REVISION 3
> 06/19/84

SSER

Task: Allegation A-335
Reference No.: 4-84-A-45

Characterization: The allegation is that documentation does not exist to
verify that inspectors who signed concrete curing records for the reactor
containment building (RCB) dome and parapet wall were on site over weekends
in order to implement procedures requiring that concrzte being cured be
monitored once a day for seven consecutive days.

Assessment of Allegation: The basis for this allegation was identified by
tbascc during their review of Fegles Power Service Corporation documentation.
Ebasco brought these discrepancies to Fegles attention in a March 11, 1980
letter (W3QA-9766) from the Ebasco QA Site Supervisor. A nonconformance
report (NCR W3-2169) was generated by Fegles Power Service Corporation to
address the record discrepancy, the lack of a seven-day curing time, and the
lack of inspection checks for curing at the end of the *irst day. The NCR
recommended "use-as-is" for disposition of the issue based on the compressive
strengths of field-cured cylinders and the core drilled cylinders for some of
the RCB dome placements. The NCR was closed by Ebasco on November 18, 1981.

The NRC staff reviewed this NCR and its disposition and determined that there
are no outstanding safety questions as a result of these curing record

discrepancies. This allegation has neither safety significance nor generic
implications.

(Potential Violations: 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion V states that
activities affecting the quality of work shall be prescribed by procedures and
shall be accomplished in accordance with the procedures. Ebasco specification
LOU-1564.472, Section II, was not followed in relation to the inspection of
concrete curing on the dome. Fegles procedure (CP-303-4), which requires
monitoring the curing once per day for seven days, was also not followed.

Aétions Required: None. ——

References:
1. NCR-W3-2169
2. LOU-1564.472, Section II "Curing, Protecting, Repairing, and Finishing"

3. Ebasco Tetter (W3QA-9766) dated March 11, 1980 by Ebasco QA Site
Supervisor,
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REVISION 2
06/18/84

SSER

Task: Allegation A-335
Reference No,: 4-84-A-45

Characterization: The allegation is that documentation does not exist to
verify that inspectors who signed concrete curing records for the reactor
containment building (RCB) dome and parapet wall were on site over weekends
in order to implement procedures regquiring that concrete being cured be
monitored once a day for saven consecutive days.

Assessment of Allegation: The basis for this allegation was identified by
tbasco during their review of Fegles Power Service Corporation documentation.
Ebasco brought these discrepancies to Fegles attention in a March 11, 1980
letter (W3QA-9766) from the Ebasco QA Site Supervisor. A nonconformance
report (NCR W3-2169) was generated by Fegles Power Service Corporation to
address the record discrepancy, the lack of a seven-day curing time, and the
lack of inspection checks for curing at the end of the first day. The NCR
recommended "use-as-is" for disposition of the issue based on the compressive
strengths of field-cured cylinders and the core drilled cylinders for some of
the RCB dome placements., The NCR was closed by Ebasco on November 18, 1981,

The NRC staff reviewed this NCR and its disposition and determined that there
arz no outstanding safety questions as a result of these curing record
discrepancies. This allegation has neither safety significance nor generic
implications.

\4’

f Potential Violations: 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion V and states that
activities affecting the quality of work shall be prescribed by procedures and
shall be accomplished in accordance with the procedures., Ebasco specification
LOU-1564,472, Section 11, was not followed in relation to the inspection of
concrete curing on the dome, Fegles procedure (CP-303-4), which requires
monitoring the curing once per day for seven days, was also not followed.

Actions Required: None,

References:
1. NCR-W3-2169
2. LOU-1564.,472, Section Il "Curing, Protecting, Repairing, and Finishing"

3. Ebasco letter (W30A-9766) dated March 11, 1980 by Ebasco OA Site
Supervisor.
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REVISION 2
06/18/84

SSER

Task: Allegation A-335
Reference N.o,: 4-84-A-45

Characterization: The allegation is that documentation does not exist to
verify that inspectors who signed concrete curing records for the reactor
containment building (RCB) dome and parapet wall were on site over weekends
in order to implement procedures requiring that concrete being cured be
monitored once a day for seven cc.secutive days.

