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Ihe IE inspector also interviewed other licensee and contractor
employees during the course of the inspection.
*denotes those present at the exit interview.
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ntrol. During a previous inspectio., che IE inspector identified
a revision of a drawing suspected not to be current. he specific
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drawing could not subsequently be located for verification. During
this inspection, ni d use in the field were checked for
! revisions and changes, to be current. The IE inspector
1ad no further questions concerning this matter.
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: The TE inspector toured the various areas of
construction activities in pregress and to i
; No it  of non )11ance or deviations were identified
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