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. REVISION 3
'

07/10/84

'
<

SSER

Task: Allegations A-158 and 272

Reference Number: A-84-A-06/53 and 154

Characterization: In an internal Ebasco memorandum dated June 9, 1983,

concerns were raised regarding J. A. Jones Construction Company quality
assurance / quality control (QA/QC) documention. The following four areas
were identified as areas of concern:

1. ThelackofcertificationofEbascoqualitycontrol(QC) inspectors
responsible for monitoring the installation of safety-related work by -

---

J. A. Jones.

2. The absence on records of the identification of an authorized individual
and a date when records were supplemented or corrections made.

3. Noticeable differences in several signatures or initials on th' dailye

Cadweld inspection reports as recorded in Noaconformance Report (NCR)
No. W3-6245.

4. A majority of the Cadweld records lacked the initials, date, and stamp of
the QA reviewer.

It is alleged, based on the above, that the scope of the QA review should have
been expanded.

Assessment of A11ecation: LP&L, as a result of a September 21, 1983,
memorandum (File Reference W3 - 0A-26572), undertook a 100% review of the

concrete placement packages. This included J. A. Jones QA/QC documentation.
As a result of this re, view thirty-three NCRs, teach addressing multiple
placements, were generated to address the deficiencies. LPAL also performed a

100% review of soils packages for completeness with 50% review for technical
accuracy (seeAllegationA-138/159).
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Based on its review, the NRC staff concluded that the expanded review of
quality records performed by LP&L was adequate. Although some records were

'

determined to be missing or incomplete, the extent was determined not to be
significant. Consequently, the allegation has no safety significance and its
generic implications are addressed in the other referenced allegations.

The NRC staff conducted an inspection of each of the four areas of concern,
mentioned in the Ebasco internal memorandum. The findings of this

'inspection effort are documented in the SSER sections for the following
,

allegations:
.

l
1. Allegations A-110/130/148.

2. Allegation A-112/131/269.

,

3. Allegations A-106/108/133/156.

4. No specific review was conducted by the NRC staff in connection with this
concern; however, the NRC staff has conducted an overall safety review of
Cadwelding. (see SSER of Allegation A-146/157).

'

The safety impact, generic implications, and the staff's conclusions are
.

detailed in the SSER of each of the above SSER sections.

/ -

' Potential Violations: Violations involving missing or incomplete documentation

{w,ill be included in the specific SSER section referenced. __,

Actions Required: See specific SSER sections referenced.
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References:

1. Memorandum from J. D. Czyrko to L. A. Stinson,W3QAIRG-540, dated June 9,

1983.

2. Memorandum from G. Hill to J. Czyrko, dated June 6,1983.

3. Memorandum from J. D. Davis to M. Burgan, dated December 9, 1982.

4 Memorandum from J. D. Davis to R. S. Leddick, dated December 22, 1983.

5. Letter from R. S. Leddick of LP&L to D. G. Eisenhut of NRC, dated
April 21, 1984.

6. Memorandum from A. Cutrona to R. Milhiser, dated September 21, 1983.

7. See SSERs A-106, A-108, A-110, A-112, A-130, A-131, A-133, A-145, A-146,
A-148, A-156, A-157, and A-269.
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REVISION 3,

'

] 07/10/84
,

SSER

Task: Allegations A-158 and 272

Reference Number: A-84-A-06/53 and 154

Characterization: In an internal Ebasco memorandum dated June 9, 1983,

concerns were raised regarding J. A. Jones Construction Company quality

| assurance / quality control (QA/QC) documention. The following four areas

were identified as areas of concern:

)

1. The lack of certification of Ebasco quality control (QC) inspectorsi

I responsible for monitoring the installation of safety-related work by
J. A. Jones.;

t
4

i 2. The absence on records of the identification of an authorized individual ,

and a date when records were supplemented or corrections made.

