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" 1OCFR50, APPENDIX B, CRITERION YVI EVALUATION AND CORRECTION ACTION

1. 1Is this condition significant

2. Are there possible Duke or Industry
generic implications?

3. What is the root cause of the prob]em’

STATION: ([ &M UNIT: _/_ NCIR SERIAL NO. /2, 7«49

ves L no [
ves [ nrd

Eppaainie V(/f% v sreied of defecrt from

fﬂa

4. wWhat corrective action is required to prevent reoccurence?

N

5. Is this condition repetitive in nature
to the extent corrective action should

‘ be implemented?

\

6. Should this condition be investigated
at other Duke Sites?

1f yes, which Sites?

7. Corrective Action

Noy

BY:

YES D NO Q/
YES D NO E/

s DATE:

REVIEWED BY:

» DATE:

APPROVED BY: ; 22 2 Z%O

. oate: A/ 8 B2
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June 24, 1983 P4 g 6-E2

G. W. Grier, Corporate Manager
Quality Assurance Department

Re: Catawba NCI 13,955
Evaluation of Significance
File: CN-1412.16

The removal of .029" of wall thickness by grinding would not have violated
any applicable criteria and would not have been of any nuclear safety or
structural significance, had it not been repaired.

The weld repair was required by Design Engineering Materials Group because

we felt it was the most economical resolution, consistent with nuclear
safety.

. K. Blackley, Jr., Chief Engineer
chanical & Nuclear Division

DG

By: D. ii. Collings, Sen

Engineer

DMC/cls

Reviewed By:

/'717@ ; Date: (ZZ#Z«’)"
nderwood, Supervising Uesign Engineer

Mechanical & Nzclear Division






