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Yucca Mountain Site Characterization Office
P.O. Box 98608

Las Vegas, NV 89193-8608

OCT i 3 1995

L. Dale Foust
Technical Project Officer

tor Yucca Mountain Site
Characterization Project

TRW Environmental Safety Systems, Inc.
101 Convention Center Drive, Suite P-110
Las Vegas, NV 89109

EVALUATION OF RESPONSES TO DEFICIENCY REPORTS (DR) YMQAD-95-DOll
AND YMQAD-95-D013 RESULTING FROM YUCCA MOUNTAIN QUALITY ASSURANCE
DIVISION'S (YMQAD) AUDIT YM-ARP-95-19 OF THE CIVILIAN RADIOACTIVE
WASTE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM MANAGEMENT AND OPERATING CONTRACTOR
(SCPB: N/A)

The YMQAD staff has evaluated the responses to DRs YMQAD-95-DO11
and YMQAD-95-D013. The responses have been determined to be
satisfactory. Verification of completion of the remedial actions
will be performed after the effective date provided. Any
extension to this date must be requested in writing, with
appropriate justification, prior to the date. Please send a copy
of extension requests to Deborah Sult, YMQAD/QATSS,
101 Convention Center Drive, Suite 640, Las Vegas, Nevada 89109.

If you have any questions, please contact either Robert B.
Constable at 794-7945 or John F. Pelletier at 794-7538.

Richard E. Spence, Director
YMQAD:RB.C-183 Yucca Mountain Quality Assurance Division

Enclosures:
CARs YMQAD-95-DO1l and
YMQAD-95-DO13

YMP-5 . . _ \l
9510240161 951013

PDR WASTE
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R. P. Ruth, M&O, Las Vegas, NV
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W. L. Belke, NRC, Las Vegas, NV
D. G. Sult, YMQAD/QATSS, Las Vegas, NV
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I.

PERFORMANCE/DEFICIENCY REPORT
1 Comolling Document: 2 Ftelated Report No.
YAP-SI1.2Q, Revision 0 Y 195 19

3 Responsible Organization: 4 Discussed With:
M&O Aldcn Sers

5 RequirementtMeasurement Criteria:
Section 5.4.1, b) states, wTo request or retrieve data from the YMP TDB, the Affected Orzanization:

b) submits a wntie rquest for information to the appropriate W'IDB Administrator.T

6 Description of Condition:
Contruiy to the above requirement, there is no objective evidence that TDIF #303124 was retrieved from the TDB in accordance
vith the above referenced procedure. Specifically, there is no objective evidence that the M&O submitted a witten request to the
YW TDB Administrator.

-ats//0//5
Date OS/31/95

Date 9. (9N
12 Remedial Actions:

TDIF 303124, Rev. 1 will be requested through the YAP-SM.2Q system. When the report is
received through the YAP-Sm.2Q procedure, a comparison will be made with the Scoping
Analysis to ensure that we used the correct data.

A

ate October 31, 1995
Date

OAR IDate OAR Date
Exhibit AP-16.1 Q.1
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DEFICIENCY REPORT
17 Recommended Actions:

1) Investigate to determine the extent of deficiency identified in Block 6.

2) Evaluate the impact of obtaining technical data without complying with YAP-SIIL2Q.

3) Provide a corrective action plan to ensure future acquisitions of data from the TDB are in accordance with YAP-SMII.2Q.

18 Investigative Actions:

SEE CONT[NUATION PAGE J -OA3

19 Root Cause Determination:

20 Action to Preclude Recurrence:

SEE CONTINUATION PAGE - v

21 Response by:/j8,<, If b / / 22 Corrective Action Completion Due Date:
. Ay0// Date /D/Y/8S October 21, 1995

24Res~~o~A ~ A 23 Response Accep e; 24 Resp e ccepted 

QAR (,M Lke > Date 10/5 'j 5 t Date jl a g
25 A ded Response Accepted 26 Amended Response Accepted.

OAR Date AOQAM Date
27 Corrective Actions Verified 28 Closure Approved by:

QAR Date AOQAM Date

ExNbit AP-1 61 Q.2 Rev. 07/03/95



:

_ _ V 8 2 Perf~~~~~~~"eormance Report
i - OFFICE OF CIVILIAN 8 ficiency Report

RADIOACTIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY No. YPA e*b. 9s D OI

WASHINGTON, D.C. PAGE 3 OF 3
QA: L

PRIDR CONTINUATION PAGE

18. Investigative Actions:

The condition identified in Block 6 was not applicable to TDIF 303124. Data was needed to
support the design support analysis for the TS North Ramp Ground Support Scoping Analysis.
The needed data did not exist in the TDB at that time. In accordance with the established
system for obtaining data from the laboratories, SNL was requested to provide a bounding
analysis for thermal and seismic loading. This request was documented in a letter from R.
Sandifer to L. Shepherd, dated October 25, 1993 (LV.ESSB.SB. 10/93-531).

