Do you have

a copy of Mr. Puckett's deposition, may I look at it? And
they said yes. They handed me a copy and I proceeded in
about five minutes to briefly scan through as quickly as I
could to get a flavor for it. It's not my job function to
do that, so I didn't want to spend much time reviewing that
deposition.
Again, that's the first deposition.
Q All right.
Did Mr. Miller or other counsel ask you questions
regarding your dealings with Mr. Puckett?
A Yes, they did.
Q What did they ask you?

A They asked me to describe briefly my dealings
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with Mr. Puckett.

Q What did you tell them?

A I told them that I had dealt with Mr. Puckect in
reviewing some work that he had done at Zimmer in both his
capacity as quality engineer and as assistant director and
directcr of the quality confirmation program, and that I
felt that his work was not the greatest, to summarize it.

I don't recollect exactly how I described Mr. Puckett's work,
but it was not complimentary.

Q D'd counsel ask you whether you had had any
conversations with Mr. Gwynn regarding Mr. Puckett?

A They didn't ask me that, no.

Q Did you relate any conversations to them regarding
Mr. Puckett?

A Yes, I did.

Q And what did you tell counsel?

A I told counsel that I called Pat Gwynn up at
FERMI and asked him if he remembered a particular notice of
violation or an item of noncompliance or some other infraction
that the NRC would have initiated at the Zimmer station
regarding Mr. Puckett. Basically, I had a remembrance of

an occurrence where Mr., Puckett had issued a welder
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qualification card to a welder without the requisite backup
documentation that would be required to issue such a card. }

I had some involvement in reviewing the responses
to that item of noncompliance while I was at Zimrer, and so
I remembered it rather well, but I didn't remember whether
it was an item of noncompliance or an open item or an
unresolved item, and I was trying to confirm with Mr. Gwynn
whether or not it was an open item or an unresolved item or
an item of noncompliance.

Q A'l right. And what did you say to Mr. Gwynn?

A Again, I relayed my recollection of the occurrences
at Zimmer. Basically, I remembered that there was an NRC
question about activities in which he was involved.

0 "He" meaning Mr. Puckett?

A Yes, Mr. Puckett. And that it related to the
issuance of a welder card to a welder who would not have
actually been gqualified for the process in which he was
issued the welder qualification card. I told him that I
did remember that item, and I remember reviewing the responses
and reviewing the NRC's discussion of that, and I simply
asked him was that an item of noncompliance or was it =- how

shall we say =~ an unresolved item, an open item. And he
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responded that, to his recollection, it was an item of

noncompliance.
Q Did Mr. Gwynn have anything else today?
No.

A
Q Did you say anything else to him?
A

I said: How are you doing? And he said: Fine

We didn't talk long.

Q Did he ask you why you wanted to know?

A I told him that Mr. Puckett was applying for a

position here and that I just wanted to refresh my

recollection on certain of Mr. Puckett's activities.

Q Did he ask you any more about that?

A No.

Q And when was this conversation with Mr. Gwynn?
A Again, it would have been probably the second

quarter of 1984. Again, I can't pin down the exact date.

Q All right., Was it close in time to the encounter

that you had with Mr. Puckett =-=-

A It would have had to have been after that,
obviously.
Q Yes.

A Although the specific dates I don't remember. 1

47
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think it may have been after -- because I remember the desk
from which I called. It would have had to have been after
the end of March, perhaps the beginning of April, and bhefore
December of '84 because that's when I moved out of that area.

Q All right.

And what did you do with the information that you
obtained from Mr. Gwynn?

A What did I do with that information?

Q Yes.

A I certainly catalogued it in my memory in order
to refresh my recollection,

Q Anything else?

A Well, not with that particular piece of informa-
tion, but even before that, with other pieces of information,
I had previously gone,before my conversation with Mr. Gwynn,
to Mr, Shamblin and discussed with him my reservations over
Comstock's hiring of Mr. Puckett in any quality-related
matter, any quality-related activity.

Q And you had that conversation with Mr. Shamblin
before the conversation with Mr. Gwynn.

A Yes.

