DEC -4 i578

kz. Boyes Srier, Lirector

Unites States suslear Regulatory Comaission
Cf4ice of Insycction and Enforcenent, Region [
631 FuTa AViiuw

Kily O4 riussia, FA 134uo

Subject: USNRC IL,I Lester dated June 16, 1072
Rt: Site Inspection of May 16-23, 1973
iusyection Report wo. 30-332/78-07; 50-353/73-04
Lizerici Generacing Statiom - Unizs 1 4 2
-7’110: Ak 1-2-2 (352/74-07)
AL 1-2-2  (353/73-04)

Lear »r. Ulier:

. lu Tesgonse tw tae subject letter regarding an item identifisd Jusine
the Suujust inspectiun of comstruction activities autnorizel by Nif Licenmse
NOS. Lrih=lU8 sl ~L07, we transmic herewith the following:

"

Attaciments I - Response to Appenuix A

Should you anave any questiuns concerning this item, we would be pleased
to discuss tiuem witii you.
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4(‘ e ’ . Sincerely,
: /r, :7 ‘:',r ‘A% . ) ’/,,’:4‘\-'.%
P/l ’s:J'V\A" f ‘ ~
Attacuaenst

bee: R. H. Elias, Bechtel
J. S. Kemper
E. J. Sradley
G. White
E. C. Kistner
H. R. Walcers/Local File (3)
J. J. Claray
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Isdracsion

0CFRS0, Appencix 3, Criterion V, states inm par:, that:
"ascivicies affeczing qualicy shall de prescrided by
documenced instrucsions, procedures, or drawings ad
s2all be azcomziished im accoardance with thase instruciicns,
procedures, or drawiangs.” ¢

The Limerick PSAR, Appendix D, Quality Assurance Progran,
paragraph 6.4, states, in part, that: "Bechtel Construction
Deparcment. . . i3 responsidle for construcsion of the plant
to approved eagineering speciffcations, drawings aad
procedures . . .

The Peadody Testing Inc., a coaltractor <9 Bechtel, utilizes
asndessructive examination procedure titled "Liquid Penetrant
Inspection of Welids and Components,” IPPT-340-39-01, Amendment
No. 2, which states, in part, in paragraph 6.6.3, that:

., . . final interpretation shall be made a ainimum of sevan
minutes and no later thas thirty minutes after rhe developer
is applied.”

Contrary to the above, on Septemder 28, 1978, during the
Liquid penetrant test of weld joint H3C-182-1/0-F%50, the
licensee's contractor tachnician made incerprectacions beliore
the seven minuce developer dwell time had elapsed.

Resoonse
L. Background '

Peadbody performed an investigation of Peabedy’'s Annual
MDE Perscnnel Performance Audits of Peadody personnel
presently and sreviously emploved at the Limarick Site.
This iavestigation vevealed that liguid penetrant
examizacions audized were perfcrmed in accorvdaace with
applicable procedures. Addicionally, the investigation
{acluded all previcus Peadody six (4) month agudit reports
performed con Peadody fasiticties at Limerick Site. These
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ceporss revealed that liguild ;enetrant examinaticens wis
nessead dising cthesa audics were perfcormed inm accerdance
wich applizable procedures. 3Sased upon these inves:ti-
gaticas, the Peadody Testing ﬂual‘:: Control Manager
sravided assuraace that this liquic penetration enaminag-
ticn was an isolated incident and :ha: cther ‘.q-.d
panetsant examinations performed dy Peadody perseon

at the Limerick Site have been perfornmed to agpli:ablc
regquirements.

Corvective Action Taken and Results Achieved

8. The NDE technician in gquestion was re-guali
liquid penetrant examination by Peadody Tes
The practical por.ion of the examination was
witnessed by the ASME Code Inspector and by
representatives of the Bechtel Q.C. Department.
The re-qualification certificazicn were approved
by Bechtel on October 13, 1978,
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Weld H3C-182-1-FWS0 was re-examined by a qualified
Peabody Techaician and was fouad acceptable. The
results of this report are documented on Peadody
Testing Report PBT-?27-23123.

Approximately 50% of the liquid penetrant
examinations in which the subject NDE technizian
performed or was an assistant wverve tQ-CXl ined
using the liquid penetrant methed. All welds weare
found acceptable except one (1) which uas rejected
upon re-examisation by another qualified Peabdody
technician. GEvaluation of the rejectable area of
the one weld indicated that 4t was a mechanically
caused lap, %" from the weld area. It was incon-
clusive whether the rejectable area was present atc
the time of the original liquid penetrant examina-
tion, siace cleaning operations by craftsmen pre-~
ceedad the re-exaninaYion. Additional evaluation
also indicates that in this instance, the incorTect
technique would not have had an effact on the
outcome of the examination, since a simple wipe,
wicthout the use of solvents, would not remove a
sufficient quanticy of dye to affect the appearance
ef an indication on the developer. Based on the
aumber of we.ds re-examined and the resulting high
ratio of acceptable to rejectable welde, those
welds not re-exa=nined are considered acceptable.
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Cavrecciva Actien Tacea = “revent acurrance

a) *he responsible 3achtel Cualicty Comtrsol IZnginears
mave zeea instructed 20 increase surveillance
acsivicies with regard 2o liguid penecra=nt
eva=inacion on all Peabody Testingz Personzel. This
increased surveillanse will continue unsil the Lead
Quality Contrvol Weldiang Engineer is confident
that Peadcdy Testing Personnel who are performing
Liquid Penetraant Examinations are adhering to the
approved NDZI procecure.

B) 3gzatel Quality Control has added an inspection

aczivity %o the Quality Control Imstruction for

NDE Subcontractor Surveillance. This activicy
requires BSechtel to witness, for compliance with
the approved NDE Procedure, the first examinaction
by each individual tgchnician for each method that
a technician is qualified to perform. This will
escablish initial confidence in new Peabody Testing
Personnel acriving on site.
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