ey N elens e

SLEs o n

10

11

3

14

15

16

18

19

20

21

23

24

25

BSI?QOg?O‘O 851203

PDR
GARDEBS-59

Taken by: Carmen Gooden, CSR, RPR

NUCLEAT RCGULATORY COMMISSION 3

TECHENICAL REVIEW TEAM STAFF

Py -85-59

"

September 19, 19%4

Cavmen Gooden

2717 mATALD DewvE
ARLNGTON TEXAS 78012
265.%an




EE LT 1)

PEREAS (0, Shronnl w )

i

10

11

12

13

14

16

17

15

19

20

e e

UNITID €TATrS OF AMLPICA
NUCLTAR REGULZTORY COMiISsIes

TrCUNIT2ZY REVILY TFAM
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MR. WESSMANKR: For the rcecor:Z, this is an interview of
bob Messerly for the purpose of clarifyine scme technica)

activities at Comanche Peal Tlover Mlant. It is a follow=-un

.

of an ecarlicr interview that we <€id on August 2, 19Ff4: how-

- -y

ever 1t does cover some different sul'jects than the Rucust

interview., The location of the irterview is at

MR. WFSS™AN: — Present at the interview

are myself, Dick Wessman, for the NRC Staff; Paul Chen, NCR

staff; and— As we've agreed, the interview is i

being transcribed.
“he NRC has some guestions in the areas of some
welding activities out there and also some guestions con-

cerning work on the main steam pipe that occurred out the

"

e
a couple of years ago.

Paul, if yocu would, let's pursue the other
questions and then we'll come back to the main steam line
guestions.

MR. CHEN: I have some questions here related to some

things that were mentioned in your affidavit of Febr

sruars

3, 1981.
MR WESSMAN: T
| RSPY, : i
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CASE that was subscquently filed before the Licensing Poard

. CHEN: 1In this affidavit you mentioncd a ran that

you tried to firc three timecs. You said that he was a

general foreman on the night shift, and you implied that he

was incompetent. Can you identify this man for us?

—No, T can't. 1It's been rany, many

moons.

MR. WFESSMAN: .let me show you that affidavit

again, if I could, and see whether as you read the text of
that whether anything comes to mind that might give us a
little additional information on that. We're in the middle
of page € of that document, I believe, and read, if .you

X w

would, for a moment.

N ) ricnt. T know what I'm talkine
about now. I can't think of his narme. Fis name
of my affidavits. - F

ERERREE  veon. T thine thacs it (TG

MR. CHEN: 1Is that his last nane?

_ Yeah, that's his last name. This is

a man that I tried to fire numerous times. He done several

is in one

things that were not up to standards. [I'e done several
things-~the man was a scaffold builder. ¥e huilt scaffold.
He was a very--pardon my French, ma'am--piss~poor frame

carpenter. I tried to fire this man on numerous occasions
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because he was unqualified., did not Ynow his wer}, could

not recad a blueprint. 1 been in steel most of ry life.

This man could not read a blueprint. 1e could not build

MR, WFSSMAN: I!is first nare was B

name.

MR. WFESSMAN: Do you recall an anproximate timeframe

that this fellow was working there?

_ It was about--I imagine about a year

fore I got fired; that was on_ It was

about a year lLefore that. This man wasn't qualified for
nothing. FHe built some stuff for a Gold Hat, built a
porch and so on, sun porch, and that's the only reason he
had a job there.

MR. WESSMAN: Was this gentleman 2 Golé-Bat?

— No, he was--well, he later wound uo

as a general foreman, which was next to a Gold Ma+: but I've

-

forgotten more than that man ever remembered.

MR. WESSMAN: Anyway, his name was- to

your recollection.
MR. WESSMAN: Okay. With that we ought to be able to
pursue it via records at the plant. Go ahead.

MR. CHEN: The second guestion relates to something
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that was mentioned in your sworn statement of Jurc 'R3 in
which you talkecd about torch cuttine holt holes in the bacl
sidec of tube steel that would be used for anchor bolts.

Right.

MR, CHEN: Was this a very common practice?

dian't know what they were dealing with.

MR. CHEN: Can you elaborate on that for us?
- Well, I tried to explain to you-all
before that you have got a wall wvhich a bclt is supposed to
.cc;me out 90’d§g§e§s. These bolts are set in a pattern when

they're poured in the concrete. They are not 90 degrees.
There's no way. 'rhis_was one of the charac-
ters that poured this concrete. 1It's easy to set up a
form and say, “"Here it is." When you go tying in precision
steel where you're allowed an eichth and a s-ixtcenth ana

a minimum, it don't work that way. This boli"comes out of
the wall--we'll exaggerate just a minor. fractionz=at 45

degrees.... 1f this bolt comes out-at 45 degrees,_ vou heat

-

this bolt and turn it 90 degrees in order to fit.a piece of

8ix-by six tube steel.. Vhen the inspector looks at it, he

looks at it as it's coming straight through. All right.

-which turned in to be a general foreman,

cut holes four and five inches in diameter in a six-{nch

piece of tube steel in order to get the back part,;to go

Very common, especially with people that
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through the front parﬁ.
MR. CHEN: 1 sce.
— This 1 reported to my supervisrrs, and
1 was toléd, - don't look at it."

MR. CHEN: Given 170 supports, how many of thosc 109
would you say would have this problem?
— Fifty percent.

MR, CHEN: 1 just wanted to agct a feel for it.
— Well, the concrete inserts were not
put in the way they should have been. 'hen you put a con-

crete insert in the wail--I don't know whether vou evér
poured any concrete or not--the concrete moves things up,
down, sideways; and when you put in a tube steel that has

to be flat vp against the wall like so--okay?--if it's not
flat, if it's cocked any way inside that wall--this, that,
up, down--then you have got a piece of steel-coming out her;
that's not 90 degrees; it's up, it's down, it's sideways,
one side or the other. This is what -cauqht.

the back side of the stecl which OC don‘t see, nohody can

see because vou have--in most cases you have a six by six

'
!
i
i
|
|
l
:
l
one-inch plate with an inch-and-a-guarter hole in it. It !
|
goes against the wall, the tube steel goes up against it, E

|
and then it goes out through the tube steel; you have a |

|
one~inch plate up against the tube steel on the outside, !

the~ you have your nuts. So what do you see? You see a !
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nut and a bolt coming through a tube stcel. You don't know
what's behind it, you don't know whot's in the middle of
it, you don't know anything except what you're seeine.

