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L.. Dale Foust .
Technical Project Officer

for Yucca Mountain
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EVALUATION OF RESPONSE, VERIFICATION OF CORRECTIVE ACTION, AND
CLOSURE 'OF DEFICIENCY REPORT (DR) YMQAD-96-D053 RESULTING FROM
OFFICE OF QUALITY ASSURANCE SUPPLIER AUDIT OQA-SA-96-014 OF
SOKKIA CORPORATION (SCPB: N/A)

The Yucca Mountain Quality Assurance Division staff has evaluated

the response and verified the corrective action of DR YMQAD-96-D053.
The response and verification have been determined to be satisfactory.
As a result, this DR is considered closed.

If you have any questions, please contact either Robert B. Constable
at (702) 794-5580 or Richard L. Maudlin at (702) 794-1302. (

AR

. Richard E. Spence, Director
YMQAD:RBC-1898 ~ Yucca Mountain Quality Assurance Division

Enclosure:
DR YMQAD-96-D053

cc w/encl:

T. A. Wood, HQ (RW-14) FORS
J.~G:.Spraul; NRC, Washington, DC

S. W. Zimmerman, NWPO, Carson City, NV
R. L. Strickler, M&0O, Vienna, VA )
J. D. Christensen, M&0O, Las Vegas, NV
R. B. Justice, M&0, Las Vegas, NV

R. P. Ruth, M&0O, Las Vegas, NV
Records Processing Center

cc w/o encl:

W. L. Belke, NRC, Las Vegas, NV

R. L. Maudlin, YMQAD/QATSS, Las Vegas, NV
D. G. Sult, YMQAD/QATSS, Las Vegas, NV
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PERFORMANCE/DEFICIENCY REPORT

2 Relatea Report No

OQA-SA-86-014

1 Controting Documefn: .

QARD, DOE/RW-0333P, Revision 5

3 Responsible Organization:

Kiewit/PB / SOKKIA Corp.

4 Discussed With:

'D. Haas / Al Kesselring -

5 Requmemem/Measurement Cmena

QARD. Section 4.0, Subsection 4.2.1 states in part: “ Procurement Document Preparation:

Procurement documents issued by each Affected Organization shall include the following provisions, as applicable to
the item or service being procured.....

C. Quality Assurance Program Requirements including: -

"1

A requirement for the supplier to have a documented Quality Assurance (QA) program‘
that implements applicable Quality Assurance Requirements and Description. (QARD)
requirements prior to the initiation of work.”

(Cont'd on Page 3)

& Descnption of Conartion::

Contrary to the above:

(1)

~ K/PB has not incorporated in their procurement documents requirements for SOKKIA Corporation to have a
documented QA program that implements the applicable requirements of the QARD.

Richard L. Maudlin

&.a—Al:,

QAR Q&fa.dé

(2) SOKKIA Corporation does not have a documented QA Program which addresses the applicable portions of the
QARD. Examples of QARD Elements not addressed by SOKKIA include but are not limited to: Organization,
Procurement Document Control, Implementing Documents, Document Control, Control of Purchased ltems and
Services, Control of Measuring and Test Equipment, Nonconformance Control, Correctlve Action, and QA
Records. .

(Cont'd on Page 3)

7 Intiator 9 QA Review

Date 4/ x-‘—/ 1C

10 Response Due Date:

Date o%—*—/y ¢

11 QA Issuance Approval

e

20 Working Days From Issuance QAR (PRYAOQAM ((SR) / Date ¢~ /Q /74
12 Remedial Actions* ;o
SeT Pace b
13 Remedial Actions Response By 14 Remediat Action Due Date
W Date §/e/ﬂ, mMAY 13,-199¢ Date
15 Remedial Action Response Acceptance 16 PR Venficauon /Closure .
QAR M/ Date QAR /A Date
Exhibit AP-16.1Q.1

Rev 07/(3/95
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WASHINGTON, D.C. .
DEFICIENCY REPORT
17 Recommenaed Actions: L
1. Take immediate action to incorporate QA requirements in present and future POs with SOKKIA
2. SOKKIA to develop a QA Manual to address applicable requurements of QARD. Kiewit/PB to review and accept
SOKKIA QA Manual.
3 SOKKIA to develop implementing procedures to implement QA Manual as appropnate
4. Kiewit/PB to investigate any possible impact of work by SOKKIA in the absence of an acceptable QA program,
determine root cause as to why QA requirements were not included in POs, and identify action to preclude
recurrence. . ’
5. Resolve specific items referenced in this DR.

