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Characterization:· It is alleged that false documents were generated to replace 

missino records related to Cadweld activities. 

Assessment of Allegation: The NRC staff reviewed and assessed many allegations 

related to Cadwelding. (See Allegations A-106. A-108, A-133, A-156, and A.-147) 

Each allegation was resolved to the NRC staff's satisfaction as described in 

these assessmf•nts. SitP. personnel stated that discrepancies in sign<lturr~s and 

initials on the Daily Cactweld Inspection Reports were the result of 

reconstruction of oripinaJ reports that were soiled in the field, or that 

inspectors had to be inn physically awkward position during the inspection 
and had a second inspector record and initial the data. Regarding tensile 
test reports, thP NCR addressing this is~ue stated that the original test 

records were in fact lost and that replacement recor·ds were genP.rated based on 
records maintained by the testinp company. 

In addition to the review of the allegations described above, the NRC staff 

reviewed other records related to Cadwelds and looked for any obvious 

indications of falsified documents. Other technical areas were also reviewe~ 

so th:::t information rr)LJld be forwarded to the NRC Office of Investigations. 

The NRC staff looked for documents which appeared to be rxtremely new, but 

which had old dates, errors in dates. duplicate originals, or other 
discrepancies which should be ~~~e known to OJ investigators. The NRC staff 

also reviewed other Allegations (A-1!0, A-115, A-130, A-146,. A-155, and A-171) 

that were related to Cadwelds. The review revealed no obvious evidence of 

falsified records. Thus, the NRC staff has concluded that the concern related 

to falsified records of Cadwe1d activ;t.ies is not an issue. 
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This Issue hAS neithPr s~fety significance ~nr generic implications. rt 
sh0uld be noted, however, that this technical conclusion is contingent ur.on thr 

results of inve,t19at.ion~. hf>inq rerformed by the NRC Office 0f !r;vestigatinns 

and that_ further technica1 evaluations may b( necessllry, depenrling on the 

outrnme of these investigations. 

1--
1 Potential Vin1atinns: None. 
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