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-

4-01--A-00-156, 4-84-A-06-167, 4-84-A-06-182, 4-84-A-06-183, 4-04-A-12-4

Characterization: QC inspectoi verliiivaLiun deficiencies. Fast euipioynient
n~*--=" Inspectors not pi vperly cci tified. Answers to exams given.

Initial Assessment of Significance: QC inspectors may have performed
inspections while not properly qualified or certified - makes the validity of
the inspections questionable. gg T g gc em%c+ - /,

QA alregation(gUnknown allegatio'n;
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.

tMec e y --
-

Individual"ChdGambitnews
~

~ Source:
article. ob p 4e_ aw=
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Approach to Resolution:
YHeccey

1. Review centr:: ten certification program against NRC requirements and
ANSI N45.2.6 (73/ M , Levels I, II and III.

2. n-e-t m'n '-hethe- recc:-ds reflect we,iiiueLivo vi educcLion and'

T'"OriCnCe (p65l cuiplvyuicul) - In wri Ling (see Lis culas C0-22).
'

2. K Interview a sample of previous mercury (if possible).inspectors to determine if exam
answers were routinely given to exams

~4 M See QC Inspector List for particular records to be reviewed. @c rcew--.
Peebudy, 5ilne, T&B, Culf, and r k

5. uF&L provice e respunac end certs fe, i Leu, 9 - review and evaluate
(Pfemat4on e 4" o!'; saf9).

Y 6. Refer any examples of wrongdoing to 0I.

( 7. Evaluate allegations for generic / safety implications.

6 8. Report on results of review / evaluation of allegations.

Status: In progress - Team 1 (Westberg /Ross) .

Review Lead: J. Harrison

Support: 01
I

Estimated Resources: Mmandays(total)

Estimated Completion: 5/3/84
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