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DESCRIPTION 

USNRC Generic LettE r 88-01, Intergranular Stress Corrosion Cracking 

NUREG-0619, BWR Feedwater Nozzle and Control Rod Drive Return Line 
Nozzle Cracking 

IE Bulletin No. 80-13, Cracking in Core Spray Spargers, and 
BWRVIP-18, BWR Core Spray Internals 

NUREG/CR-3052, Closeout of IE Bulletin 80-07, BWR Jet Pump Assembly 
Failure, and BWRVIP 41, BWR Jet Pump Assembly 

USNRC Mechanical E ngineering Branch (MEB) Technical Position MEB 3-1, 
NUREG-0800, No BrEak Boundaries 

Outboard Feedwater Check Valves HV-41 -1 F074A and B - Program No Longer 

Required 

SIL No. 455, Recommendation for Additional ISI of Alloy 182 Nozzle Weldments 

Extended Examination Volume for Code Category B-D - Program No Longer 

Required 

Examination of the RPV Closure Head Lifting Lugs 

UFSAR Table 3.2-1, Non-Q Reactor Pressure Vessel Internal Components 

SIL No. 409, Incore Dry Tube Cracks 

SIL No. 420, Inspection of Jet Pump Sensing Lines - Program No Longer 

Required 

Technical Specification 3/4.7.4, Snubber Examination and Testing Program 

Balance of Plant Snubber Examination Program 

SIL No. 433, Shroud H'ead Bolt Cracks 

SIL No. 462, Shroud Support Access Hole Cover Cracks 

SIL No. 474, Steam Dryer Drain Channel Cracking 

RHR Heat Exchangel Pressure Retaining Bolting - Program No Longer Required 
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BWRVIP-48, BWR Roactor Pressure Vessel ID Attachment Welds 

BWRVIP-49, BWR Instrument Penetrations 
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Introduction 

For the purposes of this LGS Unit 1 ISI Program, any examination other than one required by the 1989 
Edition of ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code, Section XI, is considered to be augmented. These 
augmented examinations may be due to additional requirements from NRC Regulatory Guides, Generic 
Letters, Bulletins, or accelerated implementation of Code rules or regulations. Other reasons for 
augmented examinations are vendor recommendations, industry committee efforts, or self-imposed 
inspections.  

BWRVIP 

The BWR Vessel and Internals Project (BWR\'IP) is an association of utilities focused exclusively on 
BWR vessel and internals issues. PECO Energy is an actively participating member. Through the 
BWRVIP efforts, a series of inspection and flaw evaluation (I&E) guidelines for safety-related internals has 
been developed. The members of the BWRVIP have committed to the implementation of the I&E 
guidelines. As a part of this commitment, it was agreed that once the NRC issues a safety evaluation 
report (SER) on an I&E guideline, as submitted by the BWRVIP, the licensee or the BWRVIP must inform 
the NRC of any decision made to not fully impl ament the guideline, as submitted and approved, within 
forty-five (45) days of the report approval. Otherwise, the I&E guideline shall be implemented in the 
fashion noted in the SER. If the NRC staff conditionally approves a BWRVIP document, i.e., issues an 
SER that provides for material changes to the submitted document, resolution of comments may be 
required, including potential re-submittal of the BWRVIP document. It is the intention of the BWRVIP that 
the BWRVIP will inform the NRC staff within forty-five (45) days of SER issuance, if such a situation 
exists.  

In accordance with the BWRVIP commitment, LGS will fully implement BWRVIP I&E guidelines once 
approved or endorsed by the NRC, if the NRC approves the I&E as submitted. Alternatively, for guidelines 
that have SER's issued that provide for material changes to the as-submitted document, it is LGS' intent 
to follow the guidelines, as submitted, until a final agreement is reached that reconciles the NRC/BWRVIP 
differences. Once endorsed, the guidelines wi, be instituted within the time frame of the LGS Outage 
Management process. That is, the guidelines will be incorporated into the next refueling outage for which 
the scope has not been frozen. It is expected that plant personnel will be aware of pending NRC 
endorsements, and that upon NRC approval, scope identification would be completed with little delay.  
BWRVIP documents that have a potential safety impact will be reviewed and may be implemented in an 
outage for which the scope has already been frozen.  
LGS may implement BWRVIP guidelines once approved by the BWRVIP Executive Committee. The 
guidelines should be implemented in the next outage for which the scope has not been frozen. Deviations 
from the guidelines may be implemented with appropriate justification and will be identified in the reporting 
of outage inspection/repair activities. Results of implementation of the BWRVIP I&E guidelines will be 
provided to NRC with the submittal of ISI data and will be provided to the EPRI BWRVIP Project Manager 
for entry into an industry database.  

