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o 6. OAR MO:
| MIDLAND PROJECT ‘ RS-00106
QUALITY ASSURANCE DEPARTMENT QUALIT EST (7. DATT 1SSUED: BT
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1. REQUIREMENT: S« pagE 1 oF 2
See attached page 2 of 2 for description of requirements 10. ASME RELATED
associated with this QAR.
O ves & mo
2. DEFICIENCY:
See attached page 2 of 2 for description of deficiencies found at stations MPQAD Sta. 8;
FSO Sta. 10 and BOP Stardish Sta. 13.
1. POTENTIAL %0.55(e
YES o5
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U-00508 01 PGMOR Control & FSO ] g-m‘/
14. DISCIPLINE: 16. TREND CODE: 18. RESB CODE: Document Control 21. DATE: 8 15y
BPA - Field
Doc. Control G-5, R-5, G-9 BFSOC '/5/?’ng&
22, CAUSE: 23, PROPCSED CORRECTIVE ACTION:
28 RESPONSIBLE ORGANIZATION/PERSON: 25. PROPOSED COMPLETION DATE
26 DISPOSTTION CONCURRENCE:
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27. DISPOSTION ACTION TAKEN:
28 METHOD OF DISPOSITION VERIFICATION 29. QAR CLOSED BY
WPQAD DATE
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Midland Project QAR No. RS-00106

Quality Assurance Dept. QUALITY ACTION REQUEST Date: 115784 Rev., (

CONTINUATION SHEET Page 2 of 2

The following conc2rns have been identified by Stone and Webster (CIC) during
an audit of the following document control stations: MPQAD Station 8, FSO -
Station 10, and BOP Standish Station 13. These concerns are addressed by CIO
on NIR number 012, dated January 2, 1984,

A.

The FSK Change Notice Composite Register shows FSK CA-1060 Sheet 7
requiring FCR 6704, FSK CA-1062 Sheet 6 requiring FCR 6053 and 6704, and
FSK CA-2257 Sheet 5 requiring FCN 3743 and FCR 6890 to be attached.
Contrary to this composite register FSK's CA-1060 Sheet 7, CA-1062 Sheet 6
and CA-2257 Sheet 5 do not exist. Also FSK CA-1060 is shown in the
Register as "FSK CA-1060 sheet 7" however it should indicate FSK CA-1060
Revision 7 with only one sheet and FSK CA-1062 is shown in the Register as
"FSK CA-1062 sheet 6 revision 4," however it should indicate rFSK CA-1060
revision 6 with only on sheet. (This was a generic problem with the

FSK's sampled by CIO).

The FDDL provides the following information; Stations that receive
docuwents, number of, and description of documents distributed. Contrary
to the above, the number of Design Drawings and Specifications at Station
10 did not agree with the FDDL. _

1) Specifications C-195, C-197, C-198, C-200. Design Drawings C-1492,
C-1493-1, C-97, C-8 and C-2031.

2) All vendor controlled drawings have one copy in their station that is
voided. These voided documents could not be counted in the required
number of documents per the FDDL. Therefore all vendor controlled
drawings were one short of the required amount.

3) Spencer-White and Prentice had the following Design Drawings missing
from station 10, cne copy (sepia) of C-8 and one copy (sepia) of C-97.
Two sepia were issued for each drawing per the FDDL.

The Change Notice Composite Registers list the applicable change notice
attachments to drawings and specifications. Contrary to this requirement,

1. Station 10 had the following daiscrepancies:

(a) Drawing C-2031-19 revision 1 did not have FCR 6974 attached to the
Design Drawing.

(b) Design Drawing C-2036 revision 5 should have had DCN-2 attached
to the drawing.The drawing indicated it was pulled-back, the
Composite Register did not.

(c¢) FCR C-6053 was attached to the Mergentime FSK CA 1062 Revision 6
blue-]line but was not attached to the sepia.

2. Station 13 had the following discrepancy:
(a) Specification C-306 had referenced FCR C-4854 but it was not
attached to the specification.

The Civil One Time Deviation Register lists the drawings and
specifications that require a@symbol. Contrary to this requirement:

1. Station 10 had the following discrepancy:
(a) Specification C-305 located in station ]0 Mergentime was missing
the synbolﬁato indicate that there is a retired document against
this specification,

2. Station 13 had the following discrepancies:
(a) Drawing C 482-1 outstanding attachment stamp could not be read.
Also a @ly‘nbol was located on the drawing while the Composite
Register had it voided.



