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August 24, 1988

WITED STATES M; CLEAR REcOLATORY COP 9CSSION
OrrICE or NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION
D! VISION OF REACTOR INSPECTION AND SArrouARos
WASHINGTON, DC 20555

! ATTENTION: E. WILLIM BRACH, CHIEF
VENDOR INSPECTION BRANCH

REFERENCE: PRC LE1TER - DOCKET 99900403/88-01
AUcusT 4, 1908

| DEAR Ptt. BRACH:
(

TNIs Is IN RESPONSE TO YOUR AUGUST 4,1988 LETTER MUCH CONTAINED THE
RESULTS OF THE PRC INSPECTION AT GE NuCLEAP. ENERGY FACILITIES IN SAN JOSE,
CALIFORNIA DURING THE PERIOo FEsRunRy 1-10, 1988. THE VICE PREsloCNT AND
GENERAL MANAGER, B. % LFE, NAS REQUESTED THAT I RESPCWe TO WUR MTTER ON

|
HIS BEHALF.

THE INSPECTION REPORT IDENTIFIES ONE MONCONFO M WCE. THE STATEMENT OF
NONCONFO MANCE N O 00R RESPONSE IS CONTAINED IN T)E ATTACacNT TO THIs

i LETTER.
I
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J. M. CASE, MmAcER
MJCLEAR QLRLITY ASSURANCE
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PRC STATDENT OBNC0f0RMWCE

CONTRARY TO SECTIONS 4 NO 7 0F E TOPICAL REPORT PEDD-11209-04A, AND
E OLMLITY ASSURANCE PROCEDURE QAP 2.4 AND 2.7, GE PROCURED 100
REPMCENENT METRIC PHILLIPS Ft AT HEAD SCRDJS FOR USE IN THE REACTOR
PODE SWITCH PCUSING AS$DeLY WITHOUT PURCMSE DOCtJENTS NO WITH NO
VERIFICATION OF THE QUALITY OF THE >%TERIAL RECEIVID BY INCOMING
RECEIPT INSPECTION. (REFER TO IDNCONFORP%NCE NO. 88-01-01.)

Of RESPONSE TO NONC0FFORPWCE

THE 100 FLAT HEAD SCRD/S WERE PURCHASED ON 3-31-60 BY THE RESPONSIBLE
IDDE SWITCH DESIGN ENGINEER (Ph. MILAM) WITHOUT A b5 LITTEN E
SPECIFICATION OR PURCHASE ORDER APO WITHOUT A RECEIVING INSPECTION SY
QUALITY ASSURANCE. E ACKNOWLEDGES THAT THIS ACTION bMS IN TECtNICAL
NONCONFOR%NCE WITH E PROCEDURES; HOWEVER, THE RESPONSIBLE ENGINEER
TOOK PERSONAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR VERIFICATION OF THE ADEQUACY NO
QUALITY OF THE PMTERIAL RECEIVED, APO TOOK APPROPRIATE ACTION TO
FORMLLY DOCUENT THE FLAT HEAD SCREW REQUIRDENTS ON A E DRAWING SO
THAT SUBSEQUENT PURCMSES COULD BE P%DE IN FULL CCWLIANCE WITH GE
PROCEDURES. E INSPECTION AT SWITCH /CAN ASSEM3LY NO SUCCESSF11L -

CCWLETION OF OLMLIFICATION TEST ASSURED ADEQUACY OF THE SCREWS FOR
THEIR FLNCTION IN THE PIX)E SWITCH.

SUBSE00ENTLY, THE MooE SWITCH DFSIGN WAS CMNGED (IN 1983) TD,

| DISCONTINUE USE OF THESE SCRD/S. THIS FACT WAS CONFIRPED BY THE )RC i

! IN THEIR REPORT 9990N03/87-03.
|

THE 100 nAT HEAD REPLACEMENT SCREWS PURCt%$ED BY THE E RESPONSIBLE
DESIGN ENGINEER WERE DOUGHT AS IDENTICAL TO 1)E ORIGINAL b SWITCH
SCRD/S EXCEPT FOR LENGTH. W CONSIDER THAT THE CIRCtMSTANCES OF THIS

! NONCONFOR%NCE TO E PROCEDURES IN 1980 WERE HIGHLY LNUSUAL #O AN
ISOLATID CASE. No EVIDENCE Or SIMILAR E PURCMSES MS BEEN DETECHD
DURING THE POLTIPLE E. CUSTOPER #O PRC INSPECTIONS APO ALE)ITS Or GE
PRODUCTS. THIS 1980 en0CEDURAL NONCONFOR%NCE IS NOT CONSIDERED TO
PRVE ANY SAFETY $!GNIFICANCE. THE IDENTIFICATION OF THESE SCRD/S ON A !

E DRAWING (COPFLETED IN APRIL 1980) WAS AN APPROPRIATE CORRECTIVE NO
| PREVENTIVE ACTION FOR THIS ISOLATID CASE.
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