Note: LGS endorses and will implement the BWRVIP position that examinations performed prior to the 
issuance or formal implementation of an I&E giideline can be considered a baseline examination, 
provided it meets the appropriate BWRVIP baseline criteria.  

ANII 

The ANII shall be involved with inspections of components within the scope of ASME Section Xl.  
Inspection of components not in the scope of ASME Section XI, upon Owner's request, may be included 
within the scope of ANII involvement.

Examination Methods
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For the purposes of the examinations conduct id as part of the augmented program, the following 
definitions apply.  

UTI The use of ultrasonic techniques t: perform volumetric examinations. The technique will 
meet the qualifications of ASME, BWRVIP, or others identified by the cognizant Level IlI, as 
appropriate.  

PT The use of liquid penetrant to perform surface examinations. Unless otherwise specified, PT 
examinations will be conducted using methods employed for Section XI examinations.  

VT-3 This is a visual examination conducted to assess the overall condition of a component as 
defined in Section XI.  

VT-1 This is a visual examination capable of resolving a 1/32" line as defined in Section Xl. It is 
used to look for evidence of cracking.  

MVT-1 This is a more sensitive visual examination than VT-I. This VT is conducted in such a 
manner that a 1 mil wire can be resolved. This technique may require cleaning of the surface 
to be inspected. This is the same technique as the CS VT-1 of BWRVIP-1 8.  

EVT-1 This is an even more sensitive version of VT-I. For this method, it must be possible to resolve 
a ½ mil wire. Cleaning of the surface may be required.
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PRO 3RAM No. AUG-01 
USNR(; Generic Letter 88-01 

Intergranulai Stress Corrosion Cracking 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (A UG-01) defines the activities conducted during inservice 
inspection at LGS Unit 1, pursuant to the examination requirements of USNRC Generic Letter 88-01.  
This program addresses only those rec uirements dealing with periodic examination. Specific PECO 
Energy commitments concerning all of the aspects of USNRC Generic Letter 88-01 are contained in 
the PECO Energy responses to the lett3r, Reference II.B.  

USNRC Generic Letter 88-01 requires :hat an augmented inspection program be developed and 
implemented for certain austenitic stairless steel piping welds and reactor vessel attachments. The 
technical bases for the NRC staff positions, put forth in the Generic Letter, are detailed in Reference 
II.D. The applicable requirements of the Generic Letter are summarized below.  

A. DESCRIPTION OF USNRC GENERIC LETTER 88-01 CRITERIA USED TO DETERMINE THE 
EXTENT OF LIMERICK COMPON ENTS WITHIN AUG-01 PROGRAM SCOPE 

NRC Generic Letter 88-01 applies 'o piping systems or portions of systems and reactor vessel 
attachments and appurtenances tl-at meet the following criteria: 

1. austenitic stainless steel, 

2. four inches or larger in nominal diameter, and 

3. contain reactor coolant at a ternperature above 2000 F, during power operation.  

The following LGS Unit 1 systems )r portions of systems and components meet the GL 88-01 
criteria: 

1. Reactor Recirculation System 

2. Residual Heat Removal System 

3. Core Spray System 

4. Reactor Water Clean-up System 

5. Reactor Core Isolation Coolin. System 

6. Jet Pump Instrumentation Sysiem 

7. Reactor Vessel Stainless Steel Safe Ends > NPS 4
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PRO SRAM No. AUG-01 
USNRC Generic Letter 88-01 

Intergranular Strec,;s Corrosion Cracking, continued 

B. SCOPE OF COMPONENTS WITHIN AUG-01 

1. Reactor Recirculation System 'Loops A & B) 

Reference: P&ID ISI-M-43, sheet 1 

Scope: 

- NPS 28 Reactor Recirculation Pumps A and B suction piping, from the welds joining the 
RPV N1 nozzles to safe-er ids, through and including the welds to the Recirculation 
Pump suction nozzles.  

