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ATTACHMENT A

two parts:

s and res: concerning materials

T..rough ul independent nvestigation, it was determined that no

"apparently ¢ idulent™ materials were received for use at Indian Point

Units 1 and 2 Other material, not i '2ed as "apparently fraudulent”

r

in the bulletin ¢ s supplements, s ovided to Indian Point Units 1

and 2 either directly from the Ray M West Caldwell, N.J. offic

or through some ¢ ou S of this material was installed

in safety relat systems. The current d4i 3ition of this material is
as Iindicated n the response to Item ) n each case, one of he

following was performed:
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Response to Items l(a), l(b) and l(c)

No Ray Miller, Inc. material, identified as “apparently fraudulent®™ in
the bulletin or its supplements, wae supplied for use at Indian Point
Unit 2.

(The material purchased from Ray Miller, 1Inc. and delivered to
Consolidated Edison Company of New York, which was identified on page 37
of Attachment 1 of the bulletin, was not supplied for use at Indian Point
Unit 2).

Item 1(&)

If other Ray Miller, Inc. materials not listed in Attachments 1 and 2
have been identified by your own initiat.ve, determine whether any was
installed :in safgty-related systems at your facility, or is still in
stocke. )

Response to Item 1(d)

Table 1 Is a list of material (not "apparently fraudulent”) physically
handled by Ray Miller, Inc. of West Caldwell, N.J. and identified to date
as supplied for use at Indian Point Unit 2 :in safety ‘related svstems.
(No such material was supplied for use at Unit 1).

Additional material was ordered through Fay Miller, Inc. of West
Caldwell, N.J. but delivered directly from other vendors tc Con Edison
for use in safety related systems at Indian Point Units 1 and 2. This
material was considered to be authenti:s and no further investigation was
performed.



Table 1

Material Physically Handled bv Ray Miller, Inc. (West Caldwell, N.J.

Office) and Delivered for Installation at Indian Point Unit 2

23

12

in safety related systems

Item Description

1", 150% S.W. Flanges
3/‘.' 15004 R.F. Plﬂnqe
3/4", 1500# Blind Flange

3/4", 3000# Tees

1/2"x3/4", 3000% Sockolets
3/4", 3000# Pipe raps

2", 150%, Sch 40 Welding
Neck Flanges

4", Sch 160 Tee

4"x3", Sch 160 Raducers

Location

Digcarded.
A
Discarded.
Discarded.

(2) Discarded.
(1) installed
in #21 Charging
Pump Bypass
Lines.

iscarded.
Discarded.

(8) Discarded.
(3) Installed
in Service
Water System
originally
but since
removed and
discarded.

(1) Unknown.

Material was
physically

. damaged after

receipt and was
discarded.

Installed
immediately
upstream of
pressurizer
PORV block
valves.



Item

2. For Ray Miller, Inc. materials, both the NRC:identified apparently
fraudulent materials 1listed in Attachnents 1 and 2, and other
materials identified by your own initiative, that are installed :in
safety-related systems of your facility:

(a) Evaluate the gsafety significance of the presence of these
materials assuming the fraud is as identified in the
attachments or assuming material failure.

(b) Determine the disposition of the installed material; e.g., use
as is, remove and replace, etc.

Response to Items 2(a) and 2(b)

Referring to Table 1, the following are the results of examination and
analyses of Ray Miller material identified as installed in safety related
systems at Indian Point Unit 2. Note that none of these materials were
identified as "apperently fraudulent" :in the bulletin, and none of the
material identified was purchased through the Charleston, South Carolina
office of Ray Miiler, Inc.

The 3/4", 3000%# tee installed in the no. 21 charging pump bypass was
examined In place. PRaised letters indicating heat number were observed
on the tee. It was concluded that these markings could not be a forgery,
and that the tee sunplied was in accordance with the procurement
gspecifications.

Twelve 2", 150% Schedule 40 flanges were delivered to Con Edison through
Ray Miller, Inc. Three were installed in the Service Water System in No.
23 Fan Cooler Motor Cooler 1lines. They have since been removed and
disposed of due to design modifications to the system in which they were
installed. The location of the fourth flange could not be determined.
Three (3) flanges were picked at random from the remaining eight (8)
flanges held in stock a° that time and were subjected to chemical and
physical analysis. The results Iindicate that the flanges met the
procurement specifications. It is therefore concluded that the missing
flange will perform its intended function if it is installed.

Two 4"x3" Schedule 160 reducers were installed, one in each line to the
two pressurizer power operated reilef valves, immediately upstream of the
PORV block valives. An evaluation of the possible failure of these
reducers was performed. It was determined that the consequences of
failure of both of these reducers would be bounded by the consequences
presented In Section 14.3 of the Final Safety Analysis T"sport (Loss of
Coolant Accident). Since the installation of this material in the
1278/197% 1refueling outage, these reducers have been subjected to
numerous primary system hydrostatic tests and have been continuously
subjected to pressurizer operating conditions without any indication of
degradation. Nevertheless, they will be examined during the upcoming
Cycle 6/7 refueling outage and replaced if the material is determined to
be not acceptable for the application.



Item

3. For all material from Ray Miller, Inc. still in stock, whether
identified by item 1 or previously identified by your own initiative:

(a)

(b)

(c)

Segregate into two groups: (1) material included in the
purchase orders listed :In the fraudulent data files, and (2)
all other material supplied by Ray Miller, Inc., regardless of
the branch office that supplied the material.

FPor the material included in the fraudulent data file:
(1) Discard the material, or

(2) Tag or otherwise maix the materials for use only in
systems not important to safety.

For material supplied by Ray Miller that is not included in
the fraudulent data file, do one of the following:

(1) Discard the material.

(2) Tag or otherwise mark the materials for use only in
systems not important to safety, or

(3) Subdivide material into groups of identical items and
examine and test material in each group in accordance
with elther item (i) or (ii), below:

(1) Perform sufficient comprehensive examinations
and tests to qualify each group of material for
use In systems Important to safety. If there
are less than 10 identical items in the group,
each items should be examined. If there are 10
or more identical items, a statistical sampling
plan may be wused tn demonstrate with 20%
confidence that 90% of the material conforms to
the purchase specifications. Groups of material
found acceptable may be used as desired.

(i1) Perform comprehensive examinations and tests of
a liimited sample of each group of identical
items. The minimum sample size is to be two
items, .or 10% of the items 4in the group,
whichever is greater. Examination and test of
this limited sample does not provide a high
degree of assurance that the NRC w.ll compile
the results of all the data received, determine
the statistical significance of the results and
advise industry of the overall results and
conclusions. Therefore, a utility should not
use this material In systems important to safety
until the NRC's evaluation is complete.



Response to 3(a)(l) and 3(b)

No material from the fraudulent data files was delivered to Con Edison
for use at Indiaa Point Unit 2.

Pesponse to 3(a)(2) and 3(c)

All available material 1listed in Table 1 which was not installed in
Indian Point Unit No. 2 has been discarded per Item 3(c)(1l).



