
Westinghouse
Electric Corporation

Switchgear Divisions 700 BraddocK Avenue
East Pittsburgh Pennsylvania 15112

October 13, 1983

United States Nuclear
Regulatory Commission

Region IV
611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 1000
Arlington, Texas 76011

p
XCNINOM'R

OCT l 71983

Attention: Mr. Uldis Potapovs, Chief
Vendor Program Branch

Subject: Response to Inspection Report
Docket No. 99900330/83-01

Dear Mr. Potapovs:

This letter is in response to the subject inspection report, Appendices
A and B. For clarity, the Notice of Violation and the three items in the
Notice of Nonconformance are xepeated in our responste.

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

As a result of the inspection conducted on August 1-4, 1983, and in accordance
with Section 206 of the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974 and its implementing
regulation 10 CFR Part 21, the following violation was identified and has been
categorized in accordance with the NRC Enforcement Policy (10 CFR Part 2,
Appendix C), 47 FR 9987 (March 9, 1982):

Section 21.6 of 10 CFR Part 21 dated December 30, 1982, states, in part,
"(a) Each' .' corporation''' subject to the x'egulations in this part,
shall post current copies of the following documents'> .' (1) the regulations
in this part''
Contrary to the above, the copy of 10 CFR Part 21 that was posted was not the
current issue dated December 30, 1982.

This is a Severity Level V violation (Supplement VII).

WESTINGHOUSE RESPONSE

At the time of your inspection on August 1-4, 1983, the Westinghouse Corporate
Council for the Implementation of 10 CFR 21, which provides the posters for
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Mr. Uldis Potapovs October 13, 1983

all the affected Westinghouse Divisions, had completed a revised poster with
revisions promulgated up to 'and including January 10, 1983. However, this
revised poster had not yet been distributed by the Corporate Counci'1. The
revised poster has now been received and was posted on August 17, 1983.

The Corporate Council advises us that it is their practice to provide us
posters with the updated version of 10 CFR 21 as soon as practicable after
revisions are promulgated and that they will continue to 'do 'so. I will as-
sure that any revised posters will be posted promptly on receipt by me.

In this regard, I have been advised by the Corporate Council that a revision
of the poster is currently in preparation to reflect the change in the tele-
phone number for Region IIIwhich went into effect September 12, 1983. As
stated above, I will post this revision as soon as I receive copies.

NOTICE OF NONCONFORMANCE

A. A Westinghouse letter (NS-EPR-2762) dated May 6, 1983, to the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission'E. P. Rahe to H. Denton) states, in part, regard-
ing replacement DS-416 undervoltage trip devices (UVTDs), "After the'" .'
failures at McGuire, replacement units were required to be manufac-
tured . . . Since the .> . . problem at McGuire was linked to manufac-
turing control of critical dimensions on selected parts, 100% quality
control checks of the'~ .' critical parts were instituted in the new
procedure. Those parts were labeled 'critical'eaning only that they
would henceforth be subject to 100% dimensional checks'''~ ."

Contrary to the above, it could not be established from available inspec-
tion records that all of the critical parts of 21 replacement UVTDs had
received the required 100% quality control'hecks. For example, the
records on file indicated that only 1 roller (72004CK02E), 4 C-rings
(70610DB20C), 5 pins (8058A62HOl), and 16 bracket pin assemblies
(436B787G02) had been inspected for the 21 UVTDs contained in Shop
Order Nos. 02YN192, 02YN193, and 02YN194.

WESTINGHOUSE RESPONSE

We acknowledge that detailed 100% dimensional inspection records are not
available for the items identified in the Notice of Nonconformance. However,
documentation does exist, and is available for your review, that provides
evidence that the 100% dimensional inspection of the selected parts was per-
formed. This documentation consists of "G" letters, signed by responsible
Switchgear Division personnel, that indicate that the 100% dimensional in-
spections were performed.
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Mr. Uldis Potapovs October 13, 1983

This documentation provides evidence that 100% dimensional inspection was
performed, even though this documentation does not'rovide specific details
of the dimensional inspection (i.'e., Form QCI 21-1).

Further, 100% of the assembled UVTDs were dimensionally inspected and
functionally tested in accordance with documented procedures. The results
of these inspections and tests are available for your review.

The inspection of the parts selected for 100% dimensional inspection prior
to assembly of the 21 replacement UVTDs was performed using evolving pro-
cedures that resulted in incomplete detailed dimensional inspection records.
In order to prevent recurrence of this nonconformance, inspections on future
UVTDs will be performed in accordance with documented instructions that
require identifiable documentation of the inspection of the UVTD parts se-
lected for 100% dimensional inspection.

The above reaffirms that Westinghouse actions taken to date and planned for
the future are in full compliance with the commitments made to 'the NRC in
letter 8NS-EPR-2762 (from E. P. Rahe, Jr., to 'H. Denton, dated 5/6/83).

