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Task: Allegation A-43
.

Reference No.: 4-83-A-87/4

Characterization: Improperly performed calibrations including. improper
humidity and temperature control in Magna Flux Company's test lab (office
trailer).

_

Initial Assessment of Significance: Improperly calibrated instruments
could invalidate the acceptability of safety-related systems.

This issue was addressed by a review of the response to this item provided
by LP&L. LP&L stated that no pu.rchase orders had been issued to the Magna
Flux Company for work on the Waterford site.

~

The NRC staff review d'etermined that calibrations were correctly performed'
in accordance with approved procedure. When procedures were violated,
nonconformances were documented.

,

The 01 investigation of allegations in this area has indicated that the
alleger, when interviewed, stated that "I intentially overstated my
concerns to get NRC attention." Since the scope of the work of this
allegation (Diesel Generator Installation) did not require the
calibrations to be accomplished in a controlled atmosphere laboratory,
the calibrations were deemed acceptable.

In conclusion, this allegation has neither safety significance nor generic
implications. __

None}otential Violation:

Action Required: None.

References: ,

1. LP&L response to allegation.

2. A-36.

3. The NRC 01 " Report of Investigation."
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Task: Allegation A-43

Reference No.: 4-83-A-87 8A8 *'7" ''& ''"/'" # '#-
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Characterization: fmproperly perfo ed calibrations includin
test lab (office trailer)g improperhumidity and temperature control i .

Initial Assessment of Significance: Improperly calibrated instruments could
invalidate the acceptability of safety-related systems.

This issue was addressed by a review of the response to this item provided by
LP&L. L plL Th /r2 %7 m /~ a t e ordia n o ^~J bi*n a ss eJ fc Tk%~%G+1
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The NRC staff review determined that calibrations were correctly performed in
accordance with approved procedure. When procedures were

g & W * I'gigl, age,d, noncon-formances w documente{., ,,- . , _ . , s ag- vw4M '"1 *

TheOIhv,eere
*so

stigation of allegations in this area has
allegernoverstated-his concerns to get NRC attention,., indicated that theg

\s,.)i ht-that-categorydince the scope of the work of this allegation (Diesel
This aHegatiorfathc

Generator Installation) did not requirB t'.e calibrations to be accomplished in
W uwO -a controlled atmosphere laboratory 3 % cW b rosa uta

In conclusion, this allegation has neither safety significance nor generic
implications.

otential Violation: None

Action Required: None.

References:

1. LP&L response to allegation.

2. A-36.
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