MR. CHEN: Was this done in Unit One and Unit Two, or--

Unit One is the only onc 1 worked in; !

I did not work in Unit Two.

MR. CHEN: Can you identify any hangers or areas or

rooms where this condition might have--

I worked between 8€0 and 905. I had all

of main steam; I had all of feed water, the main feed water

in Reactor One.

MR. CHEN: Would this be all the rain steam lines?

I had all the big main steam. '

MR. CHEN: On all four loops?

l
No, just on 860--betweer 860 and 975. '
MR. WESSMAN: In the Reactor Buildinc itself?
Right.

MR. WESSMAK: DlNow, a minute ago you said you thought '

as many as 50 percent of these Richmond inserts--is that the

proper term--were incorrectly installed. Are you talkinc

about 50 percent of those that—was involved

in or 50 percent of all of those?

I'm talking about~50 percent of ‘all

Richmond inserts were installed improperly. I would say ;

as much as that, because I was involved in feed water, I was!
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the same. |

. WESSMAN: YNow, that's a larce number, and nbvinusl£
we're again stuck with trying to pir down some specifics |
like: we've talked bcforc,- ] neeZ some suggested areas
where we go lecok. Obviously if we oo pick tern and don't
find any, we haven't looked in the right place possibly.

{n you give us some sugeestions of some real good examples
i. we have to ac a:tually look for the~?

_ Just between me and you, if you went
and picked ten, eight of them wouldn't be wrong, on Richmond
inserts. At an angle other than what, if I'm not mistaken,
was six deékees, we were allowed out.

MR. WrSS!IAN: Let me be sure I understand you. You're
saying normalliy the bolt should sit exactly straight out
from the wall-~ -

' Ninaty-deqrees.

MR. WESSMAN: =-90 degrees angle . between the bolt and

the-wall.. If it varies by more than six decrees in either

—

ﬁsf;zétion:;_
— I think that's what we were allowved; I'n

not real sure.
MR. NtSSﬁ»N: All right. 7Tf it varied by more than

six degrees, you think it was out of specification then.

—f.ccording to specs that T was taught.
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. NN, WTESIAN:  Your sucaested place that we would look
for examnles is on this 860 to 905-foot levels of the
Rcactor Building where you had actually seen somec of thesc
that were incorrecctly installed.

— Well, I never actuallv seen the anchor
installed incorrectly. 1I'm just saying when I screwed my--
when I screwed my anchor bolts into the walls, I wculd.say‘
eiéht out of ten were not within six degrees. We heated
bolts, we put a nut on the end of a bolt, and took a sledge
hammer and smacked it in order to make the 90 degrees so
we.would not have to Surn or drill a hole oversized on the

inside to allow for the outside to look good.

|}
|
'

MR. WESSMAN: Are you saying that if we went and looked

today, we would be very hardpressed to see whether any of

them are out of spec or not?

-

Yes.

»

MR, WESSMAN: Because you heated them or pounded ther

with a hammer to bend them straight.

I would: say eight”out of ten of thenmi:
MR, WESSMAN: Do you know vhether there are any NCR's

or documentation on the ones that were crooked?

No, because you got to realize you did

not call an inspector until the actual hanger was up, and

what that inspector saw was the finished product. Ile 4id

not see how that bolt was put in there or vhether it was

1
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beat, hcated or otherwise. What the insncctor sav was the

finished product with the plate behind it, the tube stecl,

the plate in front of it, and the actual torgue of the

plate.

MR. WESSMAN: I think in this earlier affidavit you

also talked about how they would somctimes cut the hole on

the back side of the tube steel out so that it would fit a

slightly crooked bolt. Would that evidence still be

present?

— On the actual ones that I found, no.

MR, WESSMAN: What happened?

— I fixed them. I hecated the bolt, I

straightened it out; I beat the bolt, I straightened it
out.

MR. WESSMAN: So you weren't involved in actually
cutting these enlarged holes in the tube steel. You

straightened the bolt instead of cutting holes in the back

of the tube steel.

" If I ever caught one of my men cutting

a hole in the back of tube steel, I1'd have fired him. ‘There

ain't no doubt in my mind.

MR. WESSMAN: Did you actually see some situations

where these holes were cut in the back of the tube steel?

- Yes, I seen~-~-well, wait a minute. 1

seen the results of it., I did not actually see the tube

. . g

|
|
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stecl beina cut, but 1 scen the results of it the next

mornina. —was gencral forerman on nights.

Sso when 1 pulled the particular hancer off, or hangers, that

'm talking about and you see a three-inch hole in a siv-
inch piece of tube steel, you report it to vour Geold Vat,
which was— and you're told to shut your
mouth. This is what I'm talkine ahcut.

MR. \'.'}TSF.VJ\N:~seid this?
s - B
MR. WESSMAN: Is that_)or something?
— No, it' s_or scmething. PRe
pronounces it_) It's actually- but he.pro- _
nounces it- !

MR. CHEN: Are you saying that about 20 percent of all

the Richmond inserts were outside the six percent tolerance?

- Well, I would say if ycu. checked eight

out of ten you would find 50 to 80 percent out of the six

percent--we were allowed six percent--or six degrees is what

we were allowed, six degrees out of tolerance. Ckay. You
take a 90 degree wall and you go six degrees one way or the
other, I would say, yeah, 1 would say 20 percent. There

was no way that they were within six deorees. '

MR. CHEN: Not all of these that were outside of this

six-degree limit had holes enlarged in the back of the tubc |

steel against the wall.

N — PG ——
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some of this

wvhat

on-=-because thevy'l ire ' y : on't care wh
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Thls next question concerr

1
welded

to stainless steel

h an inert cas. Can you give

line number or support nunler

AL

done; I seen it done by the

4
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steel pipe.