18 Investgative ACtions:

.{tt PAaGEsS H add S

19 Root Cause Determinaucn:

<ts Pace b

20 Action 1o Preciude Recurrence.

saee Pac: lo

;ﬁ\eswnse BE )

173X Comecuve Action Compietion Oue Date

Date s’/g/@ NoT Resddrred

23'Response Accepted

QAR S acll-

< 24 Responss Accepted ft '
Date /3' S¢ AOOAM( L‘@)@ME]‘— LQ, Date (,-5-G(,

25 Amenced Response Accepted
QAR

. 26 Amended Response Accepted
Date AOQAM '  Date

Z7 Cotrective Action Va.nﬁed ( N/A)

| A,

Exhibt AP-161Q.2

T . 28 Closure "YaYi n . - .
Date / ’/5C_| ACQAM | g@m o/ ¥"I‘Sate{a.g.c[(c,

Rev 07/03/95
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QA: L

PERFORMANCE/DEFICIENCY REPORT

Block 5, RequnrementIMeasurement Criteria, cont'd

QARD Section 2.0, Subsection 2.2.1 states in part: * Quality Assurance Program Documents:

B.....Organizations shall establish implementing documents’ ‘applicable to their scope ‘of work that translate -
Quality Assurance Requirements and Description (QARD) requirements into work processes.”

‘QARD Section 17.0, Subsection 17.2.11 states in part: “Temporary Storage Facility:

....Organizations shall provide for temporary storage of QA records during processing, review, or use until
turnover to the OCRWM for disposition, according to the following requirements:

A QA records shall be temporarily stored in a container or facility with a fire rating of 1-hour, or dual
storage shall be provided.”

Block 6, Description of Condition, cont'd

3) Due to fact that no QA program document exists, activities affecting quality have not been appropnatefy
documented. Examples include:

No documented evidence of qualification and training of personnel performing calibrations.

No documented evidence of evaluation and qualification of supphers used to whbrate SOKKIA
standards.

SOKKIA calibration documentation did not provide for documenting equipment that was found to be out  of
calibration or nonconforming.

There was no revision control on the electronic calibration test procedures.

No documented evidence exists of revnew and/or approval of NET2 manuals or electronic test
procedures.

(4) Calibration records are not being stored in either a 1-hour fire rated cablnets or in dual storage an no time limits
for maintenance of records has been specxf ied.

Exhibit AP-16.1Q.3 Rev. 07/03/95
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| Block 18, Investigative Actions (including historical perspective) - Continued

The SOKKIA Corporation was placed on the' QSL by RSN in 1993. This action was based on a facility survey of SOKKIA by RSN
in August of 1993 during which only Criteria 12 was verified. RSN did not require that SOKKIA have a documented Quality
Assurance Program as a condition of qualification and no initial audit by DOE was required at that time. A purchase order was
issued by RSN to SOKKIA in February -1994 for-calibration'services and the first annual review was performed by RSN in August
1994. The acceptance of this annual review was apparently based on SOKKIA's satisfactory performance.