Q And can you tell me when that conversation happened
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A Well, it probably would have been shortly after
Mr. Puckett got hired, although maybe not after he got hired.
After I learned that he got hired by running into him
again.

Q Let me pin that down, now. You ran into Mr,
Puckett a second time?

A Yes. I saw him over in Comstock once again, and I
found out that he was hired.

Q How did you find that out?

A Well, he was working there, so I assumed that he

had been hived.

Q Did you have conversation with Mr. Puckett?
A Not at that time. Not to my recollection.
Q Did you have any conversation with anyone else

at Comstock about Mr. Puckett?

A At that time, no.

Q Then you went to Mr., Shamblin?

A Yes.
Q And what did you say to Mr. Shamblin?
A I believe I told you that once before. I expressed

my concern that Mr. Puckett has been hired or had been hired
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in a position that related to quality-affected activities.

Q And what, specifically, did you say to Mr. Shamblin

about Mr. Puckett?

A Specifically I can't remember. It has been almost
two years now. But I related to him a few of the experiences
at Zimmer regarding the qualification of welders, Mr. Puc-
kett's knowledge of the Code, briefly that.

Q Well, why don't you tell me what those experiences
were, the ones that you related to Mr. Shamblin, as much
information as you can about what you told Mr. Shamblin about
Mr. Puckett.

A I expressed a basic opinion regarding Mr.
Puckett's qualifications to act in a position of responsibil=-
ity regarding quality-related work or safety-related work,
and I expressed my concern that a person like that probably
wouldn't help Comstock much in its endeavors.

I tried to relate to him the problems that arose
at Zimmer regarding the welding program, and I informed Mr.
Shamblin that ultimately, in my opinion, the concerns in
the welding area, especially the ongoing welding in 1982,
and the qualification of welders in 1982 --

0 At Braidwood, now?

}
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A No, at Zimmer. Were a concern to the NRC such
that in my opinion it led to the show cause order of
November of 1982.

Q You told Mr. Shamblin that the welding concerns,
in your judgment, were what led to the November 1982 show
cause order?

A Correct.

Q And those welding concerns were concerns that

you related to Mr. Puckett?

A No. Oh, related to Mr. Puckett?

Q Yes., You identified those as relating to Mr.
Puckett?

A I basically =--

Q I am sorry. You tell me. I'm not trying to put

words in your mouth.

A I understand. When you said represented, I mis-
understood as 1 presented them to Mr. Puckett. That's where
I got caught up.

No. 1 basically described Mr., Puckett's position
in the welding department at Zimmer and basically described
his position of responsibility for, at the end, welder

gqualification, and earlier in weld procedures, and earlier
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yet in weld inspections.

Q You described those to Mr, Shamblin, then?

A Yes.

Q And what did you tell Mr. Shamblin about Mr.
Puckett in those regards?

A Well, again -- I will repeat myself and will go
into more detail, if you like.

Q I don't want you to repeat yourself; I just
want you to address -- now, you said you told Mr. Shamblin
what Mr. Puckett's responsibilities had been in certain
areas.

A Yes.

Q Now, I would like for you to tell me in more
specific detail what you told Mr. Shamblin concerning Mr.
Puckett's responsibilities for certain areas.

A Okay. I again told Mr. Shamblin that Mr. Puckett
had been responsible for the qualification of welders at
Zimmer and that that responsibility or some involvement in
that responsibility cculd very well have led to the eventual
show cause order being initiated by the NRC for ongoing
problems in the area of welder qualification, after the

immediate action letter of April 8, 1981.
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Q What else did you tell Mr. Shamblin regarding
Mr. Puckett?

A Well, this is straining my recollection in
specifics, but I'm sure that I also expressed to him some
concern about Mr. Puckett's detailed knowledge of the ASME
and AWS welding code that would have come from my experiences
in reviewing and approving nonconformance reports at Zimmer.

Q And did you make the connection to Mr. Shamblin
between your judgment about Mr. Puckett's knowledge of the
codes and your review of nonconformance reports?

A Yes, I did.

Q What did you tell Mr. Shamblin regarding your
review of nonconformance reports?