M. VESESVAN: reco on ] By ¢ r 3 was?

— Man, there's nu wvay. \ talkino

two years; I don't remember ther systems.

MR, WESSMAN: Do you rercmber hovw big a pipe it was?

it was a three~ or four-inch. I'm not
four-inch line on
elevation, which
a bunch of 3 were Aown
and the w . We covered
bec ( vgs on for hin,
shortly before you were termi

member the approximate time-

t remember the time; I don't.
MR. WESSMAN: Any other suggestions for us on the
at to try to find some
incidents that
ght
something?
name dates and everythir

CHEN: You menti
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this the kind of thing that's acinc on now in Unit Two?

Yes; yes, it is. JIt's thec same thing.

You've got people that are ungualified doinc Unit Two.
You've got rebar people, form people, and it's been--the

man in charge of Unit Two when T left there was a man that

stated--and I stated it

|

at one of my blueprints on the main stcar hanoer and sa

-l

id,
"Man, I don't understand how you can even do anvthing like
that,"” and two weceks later he was a general foreman over
Unit Two in pipe suppor

ts. This is the type of people you

ot out there. You got the same
)

2

eople out there that was
out tihere two years ago. They are unqualified. There's

no way in hell that they're gqualified to put up a

support or any kind of steel support

MR. CHEN: I have no further questions in that area
unless you do.

MR. WESSMAN: N

P 4 N NLOO

on the main stear line.

.
-
)

-
.

CIEN: I was loocking through your affidavit and

A

some of the interviews

business about relocating the main steam lines. 7I1'd like
to get as much information as I can

able to investigate what happened. Tell me, this is the
Pl

main steam line in Cnit Cne: is that correct?

_ Y‘.';.

to him before--was a man that looked

that were conducted with you on this

rom you in order to be

|
|
|
|
|

|
|
!
!
|
|
|
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1*R. CII'N: Can you describe for me a little kit what
the configuration was? Was the main stcarm line completely
installed at the time that this was cdone?

_ The only thing J can ¢do is drawv you a
picture.

MR, WESSMAM: Llet's go off the record and let's draw
a sketch of what went on.

(Off-the-record discussion held.) :

MR. WESSMAN: While we were off the record, we

developed a couple of sketches of the configuration of the

main stear line installation showinc where the permanent |
line was located and the permanent hancers that-
was involved in the installation of. We've also i
jdentified where a temporary connection near the steam
generator was made for flushing purposes. Co ahead from @
there with your questions, and let's describe where this |
line moved when they cut it again, if you would,. :‘
- Well, the line was moved six to .twelve i
inches from when they cut it loose. 1 was there; I g
witnessed it. My general foreman told me to get my pecple % |
off that floor on account of the whip restraint the steel !
has, and get them off that floor between 860 and 90S5. !
There was also a Gold Hat there that had the polar crane %
'

tied to the top of this to pull it into position.

MR. CHFM: Just a moment. Can I point out at this
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point that—pointed at the junction bLetween the

32-inch main steam line and the smaller diarcter flushing

line. Go ahead.

And my general foreman told me to leave
the floor and get all my people off the floor on account of
the strain that pipe was in.

MR. CHEN: 1T believe you stated in affidavits that
the line, the main steam line, was off six inches

vertically and four inches horizontally.

Right.

MR. CHEN: What was the source of that information?

— The source of the inforrmation was the

pipe people themselves, and a man was down there with a

come-along pulling this thing over in position. —

was the foreman on pipe that made this change. T can't

remenber the general foreman. —was the man that

caused this. They tcok come-alongs and they took the over-

head polar crane and pulled this thing into position. The

tonnage was something like 40 or 50 ton to pull this thing

into position after it was cut. Ve had to move approximatel

four hangers, which I can take you out there and show you

right now, that were moved.

MR. CHEN: Were these hangers on the main steam line?

— These hangers were on that steam line,

on that expansion joint, that we had to move because they

-~

e — e ——— ‘<— ———
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were out of location. T'm talking about a hancer that we
cpent three or four weeks on just weldino up.

FR. CIIEN: Did you happen to see which hook on the
polar crane was used during this operation?

MR. WESSMAN: Tllow did you know it was about 40 tons

on the polar crane?

— Taey had a gauge on it.

MR. WISSMAN: And vou were alkle to see the cauge?

— They had a gauce on it, a round gauage;

it showed the tonnace pull.
MR. WESSMAN: This is a gauge--it must

that's visible to people standing on the floor.

— It's, oh, 24 inches in diameter; or

bigger; cr smaller; I really don't know.

MR. WESSMAN: I understand.

MR. CHIMN: Let me clarify--get something straight. 1In

some of your documents that I have reviewed, it indicates

that you've said the load might have been as high as 85

tons.

I really don't know what tonnage it was.
I'm just guessing. 1I'll just put it to you this way: I've
been in steel ;11 ny life, and you don't pull steel in

tonnage and expect it to hold. This was also done by a man

that was fired by another man five yecars prior to Comanche

be a large qaugei

|

|
|
|
|
|
|
|

|
I
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?cak, becausc hec was inconpcipnt: the 62141 nat of the
Pipc Departrment out there right now.

iR, CHfN: 1I'm a little bit confused because I think
in some of the documents and affidavits you mentione? ;
temporary supports Now you're saving that they're
permanent supports. Can you show me on this sketch roughly

.

where these supports were?

— Mo, I'd have %“o ¢o out there and show

you. I'd have to go out there and show you permanent

supports, the ones we moved, the ones we had to move, and
the whole bit. See, they have--they cot a sprinc load
support, you got a support that keeps from going longitude
and latitude, and vou have all these kinds of supports.
The support that we had to move on account of the pipe beinq
in the wrong place Qhen they put the polar crane on it, we
had to completely revise that; we haéd to coﬁbletely rebuild
that. Charlie Copeland fired the Gold Hat that was in
charge of pipe four or five years prior to Comanche Peak
because he was incompetent, and this was a GCold Fat out
there. I can't remember his name now; I wish I cculd.