- NPS 28 Reactor Recirculation Pumps A and B discharge piping, from the weld to the 
Recirculation Pump dische.rge nozzles, through the NPS 22 headers and including the 
NPS 12 piping segments, rom the headers, to the RPV N2 nozzles to safe-end welds.  

- The weld connecting the N PS 20 RHR piping to the B pump suction, and the welds 

connecting the NPS 12 RI-R piping to the A and B pump discharge.  

2. Residual Heat Removal System 

Reference: P&IDs ISI-M-,51, sheets 1 and 3 

Scope: 

- NPS 20 RHR supply piping, from the connection at the B loop Reactor Recirculation 
Pump suction line, up to no)rmally closed inboard containment isolation valve 51-1 F077 
(reference: line number DCA-1 05).  

- NPS 12 RHR return piping, from valves HV-51 -1 F050A and B, to the Reactor 
Recirculation Pump A and B discharge piping (reference: line number DCA-104).  

- NPS 12 RHR LPCI injecticn, from valves 51-1 F065A, B, C, and D, to the RPV and 
including the RPV N17nozzles to safe-end welds (reference: line number DCA-318).  

3. Core Spray System 

Reference: P&ID ISI-M-52, sheet 1 

Scope: 

- NPS 12 Core Spray Sparger supply piping, from inboard valve 52-1 F007A and B, up to 
and including the NPS 10 RPV N5 nozzles to safe-end welds (reference: line number 
DCA-319, 320).
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PROG•RAM No. AUG-01 
USNRC Generic Letter 88-01 

Intergranular Stress Corrosion Cracking, continued 

4. Reactor Water Clean-Up SystE m 

Reference: P&ID ISI-M-4,, sheets 1 and 2 

Scope: 

- NPS 6 RWCU pump sucti ,n piping inside containment, including the connection at the 
Reactor Recirculation suct-on line and primary containment penetration X-1 4 (reference: 
line number DCA-101).  

- NPS 4 RWCU from 6"x4" ieducer on pump suction header to "A" RWCU pump inlet 
(reference: line number DCC-1 03).  

- NPS 6 RWCU pump suction piping outside of containment (reference: line number 
DCB-102 and DCC-1 03). c ee Note 1.  

- RWCU 4 discharge piping, from the 4" x 3" reducers in the RWCU "B" and "C" pump 
discharge header, to the tube side inlet of the Regenerative heat exchanger (reference: 
line number DCC-101). See Note 1.  

- NPS 4 RWCU "A" pump discharge to and including 4x4x4 tee in common RWCU pump 
discharge header (reference: line number DCC-1 01) see note 2.  

- RWCU piping from the tub 3 side outlet of the Regenerative heat exchanger to the tube 
side inlets of the Non-Regenerative heat exchangers (reference: line number DCC-102).  
See Note 1.  

- RWCU return piping from 1he shell side outlet of the Regenerative heat exchanger to 
RWCU valve HV-44-1 F039 (reference: line number DCC-1 04 and ECC-1 05).  
See Note 1.  

Note 1: RWCU system piping welds outside primary containment, (reference line Nos. DCC
101 ,-102,-103,-104 and ECC-105) are classified ASME Class 3 non-Nuclear Safety 
Related and as such, are not subject to NDE per ASME Section XI. A 
representative sample of 5% of the total population of these piping welds was 
examined at each of two (2) refueling outage beginning with 1 R04 such that a total 
of 10% of the population was examined. Subsequent to this PECO Energy has 
received approval to implement GL 88-01 Supplement 1 per Reference II.H. These 
welds currently meet USNRC Criteria 1, 2 and 3 as provided in Reference IL.C and 
are following Schedule A, No IGSCC Inspection Required. Refer to the Examination 
Program, Section IV, for details on the USNRC Criteria and Examination 
Schedules.  

Note 2: Per GL 88-01, these welds currently meet USNRC Criteria 1, 2, and 3 as provided in 
Reference II.C. No IGSCC inspection required.