Assessment of Allegation: Th. basis for this allegation was identified by
Ebasco during the'r review of Fegles Power Service Corporation documentation.
Ebasco brought these discrepancies to Fegles attention in a March 11, 1980
letter (W3QA-9766) from the Ebasco QA Site Supervisor. A noncunformance
report (NCR W3-2169) was generated bv Fegles Power Service Corporation to
address the record discrepancy, the lack of a seven-day curing time, and the
lack of inspection checks for curing at the end cf the first day. The NCR
recommended "use-as-is" for disposition of the issue based on the compressive
strengths of field-cured cylinders and the core drilled cylinders for some of
the PCB dome placements. The NCR was closed by Ebasco on November 18, 1981.

The NRC staff reviewed this NCR and its dicposition and determined that there
are no outstanding safety questions as a result of these curing record
discrepancies. This allegation has neither safety significance nor generic
implications.

Potential Violations: 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterion V amd states that
activities affecting the quality of work shall be prescribed by procedures and
shall be accomplished in accordance with the procedures. Ebasco specification
LOU-1564.472, Sectfon II, was not followed in relation to the inspection of
concrete curing on the dome. Fegles procedure (CP-303-4), which requires
monitoring the curing once per day for seven days, was also not followed.

Actions Required: None,

References:
1. NCR-W3-2169
2. LOU-1564.,472, Section Il "Curing, Protecting. Repairing, and Finishing"

3. Ebasco letter (W3QA-9766) dated March 11, 1980 by Ebasco QA Site
Supervisor,
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REVISION 1
06/09/84

Task: Allegation A-335
Reference No.: 4-84-A-45

ngrgct%rization: The allegation is that documentation does not exist to
verify that inspectors who signed concrete curing records for the reactor
containment building (RCB) dome and parapet wall were on site over weekends
despite procedures requiring that concrete being cured be monitored once a
day for seven consecutive days.

Assessment of Allegation: The basis for this allegation was identified by
Ebasco during fﬁoir review of Fegles Power Service Corporation documentation,
Ebasco brought these discrepancies to Fegles attention in a March 11, 1980
letter (W3QA-9766) from the Ebasco QA Site Supervisor. A nonconformance
report (NCR W3-2169) was generated by Fegles Power Service Corporatfon to
address the record discrepancy, the lack of a seven-day curing time, and the
lack of inspection checks for curing at the end of the first day. The NCR
recommended “use-as-is" for disposition of the issue based on the compressive
strengths of field-cured cylinders and the core drilled cylinders for some of
the RCB dome placements. The NCR was closed by Ebasco on November 18, 1981,

The NRC staff reviewed this NCR and its disposition and determined that there
are no outstanding safety questions as a result of these curing record
deficiencies, This allegation has nefther safety significance nor generic
ifmplications,

Potential Violations: 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criterfon X and ANSI N45.2, ﬁf
Triterion X1, state that inspection activities to verify the aquality of work

shall be performed by persons other than those who performed the activity

being inspected. Ebasco specification LOU-1564,472, Section 1, was not

followed in relation to the inspection of concrete curing on the dome. Fegles
procedure (CP-303-4), which requires monitoring the curing once per day for

seven days, was also not followed, —

Actions Required: None.

References:
1. NCR-W3-2169

2. LOU-1564 472, Section Il "Curing, Protecting, Repairing, and Finishing"

3, fbasco letter (W3QA-9766) cated March 11, 1980 by Ebasco QA Site
Supervisor,
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~ e " REVISION 1
06/09/84

Task: Allegation A-335

Reference No,: 4-84-A-45

Cgeraggiriiation: The allegation is that documentation does not exist to
y that inspectors who signed concrete curing records for the reactor

ve
ey ASONTAE building (RCB) dome and parapet wall were on site over weekends
" or ,‘,,§§‘33 cedures requiring that concrete being cured be monitored once a
day for ‘seven consecutive days.