In March 1995, the responsibility for maintaining SOKKIA as a qualified vendor was transferred from RSN to REECo. There is no
evidence of any action performed by REECo, during their reign of responsibility, regarding maintenance of SOKKIA as a qualified
vendor. '

In October 1995, the SOKKIA baton was passed from REECo to Kiewit/PB at which time Kiewit/PB made the erroneous
assumption that all was well regarding the basis for qualification of SOKKIA. Assumptions were made that since SOKKIA was
already on the QSL, they must have an adequately documented QA Program and they must be performing quality related work.
Both of these assumptions Were incorrect. In February 1996, Kiewit/PB QA began researching data for the annual evaluation of
SOKKIA and since there was no evidence of a SOKKIA QA Program Manual, Kiewit/PB QA contacted SOKKIA and requested a
copy of their program. This research also found that no "Q" purchase orders had been issued to SOKKIA since Kiewit/PB assumed
responsibility for their maintenance on the QSL. We did find, however, that a "non-Q" purchase order (which should, as understood
at that time, have been "Q") was issued to SOKKIA in December 1995 for calibration of Model Net 2 survey instrument. As a
result of the non-Q status of the purchase order, a quality assurance review was not performed. This review would have imposed
QA Program requirements on SOKKIA. Kiewit/PB DR # K/PB-96-D037, dated 4/9/96, has been issued to Kiewit/PB Procurement
concerning the processing of a "Q" activity purchase order as non-Q.  The K/PB DR D037 was issued prior to this DOE DR and
adequately addresses item 1 in Block 6 which covers the same subject.

The SOKKIA manual was received by Kiewit/PB just prior to the DOE audit of SOKKIA. Upon review of the manual, it was
discovered that the manual was a "Certification Manual” and did not adequately address the required QA Program elements. This
issue was discussed with the DOE and it was decided to proceed with the audit of SOKKIA to determine the degree of QA program
implementation even though the program was not documented. The criteria to be used during the audit was agreed between
Kiewit/PB and DOE. :

In an effort to determine the extent of the condition, Kiewit/PB has reviewed the QSL and found no similar problems for vendors
initially qualified and maintained on the QSL by Kiewit/PB. We did, however, identify another vendor which, although appearing
to be adequately qualified based on a review of their QA Manual, may not be needed on the QSL. This vendor, Surveyors Services,
was also inherited by Kiewit/PB from REECo and is currently being investigated to determine if their service is quality related and,
if not, they will be removed from the QSL. The actions required to correct the deficiency discussed in this DR have been addressed
in remedial actions. ' '

Exhibit AP-16.10.3 : ) : ' Rev. 07/03/95
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Block 18 - Investigative Actions - Continued

The entire issue.regarding the qualification of SOKKIA has prompted Kiewit/PB to perform an in depth investigation concerning
the service that SOKKIA is actually providing, how the equipment is actually calibrated and how the equipment is actually used. As
a result of this investigation it has been determined by Kiewit/PB that the SOKKIA Corporation is not needed for the performance
of calibration of our Total Station Survey Instruments: “The rationale-used for this determination is as follows:

Total Station Survey Instruments are used for the determination of distance combined with the measurement of direction and the
difference in elevation. The determination of distance is by modulated infrared radiation in a continuous wave at several
frequencies with a measurement of phase shift. The accuracy of the distance measured by the various instruments used on this
project varies from plus or minus (3mm+2ppm) to (Imm+1ppm). This distance portion of the total stations is calibrated on the
NIST baseline at Desert Rock near Mercury. This calibration is performed according to TCP-2.31 which is derived from National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Technical Memorandum NOS NGS-10, "Use of Calibration Base Lines". These ’
instruments are compared to the baseline and the residuals are checked by the sigma and three sigma test as per the procedure. An
additional test that is applied to the calibration data is the use of a least squares analysis with Chi Square Test. The pass-fail
threshold for the Chi Square Test is 5%. The instruments are calibrated by comparison only, the distance measurement is not
adjusted, it either passes the calibration test or it fails. If the calibration fails, the instrument is taken out of service and sent to the
manufacturer or one of his dealers for service and repair. This procedure is the basis of calibration for these instruments. It is
important to note that this calibration is performed to a working standard, established by the National Institute of Standards and
Technology, under very near the same conditions as the instrument is used, by the same people that normally use the instrument,
and at about the same kinds of distances that are typically used. This calibration could be done at an instrumentation lab to a
laboratory standard, however, this laboratory standard would normally be in the range of only two to four meters. Although it is
good practice for the lab to do this when they have made any repairs or adjustments to the instrument, it is normally followed by a
calibration to a working standard. .

