September 3, 1£58

Tery R. Woads

EXPLANATICON GF FIGURE SEVEN IN REFORT NO. 85-1021

In.comparing Flgure 7 in the first report issued (RIMS No. £13 950602 302) to Figure 7 in the
second report issuad (RIMS No. E13 850619 303), there were some Giferences observed,

. The first one addressed fractured Sampla A and Sample B. The second ¢na addressed the
“whole screw/” Sempnig A and Sample H.

The {irst repori vies done on 2n emergency basis and 2l of the samples raceivad were not
compietely analyzed. After Issuing the first report, a request was made io perform zdditional
testing/analysis (metzaliography) on thoss screws that were not addressed in the initial report.
Thal work was then performed and an sndorsement was issued that stzted the {findings of tha
additional testingfenelysis. : )

After it was determined that a second report would need o be issued. it was decided ‘o
incerporate the results of the edditional testing. In order to keep the fow of the original recon, the
initial Figure 7 wes revised o Include these resufts. Figure 7 was chesen beceusa the cracking
observed in the original figure 7 (depiciing samples A and B) was similar io the cracking observed
In Sample H and In the “whole screw A" depicied in the revised Figura 7,

Therzfore, this figure substitution which incarporates Semple H instead of 8, was serformed in
orcer to include additional testznalysis results while elimimating duplicatlon ¢f 5 similer failure
mnde nformation
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