;

j 3. Noticeable differences in several signatures or initials on the daily
Cadweld inspection reports as recorded in Nonconformance Report (NCR)

No. W3-6245.

| 4. A majority of the Cadweld records lacked the initials, date, and stamp of

| the QA reviewer.
I
i

It is alleged, based on the above, that the scope of the QA review should have
been expanded.

i

Assessment of Allecation: LP&L, as a result of a September 21, 1983,
I memorandum (File Reference W3 - QA-26572), undertook a 100% review of the

; concrete placement packages. This included J. A. Jones QA/QC documentation.
As a result of this review thirty-three NCRs, each addressing multiple

; placements, were generated to address the deficiencies. LP&L also performed a

| 100% review of soils packages for completeness with 50% review for technical

| accuracy (see Allegation A-138/159).
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j Based on its review, the NRC staff concluded that the expanded review of
| quality records performed by LP&L was adequate. Although some records were

j determined to be missing or incomplete, the extent was determined not to be
: significant. Consequently, the allegation has no safety significance and its

) generic implications are addressed in the other referenced allegations.
i

i

j The NRC staff conducted an inspection of each of the four areas of concern,
i mentioned in the Ebasco internal memorandum. The findings of this

j inspection effort are documented in the SSER sections for the following
4

allegations:
!

1. Allegations A-110/130/148.;

4

! 2. Allegation A-112/131/269.
1

!
I 3. Allegations A-106/108/133/156.
1

!
4. No specific review was conducted by the NRC staff in connection with this

j concern; however, the NRC staff has conducted an overall safety review of

| Cadwelding. (see SSER of Allegation A-146/157).
I
!

. The safety impact, generic implications, and the staff's conclusions are
. detailed in the SSER of each of the above SSER sections. ,

1 - -

| Potential Violations: Violations involving missing or incomplete documentation
!will be included in the specific SSER section referenced.

t r

{ Actions Required: See specific SSER sections referenced.
I
i
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References:

1. Memorandum from J. D. Czyrko to L. A. Stinson,W3QAIRG-540, dated June 9,
1983,

2. Memorandum from G. Hill to J. Czyrko, dated June 6, 1983.

3. Memorandum from J. D. Davis to M. Burgan, dated December 9, 1982.

4. Memorandum from J. D. Davis to R. S. Leddick, dated December 22, 1983.

5. Letter from R. S. Leddick of LP&L to D. G. Eisenhut of NRC, dated
April 21, 1984,

6. Memorandum from A. Cutrona to R. Milhiser, dated September 21, 1983.i

7. See SSERs A-106, A-108, A-110, A-112, A-130, A-131, A-133, A-145, A-146,
A-148, A-156, A-157, and A-269.

,

This statement prepared by

N. C. Chokshi Date,

Reviewed by:

Team Leader Date
il

Reviewed by:

SiteTeamLeader(s) Date

Approved by:

Task Management Date
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REVISION 2
6/27/84

'
-

SSER

t
-

Task: Allegations A-158 and 272
L

Reference Number: A-84-A-06/53and4-04-AOS 54

Characterization: In an internal Ebasco memorandum dated June 9,1983,

concerns were raised regarding J. A. Jones Construction Company quality
assurance / quality control (QA/QC) documention. The following four areas

were identified as areas of concern: '

1. The lack of certification of Ebasco quality control (QC) inspectors
responsible for monitoring the installation of safety-related work by
J. A. Jones.

2. The absence on records of the identification of an authorized individual
and a date when records were supplemented or corrections made.

.

j 3. Noticeable differences in several signatures or initials on the daily
Cadweld inspection reports as recorded in Nonconformance Report (NCR)

No. W3-6245.:

|
4. A majority of tne Cadweld records lacked the initials, date, and stamp of

I the QA reviewer.

1 It is alleged that based on the abov cope of the QA review should have
O

: been expanded.
!
!

| Assessment of Allegation: LP&L, as a result of a September 21, 1983,

| memorandum (File Reference W3 - QA-26572), undertook a 100% review of the

i concrete placement packages. This included J. A. Jones QA/QC documentation.
I As a result of this review thirty-three NCRs, each addressing multiple

| placements, were generated to address the deficiencies. LP&L also performed a

{ 100% review of soils packages for completeness with 50% review for technical
accuracy (see Allegation A-138/159).;

!

!

!
:
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Based on its review, the NRC staff concluded that the expanded review of
quality records performed by LP&L was adequate. Although some records were
determined to be missing or incomplete, the extent was determined not to be
significant. Consequently, the allegation has no safety significance and its
generic implications are addressed in the other referenced allegations.