A Again, I can't remember specifics, but I'm sure
I related to Mr. Shamblin that I believed that Mr. Puckett's
knowledge of the codes was not that great.

Q And you told Shamblin that was based on your review
of Puckett-related NCRs?

A Yes. Amongst other things.

Q Aside from what you told Mr. Shamblin, now, what
was your basis for forming an opinion about Mr. Puckett's
knowledge of the codes?

(Pause.)
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Puckett or under his direction, in what respects were there
dispositions not in conformance with code requirements?

A Whenever one does a weld repair or base metal
repair, either in AWS or in D.1l.1, there are certain
examination requirements before one adds filler material.
And oftentimes, those requirements prior to adding that
filler material were not prescribed in the dispositions of
nonconformance reports.,

Q For example?

A Let's say we were taking a -- we had a radiographid
reject or an MT or PT reject of a particular area weld
base material. After the excavation of that defect, one
would be required then to perform the same type of NDE to
verify that the defect had been cleared.

Q Either an x-ray MT or PT?

A No. The code requires that you use the same

method that you found the defect.

Q One of those three?
A Yes.
0 Whichever you happened to use in the first

instance to find the defect?

A Correct. Also, if the defect goes beyond a

F
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certain distance or depth, at least in ASME, one has
additional requirements of volumetric examination.

Q All right.

You are relating what the lack of code compliance
was that you identified.

A They were missing NDE requirements in some of
those dispositions.

Q What do you mean by missing NDE requirements?

A There were not prescribed on the nonconformance
report dispositions certain NDE requirements that should have
been there. If I can go ahead, there was another nonconfor-
mance-type document called a IIDR, In-process Inspection
Deficiency Report, that Mr. Puckett dispositioned. It had
to do with == this one I clearly remember. It had to do with
a partial penet.ation weld on a wing plate to a steel plate
which had warped due to improper welding sequencing such
that there was a distortion in the weldment causing a mis-
alignment of this plate that was welded to another plate.

Mr. Puckett suggested in his disposition to this
particular deficiency document that it be heated not to
exceed 1200 degrees with a rosebud torch and bent back

into shape.
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Q Now, that particular disposition would have been

in conformance with the applicable AWS Code. However, the
plate was welded to the containment liner which was backed
by concrete 'nd there are strict specification requirements
as to how hot one can heat up material that is in contact
with concrete, specifically containment concrete, in this
particular case.
I believe the spec requirement had an interpass

temperature or a maximum temperature of on the order of
200 degrees. Certainly 1200 degrees would have exceeded
that.

Q And what was the specification that provided for
that interpass temperature?

A Let's see. That would have been the Sargent &
Lundy specification governing steel erection work. I don't
remember the numcer.

Q Was it your judgment that Mr. Puckett should have
been aware of that specification requirement?

A Yes.

0 And that he failed to take note of that in
dispositioning the IIDR?

A That is certainly my judgment.




10

11

12

20

20

22

58

Did you communicate that judgment to anybody?

Yes, I did.

To whom?

> 0O » O

I would have communicated that to Mr. Doug
Schulte, who was my boss at that time.

Q Do you know whether that judgment ever got
communicated to Mr. Puckett?

A I certainly don't know.

Q Well, would it have as a matter of course in the
way you performed your duties?

A For that particular type of document, I am not
aware of =-- for nonconformance reports, yes, they would have
gone back to Mr. Puckett. This particular document, the
processing would not have lent itself readily to it going
back to Mr. Puckett.

Q Did you ever speak to Mr. Puckett on the subject
of this document?

A No.

0 Did you ever speak to Mr. Puckett on the subject
of the nonconformance reports that you reviewed, that you
judged him responsible for directly or indirectly?

A I don't remember whether Mr. Puckett attended the
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three or six-month period that they must requalify in
accordance with the codes, which require them to qualify
on a single test, depending on which code -- single test,
single positions, various thicknesses.

And there was a great question for the welders
during the period of 1982 whether they had adequate
qualification records to allow them to continue to weld.