MR. CPEN: He fired him on some other job other than

Comanche Peak?

_ Right; for incompetence.

MR. I: How much adjustments did you ma¥e in the

hangers? Can you remember that?
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—\-.'hat do you mean by adjustments?

MR. WLESMAN: You had to move several hanocers. Did

you move ther like three or four inches or are we talking

a relocaticun that may involve several feet, or just--

— No, we're talking anywhere from three

inches to ten inches to a foot, after the pipe was through i

the concrete: and you don't put a bind on steel like that. |

MR. CHEN: Can you tell me how many come-aloncs were I

About four.
MR. CHEN: Do you krow what Capacity these come-aloncs

were?

“ I did, but it's been a while. But they
had a guy out there named-that would make four of

me and you combined, and he put an eight-foot cheater on the

come-alongs to pull this pipe, and I'm talking about an

expansion chamber, into position. If you think I'm kiddine

you, go out there and talk toffENEIREN

MR. WESSMAN: I'm not too good on cone-alonqgs. MAre

there standard sizes, like one ton--

- ==two ton, three ton, four ton, five

ton; but you put a cheater on them and you can get a lot

more.

MR. WESSMAN: Were the come-alongs being used likely

to be four or five tons or one or two tons?




rans a0

PESEAN (0. Sronnl. w1 iem

10

L1

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

’ - I1'd say four or five ton.

MR. WLSSMAN: Chay.
— With eight-, ten-, twelve-foot cheater.
As I told you before, go out there and sec-

MR. CHEN: Just to be sure I understand what is con-
tained in some of these affidavits, you said the lift was

supervised by a Gold lat, but there were no ennineers any-

where around.

— There was not an encineer nowhere. I

don't give a damn what they say. There was none, because

mf general foreman told me to get my people off the floor:;
there was no engineers; he didn't know where that pipe was
geing, and he didn't want none of his people hurt.

MR. WESSMAN: When this pipe made its move, this was
while they were pulling on it and they were making the cut
at the joint in the generator; so there was‘one guy down

there finishing the cut, and as he finished the cut, the

thing popped and moved; is that right?

“ That's how far it was out of stress;

right.

MR. CEEN: Are you aware or have you heard of similar

incidents on the main steam line?

- No, not really. I can't say I do. All

I know is what happened in Reactor One, Containment One.

I was there; I was there on everything.
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MR, WLSSI'AN: Do you know whether they ever did this

on any other main steam lines out there?

— No, 7 don't. I can't say that they did

or didn't.

MR. WESSIAN: Do you know whcther they ever did it on a
'

|
feed line or any other of the bic lincs out there? :

- No, I do not. I went over in Reactor I
Two and seen the results of what they did with the polar !
crane pulling the feed water and the main steam lines
because the pipe hangers wouldn't fit; and the welding was

wronc and so forth and so on. BSut that's all I can say.

MR. VESSMAN: They had to do some similar pulls like

this in Reactor Two?

- You got to understand what took over

Reactor Two: Rebar people, concrete people, pesople who are
used to building forms; they do not know nothing about
steel. They do not know nothing about the stress of it,
about the tolerance of it, or anything else. This is what
you got to realize. It's all a cligque; they're all from
South Carolina, North Carolina; and they all come up there
on the same deal. 1It's the same deal with the cgeneral
foreman that did not know nothing about blueprints that I
was doing, and two weeks later he wound up as a general

foreman over pipe support.

MR. WESSMAN: Were you working any hangers in Reactor
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? Two where you would have seen any of this?

_ I have not 3done nothine in Rcactor Two,

nothing in Containment and Reactor, other than a few pipe

supports in two-inch and under. That's all I've done in
Reactor Two, Containment Two, or anything to do with Tvo.

MR. CHEN: Let me just try and clarify in my own minA
exactly what you're saying. You're saying that this line
was in place; it was cut here, and that was where the

flopping of the piping occurred, and then the pipe was
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lifted.
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MR. CHEN: While it was lifted you had to go back and

undo some of your hangers and--

“ Approximately five, six

to redo completely.
MR. CEEN: I have no other guestions.
MP. WESSMAMN: Was this all done in one

or was this a several-day period this--

_ No, it was a several day, because one

of the hangers we had to air arc completely 2ff of whip

restraints and redo completely.

MR. WESSMAN: Anything else yocu can think of to share

with us on this? I know you've talked this subject before

with the NRC.

— No, not really; just that it was done;

hangers I had

overnight shift,
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1 was an eyc witness at it. 7T'l]l swear to it in anybody's

court.

MR. WESSMA!l: Okay, Paul, you have no other qguestions:

is that correct?

MR. CHCN: No.

MR, WESSMAN: As before, have you given all your

statements to us freely and voluntarily, Bob?

N

MP.. WESSMAN: Okay.

We thank you for your time.
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Telephonic Interview om
On August 17, 1983, CEREEETEEIREE former Brown & Root, Inc., employee, was

telephonically interviewed by NRC Investigator H. Brooks GRIFFIN. w stated
he worked at CPSES for about 5 years and had worked for a number of supervisors

auring that gerisc.

&I 1 ted he had worked for a "3 striper” by the name of QEiERSEEEEER , who

intimidated him intn lecaning out "rebar eater” Drillco concrete drills without
proper documentation as “e had already detailed in a previous deposition to the

NRC Office of Investigations Field Office, Region IV case no. (A4-83-005). “
stated that hreatened to fire him if he did not follow his instructions.
‘ta ed he ‘had heard from other B&R employees that later found the
sressures of the job too great, and that-voluntarﬂy dropped back to
OJrking as a welder.

ted he believed a supervisor named QEERENNEEEIN tried to fire him on

a number of occasions because he (e had become personal friends witliQEuengp

g o superintendent. s id he believed (EEEpMas afraid that
he JEmeuEEER would "get his “) job."