5. Reactor Core Isolation Cooling System
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Reference: P&ID ISI-M-49i sheet 1 

Scope: 

- The welds at the pipe conrection to the stainless steel flow element FE-49-N016 
(reference: line number DI3A-107).  

6. Jet Pump Instrumentation System 

Reference: P&ID ISI-M-42, sheet 1 

Scope: 

- The circumferential welds greater than 4" NPS between the RPV nozzle N8 safe-end to 
safe-end extension, and thff safe-end extension to the jet pump instrumentation 
penetration seal.  

7. Reactor Vessel Stainless Steelnconel Safe Ends 

The RPV attachments and appurtenances within the scope of this response are limited to 
stainless steel/inconel safe-ends > 4" NPS, attached to RPV nozzles.  

Reference: P&ID ISI-M-41, sheet 1 
P&ID ISI-M-42, sheet 1 
P&ID ISI-M-43, sheet 1 

Scope: 

- The stainless steel/inconel safe-ends attached to RPV nozzles N1, N2, N5, N8, N9, and 
N17. (Safe-ends for the N5 and N17 nozzles are inconel) 

Note: Safe-end attachment to FlPV nozzles N1, N2, N5, and N1 7 have been previously 
identified within the scope description of the systems associated with these connections.  

REFERENCES 

A. Generic Letter 88-01, NRC Position on IGSCC in BWR Austenitic Stainless Steel Piping, dated 
January 25, 1988.  

B. LGS Unit 1 responses to NRC Generic Letter 88-01, dated August 2, 1988, April 28, 1989, May 
30,1989, September 11, 1989 and June 8, 1990.  

C. Generic Letter 88-01, Supplement 1, NRC Position on Intergranular Stress Corrosion Cracking 
(IGSCC) in BWR Austenitic Stainless Steel Piping, dated February 4, 1992.  

D. NUREG-0313, Revision 2, Technical Report on Material Selection and Processing Guidelines 
for BWR Coolant Pressure Boundary Piping, January 1988.  

E. USNRC SER for Docket Nos. 50-3E'2 and 50-353, Evaluation of NRC Generic Letter 88-01 
Response, Philadelphia Electric Company Limerick Generating Station, Unit s 1 and 2 (TAC 
Nos. 69143 and 69144), dated March 6,1990.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-01 
USNRC; Generic Letter 88-01 

Intergranular Stress Corrosion Cracking, continued 

F. CM-6 USNRC SER for Docket No;. 50-352 and 50-353, Evaluation of Philadelphia Electric 
Company's Submittals Respondinc to NRC Generic Letter 88-01, Limerick Generating Station, 
Unit s 1 and 2 (TAC Nos. 69143 ar d 69144), dated October 22, 1990. (T02670) 

G. CM-1 USNRC Letter to PECO En( rgy, Indication in Reactor Vessel Recirculation Riser Nozzle 
to Safe End Weld, Limerick Generating Station, Unit 1, (TAC No. M83078), dated April 9 1992.  
(TO1 980) also (T03995).  

H. USNRC Evaluation for Docket Nos. 50-352 and 50-353, IGSCC Inspection Plan of RWCU 
Piping Welds Outboard of the Primary Containment Isolation Valves; Limerick Generating 
Station, Unit s 1 and 2 (TAC Nos. M92754 and M92755), dated February 7,1996.  

Ill. GENERAL 

NRC Generic Letter 88-01 requires that each pressure retaining circumferential butt weld, that is 
within scope, be assigned to a categorl. The available categories are Category A through 
Category G. The assignment of these c-ategories is based on the degree to which the weld is 
susceptible to Intergranular Stress Corr, sion Cracking (IGSCC). Category A welds are least 
susceptible, Category G welds are most susceptible. NRC Generic Letter 88-01 and NUREG-0313 
Rev. 2 provide details on the determination of IGSCC category. The examination frequency for each 
of the scope welds is determined by the IGSCC category that is assigned to the weld. This is 
explained in more detail under the section of this augmented program document entitled 
examination schedules.  

