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Reference No.: 4-84 A.-06-12, 4-84-A-06-15

Characterization: The allegations are that Mercury and Tompkins-Beckwith
(T-B) records were falsified "to whitewash what may be serious construction
defects" and " doctored to give them the appearance of compliance with federal
safety regulations."

Assessment of Allegation: The implied significance of the allegations is that
if reccrds of safety-related systems have been falsified the quality of those
systems are indeterminant.

This issue was addressed by an NRC staff review of the T-B and Mercury document
review system and the qualification of record reviewers. The staff also
reviewed a sample of documents specifically for unauthorized . changes, dates-

out of sequence, incorrect data, or the appearance of falsification.

The NRC staff found that T-B and Mercury procedures provide guidelines for
changes or corrections to documents. Documents were reviewed by
subcontractors including T-B and Mercury quality assurance (QA), turned
over to Ebasco for an additional review by QAIRG, and then submitted to Ebasco
for records storage.

The NRC staff did an extensive review of documents submitted by T-B and
Mercury as well as other subcontractors. One possible falsification of a
Mercury employee's signature on a nonconformance report (NCR) was observed and
was referred to the NRC Office of Investigation (01) for follow up.
No other apparent falsification of records was noted.

The T-B and Mercury record review systems were considered adequate. Personnel
performing record reviews are considered qualified. Previous instances of
falsified documents were properly corrected by Ebasco (See Allegatitn A-07).

*

The one possible falsified signature discussed above appeared to be an isolated
case. In conclusion, this allegation has neither safety significance nor
generic implications. %

Potential Violations: -Noe. Po d " 9 ^ b"" 4 ^# #'

o6 Tavu Whag --
%

Actions Required: None.

References

1. Ebasco Procedure QAI-9, " Review and Handling of Construction-Installation
Records".

2. Confidential Interoffice Correspondence to File from H. J. Kunis, dated
April 14, 1983. Subject: Allegations of Document Falsification by
Mercury Employees".
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Characterization: The allegations are that Mercury and Tompkins-Beckwith
(T-B) records were falsified "to whitewash what may be serious construction
defects" and " doctored to give them the appearance of compliance with federal
safety regulations."

Assessment of Allegation: The implied significance of the allegations is that
if records of safety-related systems have been falsified the quality of those
systems are indeterminant.

This issue was addressed by an NRC staff review of the T-B and Mercury document
review system and the qualification of record reviewers. The staff also
reviewed a sample of documents specifically for unauthorized changes, dates .

-

out of sequence, incorrect data, or the appearance of falsification.

The NRC staff found that T-B and Mercury procedures provide guidelines for
changes or corrections to documents. Documents were reviewed by
subcontractors including T-B and Mercury quality assurance (QA), turned
over to Ebasco for an additional review by QAIRG, and then submitted to Ebasco
for records storage.

The NRC staff did an extensive review of documents submitted by T-B and
Mercury as well as ot/er subcontractors. One possible falsification of a
Mercury employee's signature on a nonconformance report (NCR) was observed and
was referred to the NRC Office of Investigation (01) for follow up.
No other apparent falsification of records was noted.

The T-B and Mercury record review systems were considered adequate. Personnel
performing record reviews are considered qualified. Previous instances of
falsified documents were properly corrected by Ebasco (See Allegation A-07).
The one possible falsified signature discussed above appeared to be an isolated
case. In conclusion, this allegation has neither safety significance nor
generic implications.
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Characterization: The allegations are that Mercury and Tompkins-Beckwith
(T-B) records were falsified "to whitewash what may be serious construction
defects" and " doctored to give them the appearance of compliance with federal
safety regulations."

Assessment of Allecation: The implied significance of the allegations is that
if records of safety-related systems have been falsified the quality of those
systems are indeterminant.

This issue was addressed by an NRC staff review of the T-B and Mercury document
review system and the qualification of record reviewers. The staff also
reviewed a sample of documents specifically for unauthorized changes, dates
ogt of sequence, incorrect data, or the appearance of falsification.

The NRC staff found that T-B and Mercury procedures provide guidelines for
changes or corrections to documents. Documents were reviewed by
subcontractors including T-B and Mercury quality assurance (QA), turned
over to Ebasco for an additional review by QAIRG, and then submitted to Ebasco
for records storage.

The NRC staff did an extensive review of documents submitted by T-B and
Mercury as well as other subcontractors. One possible falsification of a
Mercury employee's signature on a nonconformance report (NCR) was observed and
was referred to the NRC Office of Investigation (01) for follow up.
No other apparent falsification of records was noted.

The T-B and Mercury record review systems were considered adequate. Personnel
performir.g record reviews are considered qualified. Previous instances of
falsified documents were properly corrected by Ebasco (See Allegation A-07).
The one possible falsified signature discussed above appeared to be an isolated
case. In conclusion, this allegation has neither safety significance nor-

generic implications,

otential Violations: None

Actions Reouired: None.
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