I took the teleconference call notes that Phil (thankfully) captured and extracted only those items that have follow-up actions. Please review this list and let me know if EIO and MetalTek agree that I’ve listed these actions accurately or if some corrections are needed.

Frank

Actions required based on C-1 Documentation Package Review

1.  A summary on an overall certificate of compliance identifying weld material used, the origin of the shim, the casting test material, and the shim test material, would help our understanding of the data package. For example, for the C-1 casting, the shim was poured from ladle #1, Heat 27728, of the alloy material used to pour the casting.  The test specimens were 18 bars incorporated into the mold and poured with casting C-1. The test specimens for the shim were ____.  The weld material used to upgrade C-1 was Lincoln LNM 4455 Lot 3012668/82743.

Similarly, a little more information on the Shim Certificate of Compliance, at minimum, the heat number, would be helpful.

Action: MetalTek agreed to develop such a Certificate of Compliance.

3.  Please check that the alloy average reported on the spreadsheet is the weighted average.  I calculate a different value for the Nitrogen (.27 vs. .26)
Action: MetalTek will issue corrected certification (clearly identified as a corrected or revised copy) and EIO will update the spreadsheet.

4.  The spreadsheet note on the weld material with its reference to “typical” is confusing since the values reported are actual.

Action: MetalTek will use the manufacturer’s actual chemistry certification.  These will replace the MetalTek certifications in the documentation package and the spreadsheet will be updated to show these values. (this also addresses the discrepancy in values noted in Item # 5 and the typo of Item # 6)

7.  The weld map previously submitted for C-1 and CA1251 both show 2 R-1 repairs of Defect # 109, but the weld map submitted with this package does not. Also, although there is an RT interpretation report showing a second set of 25 exposures labeled as repair views,  there does not appear to be a third interpretation report for the re-radiograph of the Defect 109 R-1 repairs. Please clarify.

Action: MetalTek provided PPPL with corrected documents and will replace those in the foundry documentation package with these corrected copies (re-dated and annotated as updated).

11.  As discussed at the 6/27 meeting, if the C-1 shim was poured from Ladle 1 and mechanical results for the C-1 casting are from a mixture of all 3 ladles, then the mechanical properties values reported for the C-1 Shim should not be those reported for the casting.

Action: EIO will update the C-1 Shim spreadsheet to remove the mechanical properties.

13.  The Shim MTS says no welding, just grinding, yet the spreadsheet shows magnetic permeability checks of the weld repairs.  Presumably this is a remnant of using the casting sheet as a start for the shim sheet and it is recognized that the spreadsheet is a working tool, not required documentation.
Action: EIO will update the C-1 spreadsheet to indicate “N/A” for magnetic permeability testing of weld repairs.

14.  The Shim spreadsheet lists Doc. 17 for documentation of several inspections.  If Doc 17, the Final Inspection Report, is to cover both the casting and the shim, they should be individually called out on it.?

Action: The wrong document was referenced. MetalTek will replace this with the appropriate document and EIO will update the C-1 Shim spreadsheet to reference.

19   NCR’s CA 1252 and 1302 should be part of the package.

Action: PPPL comment is in error regarding CA1302. MetalTek will add CA1252 to the documentation package.
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