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Atiention: John T. Collins, Reoional »éministrator
rRegion 1V
-
Subject: julletin £IE-82-01, R-1 &né Radiograph

Review at WNP-2 Site, Banford, WVA.

Dear Mr. Collins:

ir. accoréance with the directions.-'in the subject bulletin,
Bechtel personnel, at the WhF-2 site, reviewed all of the
LPaE furnished radiocraphs for piping welcs onc-half inch
and lese in thickness where exposure was made vtilizing
ar 1sotope technique. We have been informally advised
that this review has turned up seven (7) welée where one
or more f£11lr. have evidence of enkancement. It appears
that nost of thesc car be resolveéd by substituting our
copy of the filrm, which has not been enhancecd ané does
have the required sensitivity, for the ephanced film in

the field.

Although this may clecar up most of the enhancement problem,
it dié reveal another zres of concern which prompted this
jeiter prior to &ny fcrne) action at WiP-2.

In the subject bulletin and gurinog the investigation at our
facility by your personnel, it was concluded that only one
individual had been involved in the problem. Unfortunately, -
the WNP-2 revicw higs revealed that, in adédition te the cnhance-
ment performed by was also
guilty of the samnc Lype of cnhancement. | __has aGmitted
to this violation and has been gcestricted_from performing
_Tediography of film interpretation during the remainger of

his employment with this company .’
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'has not been terminaled sinuce I felt_the wain

Pthlcm was that he was trained on thowjob by
ond obvigusly obtained some bad direction. The only time
, interpretted film was whe n __ was on

Vacation_or ill so the invelvoment was not nearly so ¢iecat.
has been working outside ithe Radiographic Department

Tbr the past several months and vwas not working in radiogiaphy
énring your original investigation.

Due to the enliancement discovery on the WWP-2 Project, 1

Feel that we will need to go back to the next previous
contract, which was similar to the WNP-2 and 3 projecte,

SMUD, which closed out in early 1973 and review that film

for enhancement possibility since thin wall isotope technigues
were qQuite extensive on that contract. I will be contacting
the Sacramento Municipal Utility District personnel to either
have the radiographs returned to us for review or arsranoe to
review them on location. By a copy of this letter I am
advising the Region V office of my actions.

I will keep you advised of the status of our review and the
resuvlts when complete.

Plcase advise me immediately of any further information you
might need or if there is any further action I necd to take.

Very truly vours, : .
-

ASSOCIATED PIPING & ERGINEERING CORP.

- R.L. Joréen
Quality 2ssurance Manaoer
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