The NRC staff conducted an inspection of each of the four areas of concern,
mentioned in the Ebasco internal memorandum. The findings of this
inspection effort are documented in the SSER sections for the following
allegations:

1. Allegations A-110/130/148,

2. Allegation A-112/131/269.

3. Allegations A-106/108/133/156.

4. No specific review was conducted by the NRC staff in connection with this
concern; however, the NRC staff has conducted an overall safety review of
Cadwelding. (see SSER of Allegation A-146/157).

The safety impact, generic implications, and the staff's conclusions are
detailed in the SSER of each of the above SSER sections.

--

Potential Violations: Violations involving missing or incomplete documentation
will be included in the specific SSER section referenced. __J

Actions Required: See specific SSER sections referenced.
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References:

1. Memorandum from J. D. Czyrko to L. A. Stinson,W3QAIRG-540, dated June 9,
1983,

2. Memorandum from G. Hill to J. Czyrko, dated June 6,1983.

3. Memorandum from J. D. Davis to M. Burgan, dated December 9, 1982.

4. Memorandum from J. D. Davis to R. S. Leddick, dated December 22, 1983.

5. Letter from R. S. Leddick of LP&L to D. G. Eisenhut of NRC, dated
April 21, 1984

6. Memorandum from A. Cutrona to R. Milhiser, dated September 21, 1983.

7. See SSERs A-106, A-108, A-110, A-112, A-130, A-131, A-133, A-145, A-146,
A-148, A-156, A-157, and A-269.

This statement prepared by

N. C. Chokshi Date

Reviewed by:

Team Leader Date

Reviewed by:

Site Team Leader (s) Date

Approved by:

Task Management Date
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REVISION 2.
'

6/27/84-

SSERs , ,, ,

Task: Allegations A-158 and 272

Reference Number: A-84-A-06/53and4-04-AOS 54

Characterization: In an internal Ebasco memorandum dated June 9, 1983,

concerns were raised regarding J. A. Jones Construction Company quality
'

assurance / quality control (QA/QC) documention. The following four areas
were identified as areas of concern:

1. The lack of certification of Ebasco quality control (QC) inspectors
responsible for monitoring the installation of safety-related work by
J. A. Jones.

2. The absence on records cf the identification of an authorized individual
and a date when records were supplemented or corrections made. -

3. Noticeable differences in several signatures or initials on the daily
Cadweld inspection reports as recorded in Nonconformance Report (NCR)
No. W3-6245.

4. A majority of the Cadweld records lacked the initials, date, and stamp of
the QA reviewer. -

.

It is alleged the+- based on the abov the scope of the QA review should have
been expanded.

Assessment of Allegation: LP&L, as a result of a September 21, 1983,
memorandum (File Reference W3 - QA-26572), undertook a 100% review of the

concrete placement packages. This included J. A. Jones QA/QC documentation.
As a result of this review thirty-three NCRs, each addressing multiple
placements, were generated to address the deficiencies. LP&L also performed a

100% review of soils packages for completeness with 50% review for technical
accuracy (see Allegation A-138/159).
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Based on its review, the NRC staff concluded that the expanded review of
quality records performed by LP&L was adequate. Although some records were

j determined to be missing or incomplete, the extent was determined not to be

j significant. Consequently, the allegation has no safety significance and its
j generic implications are addressed in the other referenced allegations.

The NRC staff conducted an inspection of each of the four areas of concern, |
mentioned in the Ebasco internal memorandum. The findings of this
inspection effort are documented in the SSER sections for the following t

allegations: .

|
'

: 1. Allegations A-110/130/148.

1 1

i 2. Allegation A-112/131/269. ~

.

3. Allegations A-106/108/133/156..

:

i

i 4 No specific review was conducted by the NRC staff in connection with this
1
'

concern; however, the NRC staff has conducted an overall safety review of

| Cadwelding. (see SSER of Allegation A-146/157).

: The safety impact, generic implications, and the staff's conclusions are
! detailed in the SSER of each of the above SSER sections'.
i

---

Potential Violations: Violations involving missing or incomplete documentation;

will be included in the specific SSER section referenced. _,-

Actions Required: See specific SSER sections referenced.