QIR stated he had a "personality clash" with one of his supervisors named
SEEENESY . who would not provide him with as much work as hm) thought

his crew should have been given. QEEmcaREER2ted he was forced to "hide his crow

cut," since they had not been assigned work. aid he had no probiems with

nis former supervisors,

@..:ed his problems with some of his superviscrs were generally ths result
0f the supervice='s lack of intelligence, but said the threat by&ETTFRg was the

only tima bz wag intimidated,

M3
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Do-“ Wk 50
My name is better known as-l live in’
luding

I worked for Brown & Root for approximately ten years, inc
about seven years he Comanche Peak nuclear power plant. During that time

While | was performing my duties as a I saw
a lot of things at the Comanche Peak plant which were not accor ing to procedures
and travelers, many of which could jeopardize the health and safety of the public.

I knew " .at something needed to be done before the fuel came in for the
plant. 1 thought it over and decided that I would go to Houston to the Brown
& Root main office and report these violations to the President of Brown & Root
direct, Mr. Thomas Feehan. 1 went to Houston and met with Mr. Feehan. 1 told
him of some violations that were going on and told him that after ten years of
experience, 1 thought some of those people might know better and show better
craftsmanship and intelligence than they had used at the nuclear plant in
Southport, North Carolina.

I told him about working at the North Carolina plant on some weld seams
that were not supposed to lose more than an ounce of radiation per yvear (we
were told). These seams, some of which were approximately 100 feet long, were
in some instances leaking as much as 65 1bs. every three seconds, according to
what was indicated when we turned the gauge off and watched the gauge drop.
At first we took the test channel off and started repairing the bad welds,
which took several days. We were getting approximately 28 pin holes and indi-
cations per foot. This was taking too much time to repair properly, apparently,
so somebody in Brown & Root's organization came up with the brainy idea of having
us take the first foot or eighteen inches off, repair the weld, replace the eigrteen
inches of test channel, block it off, and just hydro the one-foot area. QC assumed
we had the whole 100 feet under pressure and beught it off as is. In my opinion,
that is lack of craftsmanship or experience or just downright sabotage. Personally,

I think some of these people should go to prison for this, and | told Mr. Feehan
that.

I also gave Mr. Feehan a letter with some things I knew about and that other
people had told me about. He said he would send an investigation crew to investi-
gate the Comanche Peak charges, and he did. [ know of much more that | did n:t
tell him or the investigative crew and have not in the past reported to the lecal
NRC office because | feel the NRC is not interested in protecting the people's
welfare and it will be covered up. 1 have been told by CASE (Citizens Assocjation
for Sound Energy), the intervenor in the Comanche Peak operating license hearings,
that I am required by law to report any problems which might affect the health
and safety of the public to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. [ am therefore
asking CASE to send this affidavit to the NRC as my method of reporting it, in
the hope that by doing so it will force the NRC to really look at the problems
['ve identified. 1 would like to get this information to Congress or someone
who's really interested in the safety and welfare of the people of Texas.

FoIp-66-5 9



Some of the stuff that goes on, for instance: My superintendent had us
install some light poles. These poles are underwater lights inside the stain-
less steel liner around the reactor cavity. They are used when unloading the
reactor underwater so the people can see what they are doing. They are nothing
but stainless stee] pipes with one end capped off and holes drilled in them,

U |
= AL

used some Cutting oil. My superintendent came out to the shop where we had AP
the holes drilled and said "You don't have those peles in the hole yet?" And

I said, "No, we're going to take a pencil grinder and deburr them, and take

3 steam hose and steam al] the oil and shavings out.” He said, "That's bull.
Get those poles on down to the hole so the electricians can install the lights
on the poles.” By our not taking about 15 minutes a pole to clean them right,
the poles are now installed in the proper location. They pose a serious safety
problem. When they're refueling, the shavings can be washed out of the pipe.

by the current when removing the reactor head underwater, and also, removing the
old fuel cells causes a current, The shavings can be washed inside the reactor,
which can jam the fuel cells, could even fuse to the control rods and possibly
Cause a meltdown. | feel that their doing that is lack of sense, lack of ex-

g perience, or sabotage. Maybe Brown & Root's gyot an explanation for it, but
I'd like to hear it.

construction around the time when the reactor cavity was being poured, concrete —  AC.«
aggregate material from a reject pile was used. My concern is that if the 700 ALz
ton reactor is sitting on rejected concrete, it could result in the weight

shifting to the loop pipe, causing it to crack or shear off, which could

I am convinced that because | went to the Brown & Root Houston office
with my concerns about the safety of the Comanche Peak plant and also the one

in North Carolina, I am no Tonger loyed with 8r n & Root. They already
had my name pulled off the board as when I got back from Houston
before the investigation group ever got to the plant. My future was already

decided before [ ever got back and beiore the investigation was ever started,
Later I was confined to one area of the shop for five weeks. I called Mr.

Rice in Houston and asked him how long I was going to be confined and told

him that 1f ! was going to be confined, the people | had made the charges
3g2inst should also be confined because they were stil) violating procedures.

I had called TuGCO before I called Hous ton and they removed me from standing

in the shop and put me in a little too) room in the shop. Mr. Rice said, "As
far as I'm concerned, the investigation has been over with and furthermore, you
called TUGCO., |If | worked for Brown & Root, 1'd call Brown & Root. If I worked
for TUGCO, 1'd calnl TUGCO. If I worked for the federal govermment, ['d call

the federal government. But you called TuGco. " I said, "I tried to call you
guys first, but you weren't there." He rep'ied, "You think we're going to sit
by this G.D. phone and wait for you to call?” I said, "Well, maybe they're try-
ing to discourage me here until 1 quit.” He said, "Ma : 11y getting
the idea." 1| said, "As long as YOou guys can pay me wages ,
I'11 sit in this little tool room forever." And he said, "We'll see about that.”