The angular measurement portion, both horizontal and vertical, of the total stations is electronic. It is adjustable by several means.
These adjustments are made at a repair facility of the manufacturer or one of his dealers. In day to day use the angular
measurements are compensated to minimize the collimation error. This is done electronically by functions built into the instrument
and used by our personnel in the field as they feel necessary. There is no standard to calibrate this angular measurement function,
The angular measurement-function is verified by a self-checking procedure which is normal survey practice. "Errors due to
instrumental imperfections and/or nonadjustment are all systematic errors, and without exception they can be either eliminated or
reduced to a negligible amount by proper procedure.” Surveying Theory and Practice-Chapter Six-Angle and direction
measurement, Page 252. ‘

in summary, Kiewit/PB has concluded that since the actual calibration of the Total Station Survey Instruments is performed on site -
at Desert Rock, there is no need to maintain the SOKKIA Corporation on the QSL as a calibration service. SOKKIA will continue
to be used as a repair/service facility. A Supplier Evaluation Report (SER) has been issued by Kiewit/PB requesting that SOKKIA
be removed from the QSL. :

Exhibit AP-16.10.3 Rev. 07/03/95
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Block 12, Remedial Actions - Continued

A Supplier Evaluation Report (SER) was issued on 5/8/96 to request that SOKKIA be removed from the QSL. The basis for this
action is contained in Block 18. o

Block 19, Root Cause Determination - Continued

It has been determined that the root ‘causes of these issues were the poor assumptions made by Kiewit/PB during transition regarding
the basis for qualification of vendors which were inherited from other affected organizations and not performing a proper review to
verify the adequacy of these basis. In addition to the poor assumptions, another contributing factor was the processmg of the
calibration purchase orders as non-Q which has been documented on Kiewit/PB DR-96-037.

Block 20, Action to Preclude Recurrence - Continued
Based upon the root cause determinations, Kiewit/PB has taken the position that we will not accept the responsibility for the

maintenance of vendors initially qualified and placed on the QSL by another Affected Organization without first performing a
review to verify that the vendor was properly qualified.

Exhibit AP-16.10.3 Rev. 07/03/85



KIEWIT/PB ~ KIEWIT/PB TCP-2.34
YUCCA MOUNTAIN PROJECT : REV. 0

EFFECTIVE DATE: 09/01/95

TECHNICAL CONTROL PROCEDURE - PAGE1OF7

Q/A: L SCPB: N/A

TCP-2.34 CONTROL OF SURVEY EQUIPMENT = ~.-w~2-7
o Tamtr ozl
NG 43 '
1.0 PURPOSE/SCOPE \ el
1.1  Purpose
This procedure provides requirements fdr the receipt, initial calibration status, use,
recalibration. and general control of survey equipment used for quality verification
activities. :
- 1.2 Scope
This procedure is applicable to all survey equipment that requires calibration and will be
utilized for quality verification activities. This procedure is not applicable to rulers, tape
measures and other commercial equipment that provide adequate accuracy for their
intended use. "'>29 QOther types of equipment may be covered by Reference 2.1.
2.0 REFERENCES
2.1  MCP-12.0, Control of Measuring and Test Equipment
2.2 MCP-15.0, Control of Nonconforming Items
3.0 PROCEDURE
3.1 General
(1) Survey equipment used for quality verifications shall be assigned an identifying number
when received by the Kiewit/PB survey organization. Where practical, the equipment
( 2) shall be labeled, tagged or otherwise marked with its identification number. ‘

* Superscript numbers denote QARD requirements and are provided for guidance purposes only.
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KIEWIT/PB TCP-2.34
Rev. 0, Page 2 of 7

3.1.1 Data Package

3.1.2

A data package shall be developed for each piece of survey equipment issued an
identifying number that will be used to maintain records of: (!221BX12.2.1n12.2.2:19)

A,

B.

G.