Assessment of Allegation: The basis for this allegation was identified by
Eiisco 5ur!ng Eﬁisr review of Fegles Power Service Corporation documentation,
Ebasco brought these discrepancies to Fegles attention in a March 11, 1980
letter (W3QA-9766) from the Ebasco QA Site Supervisor, A nonconformance
report (NCR W3-2169) was generated by Fegles Power Service Corporation to
address the record discrepancy, the lack of a seven-day curing time, and the
lack of inspection checks for curing at the end of the first day. The NCR
recommended "use-as-is" for disposition of the issue based on the compressive
strengths of field-cured cylinders and the core drilled cylinders for some of
the RCE dome placements. The NCR was closed by Ebasco on November 18, 1981,

l
|
SSER

The NRC staff reviewed this NCR and its disposition and determined that there
are no outstandin? safety questions as a result of these curing record

else e ,,,,,rl::u:?m. This allegation has neither safety significance nor generic y ,
“implications. e ltietn

¥

Potential Violations: 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, giigarion X and ANS| NAS 2,

state that inspection activities) ' the cuality of work
shall be by persons other than those who performed the activity orewor /o) /.,
being inspected, Ebasco specification LOU-1564,472, Section I, was not
followed in relation to the inspection of concrete curing on the dome, Fegles
procedure (CP-303-4), which requires monitoring the curing once per day for |
seven days, was also not followed, )

Actions Required: None. _
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2, LOU-1564.472, Section Il “Curing, Protecting, Repairing, and Finishing"

3., Ebasco letter (W30A-9766) dated March 11, 1980 by Ebasco OA Site
Supervisor,
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JM CAIN
A Fres/dent and
Chief Executive QOfficer
o June 28, 1984

Mr. Darrell G. Eisenhut, Director
Division of Licensing :

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
0.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
wl‘hmton. D.C. 20555

SUBJECT: Program Plan for Resolution of Pre-Licensing lssues
REFERENCE: ©NRC Letter Dated June 13, 1984, Docket No., 50-382,
Dear Mr. Eisenhut: '

Louisiana Power & Light has established a major program, with significant
cezzitment of nanagement resources, to address the issues ralsed in your letter
to me of June 13, 1984,

I am enclosing for your information a program plan which describes the
organization of our new program and the methods of approaching resolution

of the issues you have raised., Key to our program is the desigration of an
cutside, highly qualified Task Force tc assist in the development of our plans
for resclution and to independently assess the adequacy of the resolutions

and their safety significance, The Task Force will consist of Larry L. Muzphreys

President, UNC Nuclear Industries, Inc., Saul Levine, Vice President, NUS

_Corporation, and Rebert L. Ferguson, Chairman, UNC, assisted by suitadle UNC

and NUS personnel,

The Task Force will independently review LP&L's preoposed resolution of the
matters, and will reporc directly to me, Formal reports to me will be simul-
taneously provided to you. The Task Force's charter is set out in my June 20,
1584 letter to the Task Force, enclosed. .

We have also designated a top management team dedicated to resolution of the
fesves and administration of our program. The team {s headed by Dale E. Dobson,
waterford 3 Project Manager, reporting directly to R.S. Leddick, Senior

Vice President -~ Nuclear, and includes management involvezent of the plant
cperational staff, I will be perscrally and directly overseeing the program
effores.

‘-.’




In addition, the resolution of the issues raised by your staff will be reviewed
by the Waterford 3 Safety Review Comgittee (SRC) through a special subcommittee
consisting of Kenneth W. Cook, LPSL Nuclear Support and Licensing Manager,
‘Chairman; Jeseph M, Hendrie, Consulting Engineer; Robert M. Douglass, Manager
of Quality Assurance, Baltimore CGas & Electric Company; Raymend F. Burski,

L?6L Engincering and Nuclear Safety Manager; and Thomas F. Correts, LPSL
Corporate Quality Assurance Manager.

You can be assured that LPSL is totally dedicated to achieving the highest

level of safety achievable in the plant, and we take very sericusly the matters
you have sat cut in your letter. I do not intend to request a fuel loading/low
power license, or a full power license, until I am personally satisfied that

all issues necessary for those phases of plant operation have been satisfactorily
addressed to assure the public health and safety. You have my perscnal assurance
that necessary programmatic and managezent changes arising from our program to
resclve these issues will be immediately and effectively implezented,

The attachment to the program planm listing the LP4L appreach to resolution of
the individual issues has not yet been reviewed by the Task Force or the SRC,
and is subject to modification as a result of reviews by those groups and your
staff. The plan is intended to provide an early and high level of ronfidance
in the successful iesolution of the issues and concerns you have raised.

