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UNITED STATES
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

DIVISION OF COM’LIANCE
REGION I1i
799 ROOSEVELT ROAD
GLEN ELLYN, ILLINOIS 60137

September 3, 1971

Toledo Edison Company Docket No. 50-346
ATTN: Mr. Glenn J. Sampson
Vice President, Power
420 Madison Avenue
Toledo, Ohio 434601

Gentlemen:

This refers to the inspection conducted by Messrs., Joaes and Hayes
of this office on June 8-10, 1971, of constiruction activities at
the Davis-Besse construction site authorized Ly ABC Construction
Permic No, CPPR-30 and to the discuseions of our :iindings at the
conclusion of the inspection with Messrs. Lenavdson, EBichenaucr,
Moring and others of your staii,

Areas examined during the inspection included rocenr additions to
the Toledo Bdison Company (IECO) Quality Assurance stail, comcrete
creiniorcement and placement acuivities, fabrication or the spent
‘uel pool liner, fabricarion of the reactor containment structure,
and a review of provisions (o assure that thickness measurements
ot Class I valve body castings have been made so that drawing and
caleculational requicements can be verified. Within these arcas,
the inspection consisted oi selcctive examination of procedures
and representative rocords, interviews with plant personnel, and
observaticns by the inspectors.

During the inspection, it was found that certain of your activitics
appear Lo be {n noncomio-mance with 10 CFR 50, Appendix B. The
items and referenccs to the pertineat requi.emencs arc listed ia
the enclosure to this letter. Please provide us within 30 days,

in writing, with your comments concerning these itcms, any stcps
which have been or will be taken to correct them, any steps that
have been or will be taken to prevent recurreace, and the date all
:orrective actions or preventive measures were o. wil® be completed.
Your reply should cmphasize, in particular, any appropriate changes
that have been or will be made to improve the e.iectiveness oi

your quality assurance program,
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Toledo Edison Company 2 September 3, 1971

Witn regard to questions raised duriug the inspectioun conceruing the
following: (1) a possibilicy tiat tie shiald buildi g wall plumbuess
is .ot within the tolerance limi: of the specificatious, a d (2)
provisions to assure that Class I valve castiug wall tiickness
metsurements have been made so that drawiog and calculational require-
ments can be verified, we understand t.at additioual information

&nd data will be collected and made available for our review. We
will examioe tiese matters further during our next routine iospection.

If you lave any questions concerning tiis inspection, we will be glad
to discuss tiem wit. you.

Sincerely yours,

Boyce H. Grier
Regional Director

Enclosure:
Deszription of Noncompliaunce Items

cc: L. E. Roe, Project Englaeer, (ilome Ofiice)
J. A. Levardson, QA Bogineer, (Site)

beec: J. B. Henderson, CO (5)
A. Giambusso, CO
L. Kornblith, CO
R. H. Engelken, CO
Dk Central Files
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Certain activit under your construction permit appear

ies
nonconformance with 10 CFR 30, Appendix I, as indicated below:
10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Section VII. states, in part, that " . .
Measures shall be established to assure that purcli sed material,
ipment, and services . . . conform to the procurement documerl
Bechtel Technical Specification No. 7749-C-25, Paragrapnh 0.

tes in regard to Fly Ash testing: e
S /

t report must be approved by the Construc n ¥ iger to qualify
supplier and co
21livery shall be accompanied by a statement certified by the

mmence delivery to the jol . Each subsequent

G

supplier attesting that the Fly Ash produced in a continuous fashion
sampled for chemical and physical tests at the representative
indicated in specification ASTM C311-68." The Nicholson
rete and Supply Company QA/QC manual, Pages 4 and 5, states
that: "This fly ash conforms tO specification ASTV
ass F. Th~ N* " alson's plant superintendent will not

’

' et~ wi any delivered materials prior to receiving
copies of the mill test report."”

Contrary to the above, Fly Ash is delivered to th
without receipt of the required certifications.

10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Section V, states, in part

affecting quality shall be prescribed by documented instructio
procedures, Or drawings, of a type appropriate to the

and shall be accomplished in accordance with these

procedures, oOr drawings."

Contrary t -he above, documented instructions were
occasi when one load (nine cubic yards) oL conc
reactor shield building, ;s inadvertently
fuel pit floor slab. While the mix design of
[ e was acceptable for either locatic this situacion
was not detected even though the concrete '
by both the testing laboratory representa
the QC engineer at the pour site.