NOTICE OF NONCONFORMANCE

B. Criterion V of Appendix B to 10 CFR Part 50 states, "Activities affect-
ing quality shall be prescribed by documented instructions, procedures,
or drawings, of a type appropriate to the circumstances and shall be ac-
complished in accordance with these instructions, procedures, or draw
ings. Instructions, proc'edures, or drawings shall include appropriate
quantitative or qualitative acceptance criteria for determining that
important activities have been satisfactorily accomplished."

Paragraph 6.1.1.2 of the Switchgear Division Quality Assurance Manual

(QAM) states, in part, "Manufacturing policy is that fabrication and
assembly will be done according to the drawing and revision called for
on the work order or shop order information'~ .> .~ ."

Contrary to the above, the shop order information issued for replacement
UVTDs did not identify the applicable drawing revisions to be used for
the required 100% inspection of "critical items." For example, the bulk
order for UVTDs destined for nonoperating plants (i.e., Shop Order

No.'2YN202)did not have Drawing Nos. 788A594 and 591C656 identified by
revision status.

WESTINGHOUSE RESPONSE

We acknowledge that revision numbers for Drawings 788A594 and 591C656 were

missing from the information issued on Shop Order 02YN202. Change notices
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Mr. Uldis Potapovs October 13, 1983

have been issued on this shop order to add the applicable revision numbers.
We have determined that the applicable revision numbers were used in the
inspection of the critical parts in question.

To prevent recuxrence of this nonconformance, responsible Switchgeax Division
personnel will be instructed to 'assure that applicable xevision levels will
be specified in the shop order information for all critical parts identified
for 100X inspection. No future orders for Class lE UVTDs will be released
for manufacture before this instruction is completed.

NOTICE OF NONCONFORMANCE

C. Criterion V of Appendix B to '10 CFR Part 50 states, in part, "Activities
affecting quality .'' shall be accomplished in accordance with'
instructions, procedures, or drawings''" .~ ."

Item 2 of Purchase Order No. 54X470254 (Shop Order No. 02YN192) requires
issue of Certificates of Conformance for each UVTD to 'certify compliance
with the purchase order technical requirements.

Contrary to the above, Certificates of Conformance were on file for only
five replacement UVTDs of the eight that had been shipped on Purchase
Order No. 54X470254 to the McGuire site.

WESTINGHOUSE RESPONSE

During the inspection, a Certificate of Conformance dated 4/4/83 for a quan-
tity of two UVTDs, and a Certificate of Conformance dated 4/13/83 for a quan-
tity of three were examined. We later found that the original copy of the
4/4/83 Certificate of Conformance had been voided as these two devices were
never delivered to the site. The 4/13/83 Certificate of Conformance is valid
as will be explained below.

On 4/5/83, two UVTDs were shipped. On 4/7/83, we learned that both devices
had incorrect pins, and they were recalle6. On 4/11/83, we delivered six
devices. On inspection at the site, one was found to have one dimension
out of specified tol'erance. That device was brought back to East Pittsburgh.
On 4/13/83, we shipped 3 devices.

We have on file a Certificate of Conformance dated 4/5/83 for two 'devices,
a Certificate of Conformance dated 4/8-4/9/83 for six devices, and a Certifi-
cate of Conformance dated 4/13/83 for three devices. These Certificates cover
a total of eleven devices shipped to McGuire, of which three were returned,
leaving eight at the site.

The Certificates of Conformance dated 4/5/83 and 4/8-4/9/83 were located
subsequent to 'the inspection of 8/1-8/4/83.
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Mr. Uldis Potapovs Octob'er 13, 1983

CLARIFICATION

As requested by the inspector at the exit interview conducted at the end
of the NRC follow'-up inspectioxi'on'eptember 22, 1983, we offer the follow'-
ing clarification of the subject of a possible Westinghouse design review
of the circuit breaker shunt trip device:

Westinghouse Water Reactor Division is conducting two 'separate reviews of
the addition of the shunt trip device to 'the automatic prot'ection syste'.
One of these reviews is of the electrical interface requirements necessary
to 'add the shunt trip device to the automatic protection system, and the
second review is of the interface of the shunt trip device with the breaker.

Currently, no detailed review of the shunt trip device itself has been con-
ducted.

Very truly yours,

g) Pr
D. B. Jones, Manager
guality Assurance
Switchgear Division

Approved:

D. M. Sauter
General Manager
Switchgear Division



a "<; t ~

F '
c s1fe~P) I 'f~ P e p ~ ~$

~ gq ~ q «,y~ -r> p -rq

I"

~ g
,r) i", r „'' 9f' I

P
'

y f i et,,gO i ) 'll i)~ ~ )

~ Ql

~ 0

'l

,ip', >

~ i ~',f'X Q
'~ i ', „'J, 'I=~'i «'f f

"'gv'a
f,') tf .):) . 'ff» f,",

I ~,Q Q if'C 4 „', .ifklw ~

-ll - ()

i3 ~i)s$

i
J

J if

'l


