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CONCERN: See Details Bel ow

I NVESTI GATI ON
PERFORMED BY: W M. Kenp, Jr.

DETAILS
t N- 845- 768- XC6

Concer n: Adherence to procedures regarding weld rod control was
inadequate causing a potential adverse impact on hardware quality.

I N-85-768-X07

Concern: Weld rod control records have been falsified.
PERSONNEL CONTACTED: ( CONFI DENTI AL)

OOCL- MENTS & REQUIEEMENTS REVIEWED:

NCR 4390, Revision O through 2
VWl d Numbers |-0O4d A-DQOOIl -03A, 03B, 03C, 030
Vel d Nunbers 1-00 A-DO003-03A, 03B, 03C, 030
Vel d Nunbers 1-0O0 A-D009-03A, 03B, 03C, 03D
Fab Sketch No. WBII-E-2878-1C-|-Rev.0
~VBN- E- 2878-1 C-3-Rev. 0

WBN-E-2878-1C-6-Rev. 0

VBN- E- 2878-1 C-9- Rev. O
QCl-1..08, Rev.4 - Quality Assurance Records
QCl-4.01, Rev.2 - Storage, Issue and Control of Wlding Mterial

IL (Issued 4721/82)

2 SUMVARY OF I NVESTI GATI ON

These concerns are substantiated. NCR 4390 was issued on 2/8/83 to
identify and control the procedural violation.

Corrective action has been taken, via NCR 4390 RO R, R2, utilizing
the applicable programmatic requirements to ensure the nonconform ng

Scondition was identified, controlled and corrected. The incident
referenced in Concern IN-85-768-X06 was that filler metal had been
issued wusing the 'white" copy (ASME) of the Welding mat eri al
Requisition Form instead of the "green" copy, as required by Procedure
QCl 4.01 and therefore, had no inpact on hardware quality.
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CONCKERN NO | N-85-768- X06, rN-85-768-X07

CETA 17s, continued
SUYVARY OF INVES7IGATICN, continued

The corrected docunentation was verified to be satisfactory and the NCR
was closed 12,5/'83. Measures taken against the individual directly
involved include a reprimand and ti-e off. The issue slips, at that
time, were not retainable for Life of Construction per O 4. 01. The
]falsification i ssue was addlressed in the reprimand and was the reason
or time or:.

Fl.C..2GS:.

QCI-9.011, Re7:ision, 2(which was applicable at -he time of these
cconcerns) in  Paragrap- 7.0 "Documentation” stated that:

7.1.1 "Wedldl material Reacuisition (Greeen color - Attachnent A)
for wey.ding materials wused in ASME Il Systens are
retainedi until processing and then may be destroyed. "

7.1.2 "\Wllding Material Requisition (Wite co'jr Attachnent B)
ot-her than those described in Para. 7.1.1 my be

def-rove'i after 24 hour detention.”

QI 4.01 R, 3 dated 111/9/82, made no changes to these

paragraphs. Q0 4.01 Rev. 4 dated 04/25/83 deleted the is-sue slip
*"col or code" requirenments for ASME and Non- ASME i ssuance.

The review of the NCO and associated docunentation determ ned
t hat satisfactory corrective action was t aken per t he

di SPO5Ltv43n  which  stat-ed: “"In lieu of renovi ng | ugs,
.use-as-is .o Attached signed statenents from. individuals
involvied certify material, welders and weld procedures that were
used in installation of the lugs were correct."”

CONCLUSt On: :

Based on this investigation, the concerns are substantiated.
However , programmatic controls to idontify, ~control and to
implem'Int corr,2ctive action were taken' to satisfy ASME Code
require-i-nts.p

PREP! &PED BY ~~ A~1,/ 4 N
yr7e kY f

REVI EMED BY
DATE



1. Request No. IN-RS5-768-X06k

REQUEST FOR REPORTABILITY EVALUATION

(ERT Concern No.) (ID No., if reported)

2. Identification of Item Involved:__Procedure implemeataticn
(Nomenclature, system, manuf., SN,

3. Description

Model, etc.)

sketches, etc.)

of Problem (Attach related documents, photos,

Adherence to procedures_regarding weld rod contro] was ipadequate causing a____

_Eggggtial adverse impact on hardware.

4. Reason for Reportability:

A.

-~

(Use supplemental sneets i1f necessary)

This design or construction deficiency, were it to have
remained uncorrected, could have affected adversely the safety
of operations of the nuclear power plant ot any time throughout

the expected lifetime of the plant.

No X Yes __ If Yes, Fuplain:

AND -*

This deficiency represents a significant breakdown in
portion of the quality assurance program cornducted
accordance with the requirements of Appendix B.

No X Yes If Yes, Explain:

any
in

P -

OR

This deficiency represents a significant deficiency in
design as approved and released for construction such that
design does mnot conform to the criteria bases stated in
safety analysis report or construction permit. T

No X Yes If Yes, Explain:

—————————————————— - — — o ——————— - — .

———————————— . —————

final'

the
the

ERT Form Mm



¢ REQUEST FOR REPORTABILITY EVALUATION

. This deficiency represents a <ianificant ceficiercy n
construction of o si1gnificant damage +~ A structure, system or
comamnent  which will recuire extensive evaluat.ion. externsive
recec1ian., -~ extensive repair to meet the criteria anc nases
stated 1n the safety aralysis reaort or constructron osvmit o or
t- otherw,se establish the adeguacy ~f the structwre, systenm,
v component to pertform 1ts interded safety function.

Ne __X__Yes ___ If Yes, Explain:
QR

E. This deficiency represents a significant deviation from the
performance specifications which wi1ll require extensive
evaluation, extensive redesign, or extensive repair to
establish the adegquacy of the structure, system, oOr component
to perform its intended safety function.

No X Yes If Yes, Explain:

IF ITEM 4R, AND 4B OR 4C OR 4D DR 4E ARE MARKED "YES", IMMEDIATELY
HAND-CRRRY THIS REQUEST AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION TO NSRS.

This Condition was Identified by: [E"n”fé)ﬁr‘é’g SA0C:

ERT Invesciga:[L/« Phone Ext.
I [%Z‘O/ e ZLSYLON
ERT Project Manager . Phone Ext.
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