,

i

1
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; References:
l

i

! 1. Memorandum from J. D. Czyrko to L. A. Stinson,W3QAIRG-540, dated June 9,
i 1983.
!

2. Memorandum from G. Hill to J. Czyrko, dated June 6, 1983.
!
i

3. Memorandum from J. D. Davis to M. Burgan, dated December 9, 1982.
,

4. Memorandum from J. D. Davis to R. S. Leddick, dated December 22, 1983.

j 5. Letter from R. S. Leddick of LP&L to D. G. Eisenhut of NRC, dated.

April 21,1984.
l

~

l
i 6. Memorandum from A. Cutrona to R. Milhiser, dated September 21, 1983.

i

| 7. See SSERs A-106, A-108, A-110, A-112, A-130, A-131, A-133, A-145, A-146,
A-148, A-156, A-157, and A-269.

J
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| This statement prepared by
'

N. C. Chokshi Date
! .

i
r

i Reviewed by:

| Team Leader Date
!
1

I
| Reviewed by:
i
'

SiteTeamLeader(s) Date
:

|
Approved by.

| Task Management Date
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DRAFT 1
07/16/84

WATERFORD OPEN ISSUE

Task: 'A-158, A-272

Reference No.: 4-84-A-06-53 and 154

Characterization: In an internal EBASCO memorandum dated June 9, 1983,
concerns were raised regarding J. A. Jones Construction Company quality
assurance / quality control (QA/QC) documentation. The following four areas
were identified as areas of concern:

1. The lack of certification of EBASCO quality control (QC) inspectors
responsible for monitoring the installation of safety-related work by
J. A. Jones.

2. The absence on records of the identification of an authorized individual
and a date when records were supplemented or corrections made.

3. Noticeable differences in several signatures or initials on the daily
Cadweld insDection renorts as recorded in Nnnennfonnance Rennrt (NCR)
No. W3-6245'.

~ ' ' '

4. A majority of the Cadweld records lacked the initials, date, and stamp of
the QA reviewer.

It is alleged, based on the above, that the scope of the QA review should have
been expanded.

Initial Assessment of Significance: No specific assessment of the safety
significance can be made without more detailed information which can only be
made available with more effort.

AllegerhA,htranscript page 148, and Allegerf'C,hExhibit 43Source:

Approach to Resolution:

1. Review internal memorandums addressing these issues.

2. Review the appropriate EBASCO and J. A. Jones Construction Company
procedures.

3. Review referenced DNs, DRs, NCRs, and other documents which will provide
information on the problems related to documentation.

4. Review samples from various work activities for conformance with project
requirements.
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Allegation ~A-158 -2-

5. Evaluate the facts and provide conclusions.

6. Prepare SSER.

Status:

Review !.ead: L. Shao, Civil-Structural

Support: None.

Estimated Resources: 2 man-weeks

Estimated Completion: May 25, 1984

CLOSURE:
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DRAFT 1-

07/16/84

~ '

- WATERF0'RD OPEN ISSUE

f Task: A-158, A-272

> Reference No.: 4-84-A-06-53 and 154

Characterization: In an internal EBASCO memorandum dated June 9,1983,
concerns were raised regarding J. A. Jones Construction Company quality
assurance / quality control (QA/QC) documentation. The-following four areas
were identified as areas of c;ncern:-

1. The lack of certification of EBASCO quality control (QC) inspectors
responsible for monitoring the installation of safety-related work by-

J. A. Jones.
~

of en
2. The absence on scords ,ef the identification of an authorized individual

and a date when records were supplemented or corrections made.

3. Noticeable differences in several signatures or initials on the daily
Cadweld inspection reports as recorded in Nonconformanco Re,nnrt (NCR)
No. W3-6245,

4. A majority of the Cadweld records lacked the initials, date, and stamp of
the QA reviewer.

(o,-4|on
It is alleged, based on the above[| that the scope of the QA review should have
been expanded.

Initial Assessment of Significance: No specific assessment of the safety .

significance can be made without more detailed information which can only be-

i made available with more effort.
1 _..