Then the next Monday morning, 1 was given the choice of either working as
3 pipe journeyman, which would have greatly reduced my salary and relieved me
of all my responsibility as a supervisor. S0 they ROF'd me (laid off as part
of reduction of force). But they were increasing my department at the same -
time and after | left. . ’
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The information preceding was given to CASE in the form of an affidavit
on December 18, 1982. However, | did not want them to turn it in in the hearings

or to turn it over to the NRC or the utility. | gave the information t e
rters, and an article ran in thew
m A copy of that article is attached. After that interview,

I was shot at and have been on the run ever since and have been in touch with
CASE a few times by phone from different states. One night when I came home,
I found my cat; its head had been cut off smooth and its body was missing,
Since the article appeared in the paper, | have had a front-end problem with
three different vehicles (one truck and two cars); they all appear to have the
same problem -- the nuts were just about to fall off the tie-rod ends. 1've

been scared to go back and sign up every six weeks for my unemployment because
['m scared someone may shoot me.

Some cf the reasons I'm scared is because of the things I know about at
Comanche Peak and another nuclear plant whe 2 ['ve worked, the South Port, North
Carolina, Brunswick Prnject Nuclear Plant. As I mentioned before, there are

. weld seams around the Keactor Core and new spent fuel pools which we were told
were not supposed to lose 1/2 ounce of contaminated liquid per year per seam.
These seams were approximately 100 feet Turg when we tested these seams, some
of them were losing approximately 65 1bs. a minute Instead of repairing some
of these seams, the gauge was blocked ~ff and pressure was put on the gauge only,
When the inspector passed the weld seam, he thought the whole 100 feet was under

ressure, not just a few inches. Aiso, some of the stainless liner walls broke

oose from embedded plates that are in concrete walls which some of these plates
were improperly welded. By these walls breaking loose they sprang out several
fnches from concrete wall; therefore, when refueling the reactors, the stainless
steel liners were flooded with water. Of course, the weight of the water will
push the liner walls back to the concrete. After the refueling process is over .
and water is drained out of the liner, the walls will spring back out, which
could result in welds cracking or walls splitting. When I reported these viola-
tions to Brown & Root's Vice President, he told me he was not that concerned
adbout the gauges being blocked off but he was concerned about the walls breaking
loose. If I had told him of improper welding on these walls, | wonder if he
would have been concerned at all? [ feel these problems should be repaired.

Regarding Comanche Peak nuclear plant, there are safety violations such as
torquing. For instance, quality control is supposed to verify the torquing of
piping support that should be torqued zt 130 1bs. The hanger is on a 20 foot
ceiling with a scaffold built %o them. Quality control is on the floor; the torque
wrench is sent down to get M. to verify the number and setting of the torque
wrench and carried back up and placed on the nut before torgquing. QC hears °*
2 torque wrench click twice on each nut and buys off (approves) the hanger. What
QC Aid not know was that the comstruction personnel had a second torque wrench —_
and also had a nut welded on the scaffold. The second torque wrench was set - Al -
at a low torque poundage such as 3 1bs. and they clicked it twice. Therefore, th
"ut on the hanger was never torqued; only the nut on the scaffold was torqued. % 4
There were also violations such as pipe supports around the pipe. For instance, .
3/16" clearance is supposed to be maintained on each side and on top and the pipe ¥ g
is supposed to be resting gently on the bottom of the support. For instance, a ANl
2" pipe: a conttruction supervisor will climb on the pipe and get some”of his (
crewmen 5o when QC comes to inspect the support, the weight will push the pipe g
to the bottom. In some cases, the pipe was binding so tight they would use ol
3 timber to jack the pipe cown from the ceiling while QC bought off the pipe.




In some cases, when they can't get the right clearance on each side of the
pipe, they take a grinder and grind between the pipe and tube steel, which in
some cases results in a reduction of wall thickness of pipe. I believe this _
could result in a rupture of the pipe. Construction has also tried to straighten _‘(*='“
3 pipe support by using a sledge hammer; this is done quite often.\ An employee A=
told me that while hitting on the hanger he also hit the pipe and caved in the
side of the 2" pipe 1/2 inch or more. He reported it to his supervisor who said

w e
not to tell anyone and covered it up with 1.D. tags.

-Another incident is improper personnel designing and engineering pipe ’
supports. For instance, one helper told me while he was employed at the plant ™ AW-5
he designed many pipe supports for engineers. One day he wondered if . they
were using his engineering and if they were then checking his work, so he decided
that he would design a hanger improperly and send it to engineering. The engineer
passed it on %o construction which built the hanger and it is presently installed
improperly. The helper said that he did not want to go to any NRC hearing but
he would love to have a showing and he could show many things if he was allowed
to take investigators and actually show them the supports in the plant. Other

., helpers have also been involved in making major decisions for which they are not
qualified.

Another violation is a sensor in a dam was run over and broken by a bulldozer.
I understand that these sensors are placed in the dam in a vertical position in
order to tell whether the dam moves or not. This sensor was not removed or re-
paired. It was held up and dirt packed around it while being embedded in the dam.

The construction company, Brown & Root, lost a $3 million contract at
Crystal River Power Company in Florida, by a dam breaking, I was told by cne
of the Vice Presidents of Brown & Root. What concerns me is that if this dam

breaks, they will lose more than a $3 million contract; it wiil endanger many
1ives,

There is also a violation that concerns me regarding the use of rejected . A( .
concrete material in the early stages of the plant when the reactor core was Atry
poured. A friend of mine told Brown & Root's Vice President's investigating
crew that he was a front end loader operator at the concrete plant and one day
a QC inspector told him that the concrete should be thrown away because it
was hard and dried. The inspector walked away and my friend started throwing
it away and a supervisor told him to put it back in and use it and they did.

R

P My friend also told the investigating crew of some type of sampling machine [en (-«
-.( that tells whether there are good samples or bad samples in the concrete. It

N | had a wire run to it while QC watched the machine to verify the use of good samp!l

" | Personnel would pull the wire to make it read good when it was not. My friend 2
also told of other people that know of these violations and as far as | know,

Brown & Root did not contact any of these people, but talked with one of their
supervisors and his brother that worked at the batch plant; they, of course, told

them that they knew nothing of this incident and since the superintendent is deceased,

. | they did not see any further investigation of this inciden m sure that the
o= \NRC is aware of this statement, because it was in the
\articIe (attached). Undoubtedly, they are not concerned abou es tyation.