. I welcozme your comments and suggestions.

Very truly yours,
WL@‘«L

J. M., Cain

Enclosures:
As Stated

ec: With Enclosure:
See next page
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June 28, 1284

WATERFORD 3
PROGRAM PLAN AND SCHEDULE

I. INTRODUCTION AND PURFPOSE

W s e

This Program Plan outlines the methoés by which the 23 in-
dividual issues described in the NRC letter, Docket No.
50-382, dated June 13, 1984, are to be resclved by LP&L.
Further, the Plan provides a mechanism to address the
cause of the issues, the generic implications and collec-
tive significance of the issues, and the prograrmatic and
management changes designed to preclude recurrence of such
issues. The Program includes the establishment of an in-
dependent Task Force to advise LP&L and evaluate LP&L's
resolution of the issues, and separate review of the reso-
lution by the Waterford 3 Safety Review Ccecrmittee (SRC).

II. PROGRAM PLAN MANAGEMENT

) The LP&L Project Manager - Nuclear is assigred re-
sponsibility for management of the overall FPlan and
actions outlined in paragraphs III and 1V below. He
will perform these tasks in a normal line management
role and have access to and the support cf any requi-
site LPSL and contractor managers and staffs on a top
priority basis. He will assure effective interfaces
with external groups including the SRC and the
UNC/NUS Task Force described in paragraph VI below.

2. The Project Manager-Nuclear reports directly to the
Senior Vice President-Nuclear, who in turn reports
directly to the President and Chief EIxecutive Officer
of LP&L. Both the Senior Vice President-Nuclear and
the CEQ are directly and actively invelved in the
management of the Program.

I11. RESOLUTION OF 1SSUES '

1. Each issue will be analyzed to determine:
- The cause

- The gereric implication

W



IV.

vI.

- The actions and schedules to correct besh *he
specific problem and related generic ccncerrs

- The safety significance with respect to fuel
lcad and low power operation, and to cperation
above 5% power

The intended manner in which each of the 23 issues
are to be' addressed is described in Attachlment 1. It
should be noted that the manner of resclution may
need modification as actions necessary to resolve any
related safety concerns are undertaken.

COLLECTIVE SIGNIFICANCE AND PROCRAMMATIC CEANGES

As early as feasible in the process of fcrmulating the in-
formation contained in paragraph III above, the LP&L Proj-
ect Manager-Nuclear will:

3, assess the collective significance of the indi-
vidual issues, and

2. recommend institutional or prograrmmatic changes
ceemed appropriate to avoid recurrence of the
types of problems underlying the issues being
acddressed

SAFETY REVIEW CCOMMITTEE

1.

INDEPENDENT ASSESSMENT

The Waterford 3 Safety Review Committee (SRC) has
designated an SRC subcemmittee to review the items
ocutlined in paragraph III and IV above.

The SRC subccmmittee consists cof Kerneth W, Cook,
LPeL Nuclear Support and Licensing Manager, Chairman;
Jeseph M. Hendrie, Consulting Engineer; PRobert M,
Douglass, Manager of Quality Assurance, Baltimore Cas
and Electric Company; Raymond F. Burski, LPslL Engi~-
neering and Nuclear Safety Manager; and Thoras F,
CGerrets, LPsL Corporate Quality Assurance Manager.

.

1.

An independent assessment of the resolutions and de-
termination of safety significance will be provided
by a Task Force reporting directly to tha CED of
LPeL. The Task Force censists of officials of UNC
Wuclear Incdustries, Ine., Richland, Washington, and

-



NUS Corporaticn, Caithersburg, Maryland, who will be
assisted by UNC and NUS staff members, as reguired.
The Task Force will independently assess LPsL's reso-
lution of the issues, including the cause, generic
implications and collective significance of the is-
sues. The Task Force will also provide advice and
assistance in the resolution of the issues, and will

= provide an independent assessment of the safety sig-
nificance of the issues with respect to fuel lcading
and low power testing, and operation above S% power.
It will assess the adequacy of LPsL QA/QC program in
light of the NRC's issues, and will recommend any in-
stituticnal or programmatic changes which may be nec-
essary to prevent recurrence of the issues.

2. The charter, identification of principals, initial
functions have been formalized, as specified in At~
tachment 2 hereto.