And I believe in August of 1982, June, July and
August of 1982, Zimmer underwent some rather -- I'm
searching for a word -- major exercises in trying to verify
that the welders who are currently welding were, in fact,
qualified. Many of the welders had to be requalified
because there was no documented basis for their welding, yet
they had welder qualificaticn cards and were allowed to
weld.

Mr. Puckett had some responsibility at various
points in time during that time period for the qualification
of welders.

@) On what did you found the belief that Mr. Puckett was
responsible for any deficiencies in qualification of
welders?

A Vell, I made the assumption that since it was
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his responsibility to qualify welders, and since those
welders were, in fact, found to be either not gualified or
questionably qualified, then I would say that, yes, I put
those two facts together and guaestioned Mr. Puckett's
ability in that regard.

Q All right.

Any other basis for forming the opinion about

Mr. Puckett's qualifications?

A I don't recollect any specifically at this time.

Q Now, did you communicate in any respect the
basis for your belief and opinion about Mr. Puckett's
qualifications to Mr. Shamblin?

A Yes. I described briefly much the same things
I have described to you now to Mr. Shamblin.

0 How long a conversation did you have with

Mr. Shamblin about Mr. Puckett?

A Probably no more than five minutes.

Q One time only?

A I can't remember exactly.

Q Might you have had another conversation with

Mr. Shamblin about Mr. Puckett?

A I may have, but again, I don't recall.
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Q What did Mr. Shamblin say to you?

A I don't remember specifically. I don't think
he said he was going to -- he didn't relate to me his
intentions at that time.

Q Can you recall anything he said to you, either
in words or substance?

A No. I don't think he related to me any of this
plan or course of action.

Q Well, did he relate to you anything?

A Not that I'm aware of. Not that I can recall.

0] He just listened mutely to what ycu had to say?

A Well, I'm sure he expressed some interest in what
I had to say. Again, this was not really my responsibility
at the time. I was extremely busy at the time, as was he.
I tried to relate to him as quickly as I could my impressions
of Mr. Puckett and my concerns that Mr. Puckett be involved
in organization of Comstock trying to perform activities
related to quality work, and he was very busy at the time,
and I popped into his office, basically told him as much as
I knew about the same thing that I expressed to you, and
left it with him at that point in time.

I would say that's about it.
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. ! Q What position was Mr. Shamblin holding at the
? time?
! A He would have been the project PCD superintendent,
4 Project Construction Department superintendent.
5 | Q Did Mr. Shamblin indicate to you that he would
6 | take any action to follow up the information you had given
4 him?
8 A Not that I recall. Nothing specific. Nothing
9 general that I recall.
10 0 Did he indicate, on the contrary, that he was

" going to do nothing with the information you gave him?

12 A No, I don't believe so. Again, I tried to
’ 13 characterize to you that this was a rather brief encounter.
14 We were both under rather tight schedules, and I just tried

15 to relay a bit of information that I felt would be of

16 interest to Mr. Shamblin as best T could.

1# Q Did you leave with the impression that he would
'8 take some action to follow up?

» A No. Again, T didn't pursue it. It wasn't my

20 responsibility. I was not in the Project Construction

21 Department and had no oversight of the contractors. I felt

22 that it was something, that it was knowledge that I had
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that I felt it was my responsibility as a person trying to
make sure that the guality work gets done at nuclear
power plants, that that information should get to Mr.
Shamblin; and as far as what he did with it, that was not
my concern.

Q Did you document in any respect the information

that you communicated to Mr. Shamblin, your opinion about

Mr. Puckett?

A In terms of writing? No, not to Mr. Shamblin.
Q Well, in any other fashion?
A Mr. Miller once upon a time asked me to give

a brief description of my knowl:dge of Mr. Puckatt.

Q And did you do that?

A I provided that to Mr. Miller.

Q What did you provide to Mr. Miller?

A A memo briefly, about a page, that briefly
described probably the high points of my knowledge of Mr.
Puckett's involvement at Zimmer in a rather general way,

much the same as I have described it to you.

Q When did Mr. Miller ask you for that description?

A I believe it may have been briefly before Mr.

Puckett's first deposition.
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