Source: Alleger "A," transcript page 148, and Alleger "C," Exhibit 43j

Approach to Resolution:

1. Review internal memorandums addressing these issues.

2. Review the appropriate EBASCO and J. A. Jones Construction Company
; procedures.
1

i 3. Review referenced DNs, DRs, NCRs, and other documents which will provide
| information on the problems related to documentation.

4. Review samples from various work activities for conformance with project
requirements.,

i

_ _ _ . . . - . . - _ . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . . _ . _ _ - _ _- ._ ,_
_
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Allegation A-158 -2-
;

5. Evaluate the facts and provide conclusions.
'

' '-

6. Prepare SSER.,

:
'i.

Status:

Review Lead: L. Shao, Civil-Structural

Support: None.;
,

| Estimated Resources: 2 man-weeks
1

'

Estimated Completion: May 25, 1984; ..
_ -

,.

- -

CLOSURE:,
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WATERFORD OPEN ISSUE

,

g_ , Se , ft-- 7 72Task:

Ref. No.: 4 -44 -k - 06 -63 .au/ /S$
cM>S

Characterization: In an interna memorandum dated June 9, 1983,

concerns were raised regarding J. A. Jones Construction Company quality
assurance / quality control (QA/QC) documention. The following four areas
were identified as areas of concern:

The lack of certification of b quality control (QC) inspectors1.

responsible for monitoring the installation of safety-related work by
J. A. Jones.

2. The absence on records of the identification of an authorized individual
' and a date when records were supplemented or corrections made.

,

3. Noticeable differences in several signatures or initicis cr. th'e dhtly
Cadweld inspection reports as recorded in Nonconformance Report (NCR)
No. W3-6245.

'

4. A majority of the Cadweld records lacked the initials, date, and stamp of
the QA reviewer. '

,, j

It is alleged, based on the above, that the scope of the QA review should have
been expanded.

Initial Assessment of Significance: go e, [ N e cy,,f g g
Wed cgiri$ces e cwr be AnWe M $ w / nere debi/erl/tr~,C

k whc4 ewr w>y/ le n k a wshk ca #7 nv+a-end
.
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Approach to Resolution:
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Support: //ene
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Estimated Completion: /,f, pgj/981
CLOSURE:
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j DRAFT 2 I
i 07/18/84 ;

|
a
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WATERFORD OpEN ISSUE

I

I

Task: A-158, A-272;
.,

Reference No.: 4-84-A-06-53 and 154

f Characterization: In an internal EBASCO memorandum dated June 9,1983, i

j concerns were raised regarding J. A. Jones Construction Company quality
1 assurance / quality control (QA/QC) documentation. The following four areas
j were identified as areas of concern:
i

j 1. The lack of certification of EBASCO quality control (QC) inspectors
; responsible for monitoring the installation of safety-related work by

,

| J. A. Jones, i

i ,

i 2. The absence of records on the identification of an authorized irdividual i

and a date when records were supplemented or corrections made. |
i

, 3. Noticeable differences in several signatures er initials en the dail" '

Cadweld inspection reports as recorded in Nonconformance Report (NCRI ,

'

J No. W3-6245. !
,

: ;

! 4 A majority of the Cadweld records lacked the initials, date, and stamp of
i the QA reviewer.
,

i

i It is alleged, based on the above information, that the scope of the QA review
'

! should have been expanded.
:

| Initial Assessment of Significance: No specific assessment of the safety
} significance can be made without more detailed information which can only be
i made available with more effort. (

Source: Allegee 'A. transcript page 148, and Alleger "C," Exhibit 43 .

j Approach to Resolution:

; 1. Review internal memorandums addressing these issues. |
| i

2. Review the appropriate EBASCO and J. A. Jones Construction Company j
procedures. !

j 3. Review referenced DNs, DRs, NCRs, and other documents which will provide
infomation on the problems related to documentation. !

; 4 Review samples from various work activities for conformance with project
requirements.,

;

)
i
i
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5. Evaluate the facts and provide conclusions.

6. Prepare SSER.

; Status:

Review Lead: L. Shao, Civil-Structural

Support: None.

Estimated Resources: 2 man-weeks

Estimated Completion: May 25, 1984
i
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