VII. RESPCNEE TO NRC

The individual issues vary considerably in both the degree
of cencern and complexity of resoclution. Therefore, LPsL
intends to forward to the NRC the proposed resclu:icn cata
individually or in packages as they are completed and have
undergone the degree of review specified herein., Scne of
the resclutions may be submitted before completicn of all
requisite corrective acticns, which are underway or de-
fined and scheduled for accomplishment, have been accom=-
plished. Upon submittal, each resolution will be added as
Appendix A of the Program Plan to constitute a rajor part
of the final report.

VIII. SCHENULE

Attachment 1 lists the target dates for Project Management
cempletion of resolution data on each issve. These dates
include a period of time Project Management has scheduled
for completion of its review and that of by the SRC and
Task Force, although these cdates are difficult to prediect,
Target cates for development of the collective signifi-
cance of the issues and recommended programmatic changes
outlines in paragraph IV above are to be established by
:Uly 61 1984,
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CURRENT

NSV & TITLE

PESCRIFTION UF 1550k

181 APPROACH T RESENNT HON DATE

NONE

ASSESSMENT OF SAFETY 510Nt ICAt

TO SX »S52

JUSTIFICAT LOn

lewer Tier Covrective
Artions Are Not Beilng
Upgraded to NORs

18l shall review all
FCRs, BUNs, EDNs, and
T-8 DNs (o assure that
proper corrective
action was taken,
itncluding an adeguate
seview by QA.  This
corrective action shall
Iaclude the steps
teguilred by 1OCFRNG,
Appendix B, Criterion
VI Corrective At ion
vl los Constrwet lon
Bellctency Reporting,
.58 Me).  Alse,
tnclwded In this teview
shall be the
examinat lon ol Impioper
volding ol sll ot o
deslgn changes or
discrepancy votlces
that alfe ted safety-
related systems ar that
were misc lassilied as
salety,

LPAL will review the lower tier document reporting 1/9
System to ensure It was stiwvinred bo souch o
manner that procedurvs, Integral to the Quality
Frogram, provided a sound basis for decislons re-
gardling the severity level of documents used Lo
report deliclencles. The seview will specifically
consider QA and QC reviews ol euglinevr ing/
constrnction juwdgoments on defliclonc les as Jt
telates to the corrective artion sl noncon-
lurmance requirements ol 18 CFRK SO Appendin 8

and the reportiong requitvacants of 10 CFR S0,55%(e).

The response will tnclude an assessment

ol all the lower tler docwments specifically L
cited by the NRC to verlly the leguacy of the
procedutalized seleguards 1n assuring that
dellclencles with salety signiflcance are
belng properly dispositioned and reported.
There will also be an assessment of lmproper
volding.

Based on the carrem
teview, [FAL fapect:
demonstrate that the
has been adequate
involvement 1o all

lower Lier dovment
with regard 1o 10CH,
Appendix B cosvert |
amction and wea-conl
ance requirement s,

This luvolvemsat s
capected 1o vhow th
approptbace corrernt
acthvns, spoeilie
generlc, are Jdemt d

Our cvirect evaluat
ol the exawpion ol
lower tier dor wment
chted by the 1HRC de.
Strates that aithow
saald pesvent apge sh
have been wpiaded
BCH s wmdoy 100 qua
progiam an o' it
had adves e nakety
slgniflicance.



PROGRAM 'LAN

CURKENT ASSELSMENT OF SAVETY

IS5UE & TiTLL

DESCRIFTION OF 1SS0

Lol APPROACH 1O RESOLUT IUN

LATE

NONE

Fl, TO S »S%

JUSTIFICATION

5

Vendos Bocument at lon
Condit wonal Releases

The concern relates te
whether shartcomings in
contractor's documen-
tat bon which existed at
the time the material
was supplled have bheon
corrected.

A problem did exist with formal tracking of
Combust lon Ewr  coclng Condit bomal Cert it leatio s
of bywipment du v tated with CF matertal
amd equlpment ¢ re=tevieved and condit lonal
certiflcatlons wi be fdent il led and prompeily
resalved.  Control ol CF matertal aod equipment
differs from that ol other contractors. In order
to verdly that a similar pioblem does not exint

in the case of othe: contructiors, a sample audit of
other critical purchase orders will be performed.
1T the sample awdit ldeut il les any other problems
with the handilog of contravtor material relcases,
additlonal reviews will be initiated.