" Assigned identification number(2264

Calibration standard and date of calibration, based on the type of
equipment, required accuracy, intended use, and other conditions affecting
measurement contro], (/221C:1sN12.2.68)  Eqr survey equipment used in one-

time-only applications, the calibration shall be done both before and after
use.(lZ.Z.lC:Zs) .

Calibration data, including implementing document(s) and revision level
(12.2.6C)(12.2.6H) . _

Identification of individual(s) performing calibration(s)"22-6P .

Results of calibration and statement of acceptability"?2P

Operating status (in service, out of service). Survey equipment taken out
of service shall be calibration checked, as applicable, to verify its accuracy

since its last calibration check.

Other information pertinent to the applicable equipment

The foliowing information shall be documented in the appropriate Work
Package(s): 122229

A. Date(s) used
B. Identification of the process monitored
Data collected

Items inspected

M 9 0

Equipment identification



3.2

3.3

3.4

KIEWIT/PB TCP-2.34
Rev. 0, Page 3 of 7

Calibration

3.2.1

Survey equipment shall be calibrated, adjusted, and ;haintained at intervals
recommended by the manufacturer, but not to exceed one year, or whenever the

. accuracy of the equipment is suspect.??2!P Calibrations shall be documented on
~-a Survey-Equipment-Calibration-Record -form-(Exhibit 5.1). Calibration shall be .

accomplished against reference calibration standards having traceability to
nationally-recognized standards, or as established by the manufacturer. If no
nationally-recognized standards or physical constants exist, or the manufacturer has
no established method, the basis for calibration shall be documented. Review and
acceptance of calibrations shall be indicated on the calibration certification

.. form (12.2.1A:1s and 25)(12.2.1C:15)12.2.1D.Eand F)

3.2.2

3.2.3

Calibration standards shall have a greater accuracy than the required accuracy of
the equipment being calibrated. If calibration standards with a greater accuracy
than required of the equipment being calibrated do not exist or are unavailable,
calibration standards with accuracy equal to the required calibration accuracy may
be used if they can be shown to be adequate for the requirements, 12-21812.2.181)

The basis for calibration acceptance shall be documented in the applicable
equipment's data package with authorization indicated by the Chief of Survey’s’
sigmmre.nz.z.xa.z;uanazs)

' Handling and Storage

Survey instruments and equipment shall be properly handled and stored as necessary to

maintain accuracy.

(12.2.4)

Out-of-Calibration Measuring and Test Equipment

3.4.1

Out-of-calibration equipment shall be tagged and segregated by the Chief of Survey.
to prevent use until it has been recalibrated. If any equipment is consistently found
to be out of calibration during the recalibration process, it shall be repaired or
replaced.'223© Survey equipment shall be considered to be out of calibration and
not be used for quality verifications until calibrated if any of the following
conditions exist:(12-238:19)

A.  The calibration due date or interval has passed without recalibration.(12234-D

B. The device produces results known or suspected to be in error.(122342



4.0

4.1.

4.2

4.3

KIEWIT/PB TCP-2.34
Rev. 0, Page 4 of 7

3.4.2 When equipment is found to be out of calibration, the validity of results obtained
using that equipment since its last valid calibration, as indicated in that equipment's
data package, shall be evaluated by the Chief of Survey. The evaluation shall
include the determination of acceptability for previously collected data, processes

. monitored, or items previously inspected or tested. The evaluation shall be.
documemed by Qﬂe Of two means:(l2.2.38:251)(!2.2.38:2&2)(12.2.38:2523§n6b).(12.2.6G)(12.2.2..'2s)

A. Should previously collected data prove to be suspect, a Nonconformance
Report (NCR) shall be issued and resolved in accordance with Reference
2.2.

B. Should it be determined by the Chief of Survey that previously collected
data is adequate and acceptable, the evaluation shall be documented on an
Interoffice Memo of Record IOMR) and inserted into that equipment's data
package. The logic used to determine adequacy/acceptability shall be
included in the IOMR.