The data used in the analysis was received from SNL under a cover letter from L. Shepherd
to A. Segrest, dated January 18, 1994 (LV.ESSB.JHP.1/94-517). An M&O review of the
information was made, some deficiencies to be corrected were noted, and these were
transmitted to SNL.

YAP-Stf.2Q did not exist at the time. It became effective March 7, 1994, superseding AP-
5.2Q. M&O QAP-3-12 existed, but it was not applicable to the Laboratories at that time.
To acquire the needed data in a timely manner, a direct request was made to SNL .

20. Action to Preclude Recurrence:

A review will be made of current Q" analyses to determine which TDIFs are used as inputs.
Then a request will be made, through the YAP-SII.2Q process, to obtain the inputs, and
Ct l'.iti a data in the analyses to ensure cozrectness (for those TDIFs available from
the TDB). Additionally, the following primary TDIF users will complete documented
training in YAP-SIfI.2Q (if not already accomplished):

John Pye
Mary Woods
Bill Kennedy
Saeed Bonabian
Rick Nolting

.. Kal Bhattacharyya _ -:..

Mal Taylor- ---

These actions will be completed by October 21, 1995.

Exii .P1.1. Re.0_01
Exhibit AP- 610.3 Rev. 07103195
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PERFORMANCEiDEFICIENCY REPORT
1 Controlling Document: 2 Related Report No.
QARD, Revision 4 YM-ARP-95-19

3 Responsible Organization: 4 Discussed Wrth:
MAO JohnPye

5 Requirement/Measurement Criteria:
Sect 3.2.1, A. states, "Design inputs should be identified and doriiuentd, a~id their slcktion revi-v- and- pioveid by thfso
responsible for the design.'

6 Description of Condition:
Data utilized as design input for the "TS North Ramp Ground Support Scoping Analysis' was not appropriately identified and
documented as to its stats (data utilized was PRELIMNARY" and contained errors). Additionally, there is no objective
evidence that the selection of design input from revision 1 of "Design Support Analyses:North Ramp Design Package 2CO was
technically reviewed.

. Inithot I.g Z4m ri_/7ySg
Fjanlc Ts a I f -Dato 08Frank Tsai ~~O 600t/ ate 031/95

O A R J o h n A l3w ~ ( .n .r .
QARt John letier Date 08/31/95

10 Response Due Date 11 AI

20 days after issuance GAR (PR ( e Date
12 Remedial Actions:

The TS North Ramp Ground Support Scoping Analysis has been combined into the ESF
Ground Support Design Analysis, Rev. 00, which was apprQved on September 6, 1995.
Objective evidence that the design input was technically reviewed exists. See the-attached
letter copy from L. Shepherd to YMSCO, stating that the document received technical,

management, ad-QAreview under the OCRWM-approved-SNL QA-program.

,Completed.
Date

I Date
Exhibit AP-1 6.1 0.1

/ /.
.ggLfama Rev. 07/03/95
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DEFICIENCY REPORT
17 Recommended Actions:

1) Investigate to determine the extent of deficiency identified in Block 6.

2) Determine the impact of using the PRELlMINARY, unreviewed data that was selected for design input

3) Provide a conective action plan to ensure technical reviews for the selection of data for design input is adequate.

18 Investgative Actions:

SEE CONTINUATION PAGE

19 Root Cause Determination:

20 Action to Preclude Recurrence:

SEE CONTINUATION PAGE

21 Response by: 22 Corrective Action Completion Due pate:

_ Date />,/g%+g=- --October 4, 1995
23 Resp;s Ckfi f¢f 1 24 Resp ,p tptec -

QAR S0f l 8e /S/ 6 AO0Q Z~ 4-jv i , Date|( ) X.C4 
25 Am dced Repo e Accepted 26 Amended Response Accepted

OAR Date AOCAM Date
27 Corrective Actions Verified 28 Closure Approved by:

OAR Date AOQAM Date

Exhibit AM 610.2 Rev. 07/03/95
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18. Investigative Actions:

The SNL Design Support Analyses: North Ramp Design Package 2C, Rev. 1 (TDIF 302273)
was used only in the TS North Ramp Ground Support Scoping Analysis. The Scoping
Analysis was corrected, consistent with the SNL analysis. An evaluation of the consequences
of initially using preliminary data concluded that there was no impact on the results of the
analysis.

20. Action to Preclude Recurrence:

(1) QAP-3-9 was revised February 5, 1995 to require identification of
unqualified data (section 5.2.3 L).

(2) The checklist for design analyses includes the following questions: Are the
design inputs correctly selected ? Are the design inputs appropriate for use in
the design (e.g., any assumltions, constraints, bounds, or limits of the input
reflected in the design) ? Do TBDs and/or TBVs match logs ? Is unqualified

Gata, ausiip-iio.ui 1astbitu1 o.Jwi 1 1 1 ,X c; data r i4'.'
noted "TBV" or for "REFERENCE ONLY" ?

Corrective Action Completion Due: October 4, 1995

Exhibit AF-10ALQ3 Rev. 07/03/95