Hiy

The Ck records and
other tecosds with
ereept lon ol IA don
and Haldinger have
teviewed, To date
4 CEF vondit tanal «
ications have bes
chanped to wa ond b
lonal . He itoms
alfecting plant ani
have been Ldent it
in any of the comp,
reviews and dispo-
sitions,
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UROGCKAMN PLAN

CURKENT ASSESSMENT OF SAFLIY S1GH ) I0AGCE

ISSUE & TITIE

BESCRIPTION OF i55UE

LIAL APPROALH §UO RESOLUTIHON DATE NON

Fl. To S% »S2

JUSTIELEA S T

6.

Plapeidit boming ol
Nem-conlormandy  amd
Biscropancy Reports

Swme Fhasco and Neicury
NERs and Fhasco DR«
wvere quest tonably dis-
posit loned and LI'SL
shall propose a program
to assure all NCKs and
Bis ave appropriately
upgraded, adequately
dispositioncd and
corrective artion
completed and that any
problems detected are
cotrected.

Flrut, the inplace progrom for handling ol lower 713
ticr documents such as Dis will be discussed.

Second, the specific NUKs and DRs clted by the
NEEC will be evaluated lor proper designat lon.
disposition, and Implementation of corrective
action under the existing uality program,

Third, o review of all NCKs was stacted by LI'SL

I anwary Lo asaess the valldity ol the dis-
position, the corrective action taken, the com-
pleteness of the documentat lon and proper closure.

Fourth, a [leld verllication will bhe conducted on
one bundred randomly selected NCRs to ensure the .
corrective action resolved the nunconformance. by
Il any probicms are detectied from Lhese steps, a

plan of Turther corrective actlom will be estab-
Fished .

&
N
S
QQ\

To date, the NiHe
cited by b BHEC b
bheen evaluated.  Fin
ol the A% aie being
turther evalusted,
Three Impact Luardwa
and two nultware,
balance kave beon o,
to be adeguaiely oy
sl ioned . The aver.
review ol Hilis has
been completed with
the enee b bon of
approximate iy WM,
reviev showved 416 o,
the total 770 HCR
wore guest boned, "
of these deilelencis
were docvment gt fon
lated anmd were not
signitlenvt . The
balance wili be
cloved,

Ta date 12 i 100 o
have been (ivld

ver bl led,
clusion. haive bheen
drava as ol yet,

N com -
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e PROGKAN PLAN CUKRENT ASSESSMENT OF SAFETY S1GHITFICA
DESCRIFTION OF 1S50E LPSL APPROACH T RESOLUT HON DATFE NONF.  FL. T ST »S52 JUSTIFICACION
7. Backiiil Setl Conduct a review ol all The backfill records are belng revieved for TR 2 The effect i any |
Dens it bes soll packages for completion and technlcal adequacy, record packages tulated varlat fon.
completeness amd are belng located and any technical lusves whili be density o the 1)
techntoal adeguancy. evalnated, 1 wot ol shpetl leand
Where records are telatlve 1o the
missiong or technical welsmic conponne ¢
problems are defined, the plant a9 desd;
N take corrective action, I addit beem, shinss

theore be o low min
tevordu, o sat il
demonstrat boy of o
gual ity ol tae
backilil wiil be
provided.,



tavad aq t11A aaoqe
LE B T U ) 1N g

Aupavay yo weg )
ML penh gruo 3y ppe
pranad sty sy
VAPAY wY ety iy e

GPpOY Yum ey "Sirona
dogs o weriaaduug

HYs S100uT Jey)
FEIVBO L ange syaodag
I Apes o<l ARSY Myt
Haaodan fq poaawaas
“~uhmap uwe so)dadseg
Alany paziamping ue
P ueel opavasoapiy

duyanp pardaraw
puy poasroadiuy aronm
trea diags ey moys
e suetavdyasoaug

91t

‘S1032advuy
P Ly parsadeuy a1am spram doys
1) Jupd)raaa wor e youndop apgaoad 111A 190