I have not been contacted and neither has my friend.

e i n— . e essamasas
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If indeed a 700 ton reactor is setting on rejected concrete, you have a
very serious problem as the reactor gets hot and begins to move around, the
concrete can give putting stress on the r iIpi

eactor piping, which could cause it
to shear or crack

» which could even result in a meltdown. This could also be
a problem in case of an earthquake.

I know of many, Many more problems and violations than I can remember right
now. What is funny to me is the big deal everyone made of Russia's 300 1b.
nuclear satelite falling back into earth's atmosphere, when we have a possibility

of a°700 ton reactor setting on rejected concrete and no one is concerned. If
all nuclear power plants in the U, s.

are built the way the ones that I have worked
at are, we are in trouble. We'd better make friends with Russia so we will have
somewhere to go.

But speaking seriously,
a little construction experie
that I am not a civil or a me
decide whether these plants a

I think this should be investigated by someone with

NCe or common sense. It has been drawn to my attention
chanical engineer and that it is not up to me to

re safe or not. But I feel it does rot take a civil
or mechanical engineer. Even a 6-year-old would know these violations should be
corrected.

I have read the foregoing 5-page affidavit, which was prepared under my
personal direction, and it is true and correct to the best of my knowledge
and belief. The thoughts and words expressed therein are my own thoughts and

words (with the exception of minor grammatical changes, either to correct spell-
ing or to clarify what ] meant, which did not change the int at of my thoughts)

Date: March 31, 1923

STATE OF TEXAS

. this, the _3ist day of March, 1983, personally appeare_
» known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed to the
regoing ument, and acknowl

edged to me that he executed the same for the
purposes therein expressed,

Subscribed and sworn before me on the 315t day of March, 1983.
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. During the course of an unrelated investigetion, information was recsives, from ©

&n indiviaua)l who requested confidentizlity, thit & former Brown & Root, inc. }3‘-

’ TN
miliwright had drilled holes through rebar without the required engineering *>5v

authorization, . .
2. On Septemder 1, 19€3?2 tnis millwright w2: intervieswed and provided information
‘ wa &ir ne ftated he possibly crilied holes through rebar in 2 concrete floor
witnous & Comoonent Mudificetion Carc (CMI) or & Uesign Change Au;hcr.za‘xon
(D-a,. F& exgieined that he criilec edout 10 holes in Jenuary 1963 while
instaiiing 22 metal plates using 2 core arill., Re said these mes2] plates
wire useC il secure the trolley tracks loczted in the Fuel™Handling Zuilding
&s pért of the Waste Moniter System, He stated tn2t he ano his crew used 2
core ¢=iil Lorrowec from the Core Drilling Crew. The miilwright saic trat
the hcles meoe with the core drill were locatec or tne southwest corre= of
the trotley tracks, He exp1ained that the bluesrints he usec authorizes
the cCuit 1n, c7 one piece of rebar on ezch hsle, &rc ne adced that it is ris
belief the rcies were drillec properiy.

.
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ne of interview with tne former Brown § Root miliwright is miirtiinec
in C Cffice, Regien IV,
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AS RECORDED BY N

On September 1, 1983, F, 2 former Brown & Root NN -« Comenche
Peak, was interviewed in Bay City, Texas, by NRC Investigators H. Brooks GRIFFIN

and wendel £. FROST. stated thatll#had been employed at Comanche Peak from

stated that had been his foreman,
1s general foreman, and had been his superintendent.

stzted that in January 1983, his crew was installing metal plates to secure

the waste monitor trolley in the Fuel Handling Building. Wl s2id that his crew
initially used hand drills to make holes in the concrete, but in some cases, they
hit redar and had to use a floor-mounted diamond bit drill. said that
mede arrangements with the core drill crew to have the rebar cut. stated he

remeémbered that a member of the drill crew (not further identified) brought a floor-
mounted core drill to the work area and made the cit: through the rebar. said

that :ni following day the drill crew employee did not come to the- work rea, so he

sernt his helper (not further identified) to inform stated
ine helper returned with one of the core drills and that he presumed the
heiper got the drill on instructions from sa1 at when the core
driil arrived, he used it to finish drilling the holes 1n which he had hit redar.
emarked he then used the core drill to drill six or sevéf additional holes
nesfed to complete the remaining holes required for the track. said he did
not réemember whether he hit rebar on the additional holes. said this use of
the core drill was an isolated incident, and that it was the on y time he used a
cere drill or cut rebar at Comanche Peak.

said he rememberecC the blueprints usec by the crew to inst2ll the metz) plates
cirigined &n authorization for the cutting of one peice of rebar on each hole.
s21¢ he did _not know whether CMCs or DCAs were obtained authorizine the cuts that
performed, Js:id the holes they drilled were about 8 hes deep and were 12
signed off by & QC inspector (not further -identified). wsawc the tracks fo
iroliey were located on elevation 810 (ground level), and that the tracks were &
e

sagreer2nt with
that he was 2

¢cu feet iong,

-stetec‘ that on one occasion, he had a di
¢ welder "run his lines." Ws2id he told

and that
helping a was not his job, said that ncbody ever intimidated, threatened
or attemptecC to intimidate him while he worked at Cormanche Pezk, [ 'declined to
execyte a signed statement, saying he did not want to sign anthing,
-
eh OF RISULTS OF INTERVIEW WITH OK ¢ emder 1983
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LLEGATIONS CONTAINED IN FORT WORTH STAR TELEGRAM, APRIL 4, 1979

1. maﬂe es that aggregate tests were falsified in
Janua s by He further states
that htold him to do what ordered him to

do after he filed a complaint.

’ : Va,s ¢
X. waﬂeges that the equipment used to run potential e N
r y tests on aggregates was not used during three months ol

in early 1976.

X Several QC inspectors (unidentified) allege that shortcuts were
taken on tests involving sizing of the aggregate and its moisture
content.

4. Unidentified sources allege that truck drivers added excess water

to the concrete in transit from the batch plant.

5. mlleges that (sometime between August 1976, to
March he flunked some concrete for the T-G Bldg., but it was

still placed.

