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If two welds of the six were discrepant, the entire inspection
was still considered as a single discrepancy. The total
number of inspection elements was considerably larger than
the total number of inspections (778). Similarly, the total
number of discrepant elements was greater than the total
number of discrepant inspections (34). The results are
presented in terms of inspection performed and inspections
found discrepant because of the difficulty in counting all

of the individual elements. For inspections containing more
*han one element, the number of discrepant elements was much
smaller than the number of inspection elements for each
inspection. This representation conservatively represents

-he quality of the work since the ratio of discrepant elements
to elements inspected is smaller than the ratio of discrepant
inspections to the number of inspections.

Relative to equipment modification, the report
A total of 1,850 items covering a considerably
number of inspection points were inspected and 44
repancies were identified". Similar to equipment settl
number 1,850 refers to the number of inspections that

performed. An inspection of termination locations 1in a
ction may include examination of approximately 250
ocations, each of which is considered an inspection

any of these inspection points was found to be
, the inspection is considered to be discrej
screpancies stated in the r2port represent 44
inspections. e number of discrepant inspection
larger than the disc nspections. However,

*ular section of a panel was considered as one inspection.
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