‘woyprdadsuy

yous Aj1aaa asea
~ADI0 10 WaNdY OapAy
Hupanp spras dogs g
suopadsug Ui

Jupasag aparasoapan
o anp sppag dogy o
WO IR meERy JunsiA R

HOLWWIHLALLSW

Tee Iy OL "4

ANON

Aiva

NOTLIIOSM 0L 1OvoRdIy 1edt

ANSST 10 N TLINDS 0

AL ¥ ks

AWVIATHONE ALIAVS A0 INIHGSA96y TR Inans

NV LT HVHOONL




PROGKAM I'LAN ) CURRENT ASSESSMENT OF SAFETY STV VCAL

50L& VITLE DESCRIPTION OF 15SUF LPAL_APPKOACH 10 KESOLUT TON VAT NUNL _ FI. TO SZ 252 JUSTIFICATION

9. Welder Certifivation  Locate missiog documents NCR WI-7549 was generated on 2/1/84 to track this  7/20 - ALl welding evalun
tor Instrument cablnet problem. No documentat lon was found on three of to date has been o
welds and determine 1 the elghteen cabinets and partial documentat fon acceptlable,
welders were appro- found on Tour. ALl seven were relnspected and
pristely ceveifled, fouwnd acceprable.
Take approprinie actlon
to assure the quality As a result ol the missing docuwmentat loo, a

- of the supports §l tevivw Is belng performed 1o determioe other

documentat lon cannot miscel lancous cases vhero lones perlorwed welding,
be located. Documcntatlion for the welding tdentlilied will be

revivewed,

N,
&
' §
((\/,\ <
&



FHUGKAM VLAN

CURKENT ASSESSMENT OF SAVETY SHGHTFICAL

15561 & TITLE

DESCRIPTION OF 155UF

LKA APPROACH 7O RESOLUTION

NUNE

Fl. T SX »S2

JUSTIFICAT O

. Tuspector Quall-
flcation (), A,
dunes and Fegles)

Verlly the proper certl~-
fleation of YA/OGU
persvanel and evaluate
the tmpact of any
deflclencivs lound,

A reassessment of the adequancy ol the program to
certily laspectors wiil be performal for
approximately 202 of all QU Inspectors to assess
the salety signillcance of the concern.

Where deliclenclies are ldewtifivd, the luspections
made by the subject (€ personnel will be revicwed

and an evaluation made ol the walety significance

vith regard to deslgn construction and operstlon.

The need tor additional corrective action will be

assensed as part ol the salety evaluation.

Preliminary ecvaluat .
ol 3, A, Jones QC pe
sonnel qualificatlo
questioned by the K,
Indlcate they were
qualiiled and certd,
to perforn thely
assbgued wook funci
The sample nize wa.
twenty pescent (201,
Nioeteen of the 20 o
qualifled and one w.
qualiflled pending
clarilicat lon,
Additional bae kup
inlormat lon wvas ge-
quested from Fegles
to complete aur
evalust iva, ft n
lmportact to note 1.
the inuspectorn e
forme! ...
non-destiact jve
testing (nivi),  n;
wan provided by Git



PROGNAN PPLAN

CAMMENT ASSESSMENT OF SAFEL STGHIEIG

S50 & TITLE

DESCRIFTION OF 550k

LISL APPROACH 1O RESOLUTION DATE

NONE.  FI, TO ST 52 JUSTIFICATION

Cadwelding

Provide the cadweld
data Tor the project in
such o lowm that |1 coan
be readily compared to
the testing crlteria
waed lor the Waterlord
Y oproject with data
broken down by varlous
categorles. Provide
data on welder guali-
flcatton and requall-
flcation Including -
dotes.

The cadweld records will he transcr ihed onto 1120
computer data storape Iocluding the placesent
her, cadweld bher, bar soze, bar position,
visual Inspectlon aceepiance or rejection,
production splice tensile test acreptance or
tejection, and sister splice tenntle test

Acceplance or tejection.

In this torm the cadveld data can be called up by
any of these attributes to expedite review lor
specilication compliance or other reason. Also,
physlical location of cadwelds may then be readily
obtained by relerence to the concrete placement
Life diagrams vhich locate the placements.

Bata on welder qualiftcat lon and requalification
will be gathered and provided as part 