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Description of the Nonconformance: 

Drawing Control 
No revision submitted to QA Records for Drawing 20.06002.02.322.022 when changes made after approval 
Approved 11/30/2009; entry made on drawing to revise disc diameter from 3.0 inches to 1.5 inches on 12/2/2009 
Revision A approved 7/14/2010; changed diameter to 2.0 inches 
Requirement: QAP-017, Drawing Control, Section 3.4 

RESPONSE@) 

Disposition: Repair 

Customer Approval of Disposition Required? NO 
- 

Proposed Action to Address Nonconformance: 

The revision of the drawing 20.06002.02.322.022 revision A was reviewed and approved by the responsible manager and QA staff in 
accordance with QAP-017, Drawing Control, Section 3.4 during the audit. The revised drawing was submitted to QA record on 
7/14/2010 and the revised drawing was added to the scientific notebook 899 on page 15. The actual diameter of the Alloy 22 disc 
samples for the dripping tests was 2 inch as shown on the photos of the test sample taken before testing on page 51 in scientific 
notebook. The final dimension of 2 inch diameter was determined based on preliminary calculation results to check out a minimum 
exposed surface area of the test sample to be detected such a potentially very low corrosion rate of Alloy 22 under the proposed 
corrosion condition and also to accommodate the number of test samples as many as possible within a limited space in the humidity 
chamber. The diameter of 3 inch or 1.5 inch shown in the scientific notebook 899 on page 14 was tentative and not a proper size to 
meet requirements mentioned above (Le., a minimum exposed surface area or number of accommodated samples in the chamber). 
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Verification of Action Taken: 
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