3.4.3 Lost or damaged Survey Equipment shall- be listed as "Out-of-Service" in the
applicable data package.

RECORDS

The following records generated by this procedure shall be submitted by the Chief of .
Survey to Records Management for records processing when appropriate measuring and
test equipment is taken out of service:

Lifetime QA Records

Completed Equipment Data Packages for each piece- of Survey equipment requiring
calibration. ' '

Non-Permanent QA Records
None
Project Records

None



5.2

KIEWIT/PB TCP-2.34
Rev. 0, Page 5 of 7

Exmm'rs

All Exhibits are examples. Equivalent formms may be used but must include, at a
minimum, all information indicated on the Exhibits.

Survey Equipment Calibration Record Form

History of Changes Form
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KIEWIT/PB TCP-2.34
Rev. 0, Page 6 of 7
Exhibit 5.1
KIEWIT/PB .
YUCCA MOUNTAIN PROJECT
SURVEY EQUIPMENT CALIBRATION RECORD
Equipment . Last . Recal. | Status
1.D. Cal. Date Due Date . E .

' ' In Service Out-of-Service

EQUIPCAL.FRM REV 0 “




\/ -~/ KIEWIT/PB TCP-2.34
Rev. 0, Page 7 of 7

Exhibit 5.2

KIEWIT/PB )
YUCCA MOUNTAIN PROJECT
HISTORY OF CHANGES

Document Identification No: TCP-2.34

The changes in this revision shall be summarized below in sufficient detail and shall be reviewed
each time additional changes to the document are proposed.

0 Initial Issuance.

HISTCHNG.FRM MCP-5.0 REV. }




COF S OF CIVILIAN RADIOACTIVE WASTE MA! EMENT

e \—’  SUPPLIER EVALUATION REPORT Pagalol 3
1 PURPUSE: UJ INITIAL EVALUATION 0 TecHNICAL AUDIT Remove Supplier
O wiTiaL AupiT [ scope cHanGE
] ANNUAL EVALUATION (] PROGRAM CHANGE
2 | SUPPLIER NAMEIADORESS N CONTACT NAMEITITLE - -
Sokkia Corporation. Al Kesselring™  General Manager
5111 Baron Street |
TELEPHONE
Overland Park. Kansas 6620i 913‘492_4900
ITEM(S) ) SERVICE(S)
= | Repair and Calibration of Survey Equipment Repair and Calibrate Survey Equipment
§ Model Ne:2 ) ) -
[=]
% Senal # 123072 . DOE #260719
E
wh
PROCUREMENT COCUMENT NUMBERIS) | oA MANUAL REVISION LEVEL OR DATE
84.YMP-0040 N/A .
CODESISTD COMMITTED TO IN GA MANUAL
[l 1o crrs08 [ 1s0 8000
[ anstnas.2 O
COwgaa . O
3 .
w (J QuALITY RECORDS REVIEW SURVEL ]
3 .
= [ supPLIER HISTORY ‘ : P g
4
A
e
4
52
e=
= =
= o
Continved [

o

This SER is issued to remove Sokkia from the QSL only.

‘v

g

z

[-=

Cantinved ' i

* |0 auauFien

_ |E auauriep withi REEVALUATION DUE DATE N/A AUDIT DUE DATE N/A

g RESTRICTION(S)

£

= |{[CJnoT QuauFieD A Q . .

QA MANAGER: {0 Ca\,\g{—,\; (/ 5/9¢
!/ Slgnature /" Date

7 | VERIFIED CORRECT INPUT OF DATA T0 0S. '

gz |

§ = VERIFIER:

Signature Date
Exhibit AP-7.4001 : ) Rev. 01/29/88




OFF  OF CIVILIAN RADIOACTIVE WASTE. MAP  EMENT .
T - \—/ SUPPLIER EVALUATION REPORY Page2 ot 7
URPOSE: [ avomr : (] auatsty RECORDS EVALUATION
7 sunvey .
AW
SUPPLIER NAME: :
3 RN UA PROGRAM ELEMENT SAT UNSAT IA
N\t ORGANZATION -
N . QUALITY ASSURBNCE PROGAAN
3N\ DEBGK CONTRUL
4N\ PROCUREMENT ROCUMENY CONTROL .
5 N, IMPLEMENTING DOCUMENTS
5 "\, DOCUMENT CONTROL .
? ~\CONTROL OF PURCHASED ITEMS AND SERVICES
] - IGOKIACATION AND CONTROL OF ITEMS
8 CONTRN, OF SPECIAL PROCESSES
10 DISPECTION,
1 TEST CONTROD
12 LONTRGL OF MEASWEIND AND YEST EQUIPMENT
- 1 HANDLING, STORAGE AND SMIPPING
§ W INSPECTION, TEST AND OPERATING STATU
z 15 NONCONFORMANGES N\ -
s 16 COMECTIVE ACTION N\
i 17 - QUALITY ASSURANCE RECORDS N\
8 - 18 AlDNS AN
§ SUPPLEWERT 1 SOFTWANE N
€ T surriimintp SAMALE CONTAOL ' N\ )
SUPPLEMENT 1t SCIENTIRC VESTCATION - N[ B
SUPPLEMENTIY  FIELD SURVEYING NI
SUPPLEMENT ¥ CONTROL 05 THE ELECTRONIC MANAGEMENT DF DATA N
DESCRIPTION DF DUALITY ASSURANCE PACENAM PROCECUREY OR OTHER STVILAR DRCUMENTIS) APREWEDIEVALUATED
TITLEREVISION:
Contirued D
) AUDITISURVEY: . DATE: PERFNRMED BY: \
2
Z
=
g
s
3
IF RESTRICTIONS R DOCUMENTED COMNITMENTS ARE APPLICASLE. IDENTIFY ON EUPPLIER EVALUATION SHEET, PAGE 1.
EVALUATOR e&h@é_t $-g- 9%
souATURE - DATE

gxhbit AP.7.40.1

Rev. D1/28/96
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OFF  OF CIVILIAN RADIOACYIVE WASTE MAN MENT
\_/  SUPPLIER EVALUATION REPORT

Page 3_of 3 ____

SUPPLIER HISTORY { ANNUAL EVALUATION

PROCUMEMENT DOCUMENTS!
RECEIVINEGEPURTS

NSURPOSE: T3 supPUER MISTORY ARNAL EVALLATION
>

SUPPLIBR.NAME:

3 .. DOCUMENT YYpt TITLEREMARXS

N\

CORRECTIVE ACTIONREQUEST and
NONCONFORMANCE REPQRTIs)

\ .

INSPECTIONISURVEILLANCE nmk

MAKAGEMENT ASSESSMENTS
PREYIOUS PERICOIC AUDITS

SUPPLIER CORRESPONDENCE
. LR
TREND REPOATS \

N
REQUESTORS EVALUATION \
QUALIFICATION RESULTS FROM

OTHER CCMPANIES

©n
B
[ 7]
&
=
8
S
-t
g
IF RESTRICTIONS OR DOCUMENTED COMNKTMENTE ANE APPUCABLE, WENTIFY ON SUPPLIER EVALUATION SHEET, PAGE 1.
EVALUATOR .:D —a 5-g-96
SIGNATURE . . DATE
Exhibit AP.7.40.1 Rev. 01729198
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»EVALUATI_ON OF RESPONSE AND CLOSURE OF DR YMQAD-96—D053

The response to the subject DR has been reviewed and found acceptable i in respondmg to the
condition adverse to quality. After a review of K/PB Technical Control Procedure TCP-2.34,
Rev. 0, titled “Control of Survey Equipment” and the Supplier Evaluation Report, dated 5/8/96,
requesting that Sokkia be removed from the Qualified Suppliers List, it is determined that no
further action on the part of K/PB is required. Since K/PB is responsible for the calibrations of
surveying equipment, requirements for Sokkia Corporation to be a qualiﬁed supplier appears to
be over and above what is necessary. Based on your response and review of the above
documents, this Deficiency Report is considered closed.
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Richard L. Maudlin, QAR Date