6. Three different persons (unidentified) allece that, during the
placement of 6,600 cy on February 21, 1976, some concrete was
placed without testing.

7. qaﬂeges that during a placement in mid-1977 in the contain-
ment wa ne failed a load with a slump of 4-1/4" (4" max. specified)

and that directed the lab technician to record a value of
4" on the card.

8. _a”ege that cylinder compression test results were
falsified by directions fmm—

Sources (unidentified) have alleged that tests on cylinders were
%

run purposely faster than allowed by MNRC regulations. (requlations
not defined)

after 77-02 was done "open book" and with answers given

@O

FoIh-85-57
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PREL TMINARY NOTIFICATION_“
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PRELIMINARY NOTIFICATION OF EVENT CR UNUSUAL OCCURRTICE--PN0-79-74

This prelininary notification

EOSSISLE Sofety or public interest z10ni ficance.

constiitutes

EARLY notice of even: of

The informazien

fArasented 1s a-« intialiy received withoul verification or evaluatian

and 1s basically a1l that 1s known by TE ST3ITf on this dats.

- —

(DN £0-425; 50-446)

FACILITY: Comanche Peak Units 1 & 2
Texas Utilities Generating Company
Glen Rose, Texas

SUBJECT:  NEWS AZTICLES REPORTIN

QUALITY CONTROL TESTING FOR CONCRETE
Fort Worth, Texas, reported in their

The FORT WORTH STAR TELEGRAN,
April 4, 1979,
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TO: R. E. SHEWMAKER
FROM: W. C. SEIDLE

PRELIMINARY NOTIFICATION OF EVENT OR UNUSUAL OCCURRENCE

FACILITY: Comanche Peak Units 1 & 2
Texas Utilities Generating Company
Glen Rose, Texas (DN 50-445; 50-446)

SUBJECT:  NEWS ARTICLES REPORTING FAILURE TO PERFORM SELECTED
QUALITY CONTROL TESTING FOR CONCRETE

The FORT WORTH STAR TELEGRAM, Fort Worth, Texas, reported in their

April 4, 1979, evening edition, that their investigations had identified
problems in the quality control testing program for the Comanche Peak
construction project. These allegations were related to two NRC,

Region IV, investigations conducted during 1977, and 1978, of alleged
deficiencies in the QC Laboratory activities during the placement of
concrete. In 1978, the laboratory contractor was replaced and no

further problems have been identified. The prior investigations conducted
by Regivn IV rasulted in corrective action for those identified allegations
which we'e substantiated.

In the news article, several individuals were quoted regarding failures
to perform testing, and completion of test records based on past test
results. Since three of the quoted individuals were not contacted during
previous investigations, the Region IV office will attempt to contact
them to determine if their allegations have specific substance. If so,
tne matters of the prior investigations will be re-examined.

The April 5, 1979, morning edition of the FORT WORTH STAR-TELEGRAM
contains a follow-up article which includes comments of concern by the
Governor and local and State politicians. The article also reports the
Region IV committment to pursue the reported new allegations.

News media interest as a result of the news articles, and other items
relating to the Three Mile Island incident has been high. Region IV
management was interviewed by TV and newpaper reporters on April 4. No
specific news release has been made by the region or the utility; however,
TV and newspaper coverage has reflected both NRC and Licensee positions.

Region IV is conducting a review of the substance of the reported al-
legations relative to prior investigations, and is attempting to contact
the quoted news article sources. Any newly identified allegations will
be resolved.

Sent via mag card on 4/5/79 at 12:50 by ILF
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‘._Tnl;.' is for Mr. Croseman ’f “AP /

\
P ——— s

.April 10, 1979 [ |
084S hrs

-

Subject: Interview Nlth__

Place & Time:
jose's Restuarant-Granbury, Texes
1835 hrs to 2000 hrs.
April 9, 1979

Interviewers; ~ -
W.A.Crossman
R.C.Stewart
R.G.Taylor

Preliminary Statement By Intervicwee.
1. The reporter [rom the Star-Telegram had visited bim In Nashville, Term. and

has called scveral times since on specific points, The reporter promised not
{o usc his name in print in any article growing out of the interviews. The

intervicwee statcd that he has been ieeated with ily harm by unidentified
dAhveat=n
persons.

2.The interviewee stated that he had woked for the R.%W. Hum Lab. at CPSES

for

-

Summary of Allegations;
1. The intervicwee stated that equipment used to perform sodium sulfatc lest

of aggregate was unused for several months but stated he had seen equipment

used. He remembered the bad oder made by the test. He stated the he asked
the “chemist” about not running the test and was 10ld that he , the chemist,
didn't ofien run the test because the resuits always came out the same. The

interviewee stated that the records would make it appear that the fest had becn

performed when it had not. Chemist was identified as
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2.1n regard to a placement of concrete in the Circulating Water imake Structure,
the Intervieweee stated that he and others had rejected concrete trucks for
being over specification limit on time to discharge. -Ihc then and
present B & R concrete superintendent) ordered his people to dump (he
concrete on the ground and shovel it into the formwork, which was done.

Interviewee was aware the structure was not safety relatced. |

3. The Hunt Lab cylinder curing m’vas poorly run in late 1976 through
early 1977, primarily due to poor mainfenance. The cylinders were
allowed to dry out.

4. A building area near the unit two containment struciure was initially installed
upside down due to the inability of the craft personnel 10 recad the blueprints. I
He stated that there was a “master carpenter” hired who did not know which |
cnd of a hammer 1o use. i

- i

5. The unit one bascmat was placed so fast that all of the required concrete

test were not performed. 0S raa rrem )

Additional Information Not Obtained From the Interviewee:
1. The on file records indicated that

No cause for termination }s stated in

records examined. He was certified as a

|
|
|

2. The unit 1 containment basement was placed on Feb. 21, 1976 and did consis!
of aprroximately 6,600 yrd3 of concrete.
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The following interviewees have been contacted as of April 16, 1979,

in regard to allegations:

April
April
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April
April
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April
April
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April

5
9
n
12
12
12

Y 4
1 ¥

N 4

16

16