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

A. Examination Methods and Personrel 

PECO Energy is committed to complying with the NRC Staff positions on examination methods 
and personnel as delineated in NRC Generic Letter 88-01. The examination method to be 
performed will be the ultrasonic (UT) type volumetric method. For UT examinable ASME 
Class 1 and 2 welds, the IGSCC examinations will be performed in accordance with the 
requirements contained in the 1989) Edition of ASME Section Xl for the ASME class of the weld.  
For UT examinable ASME Class 3 and non-class welds, the requirements in Section XI for 
Class 2 welds will apply. Details of the volumetric examination method may be upgraded as 
practical to ensure that the examinations will be effective. The personnel performing the IGSCC 
volumetric examinations will be qualified for such examinations by a formal program approved 
by the NRC.  

When complete examination of a selected weld is found to be impractical due to 
component/plant configuration, another weld will be selected for examination. If alternative welds 
which fulfill the original selection criteria are not available, the originally selected weld will be 
examined to the maximum extent possible. Alternate examinations may be performed as 
applicable. The limited examination described above shall be documented and reported in the 
ISI Summary Report.
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PRO'1RAM No. AUG-01 
USNRC: Generic Letter 88-01 

Intergranular Stre,, s Corrosion Cracking, continued 

B. Examination Schedules 

The examination frequencies in this, augmented program conform to the USNRC staff positions 
provided in Generic Letter 88-01. \ Vith exception of the RWCU system outside containment, the 
frequency of examination depends on the IGSCC Category that the weld is assigned to. The 
examination frequencies are as follows: 

IGSCC Cateqory Exarr ination Extent and Schedule 

A 25% overy 10 years (at least 12% in 6 years) 
B 50% ,very 10 years (at least 25% in 6 years) 
C All wilhin next 2 refueling cycles and then all every 10 years (at 

least .,0% in 6 years) 
D All ev'ýry 2 refueling cycles 
E 50% next refueling outage, then all every 2 refueling cycles 
F All every refueling outage 
G All ne d refueling outage 

The examination frequency for the RWCU system, outboard of the second Primary Containment 
Isolation valve, conforms to the US \IRC staff positions provided in Generic Letter 88-01 
Supplement 1 and Reference II.H. The frequency of examination depends on the extent of 
compliance with Criteria 1, 2 and 3 as follows: 

RWCU Piping Outboard of Second Primary Containment Isolation Valves 1

USNRC Criteria for RWCU Piping: 

1. Satisfactory completion of all Ger eric letter 89-10 required actions.  
2. No IGSCC detected in RWCU piping welds inboard of the second isolation valves 

(on-going GL 88-01 inspection).  
3. No IGSCC detected in RWCU piping welds outboard of the second isolation valves after inspecting 

a minimum of 10% of the susceptible piping welds.  

NOTE: 
1. If IGSCC was found during irspection the sample expansion and methods of mitigation 

including replacement should be discussed with the staff.

IGSCC Categqory E)amination Extent and Schedule 
Meets Criteria 1, 2 and 3 No IGSCC inspection required; Schedule A 
or piping made of 
resistant material and 
meets Criteria 1 
Meets Criteria 1, At least 2% of the welds or 2 welds every refueling outage 
but does not meet whichever sample is larger; Schedule B 
Criteria 2 or 3 
Does not meet At least 10% of the welds every refueling outage; Schedule C 
Criterion 1
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PROGRAM No. AUG-01 
USNRC Generic Letter 88-01 

Intergranular Stress Corrosion Cracking, continued 

The IGSCC category assigned depends on such factors as: 

- Whether stress improvemont is performed.  
- Whether cracks are knowr, to exist in the weld.  
- Whether the weld is reinfoiced by overlay.  
- If corrosion resistant cladding has been approved.  
- What the base and weld materials are.  
- Whether the weld has beeni UT examined utilizing methods and personnel as stipulated 

in the Generic Letter.  

Since some of these factors can clange, the IGSCC Category assigned to a particular weld is 
also subject to change.  

A UT indication in Reactor Recirculation nozzle to safe end weld VRR-1 RD-1A N2H has resulted 
in this weld being classified as IGSCC Category F. Approval to use the Mechanical Stress 
Improvement Process (MSIP) for IGSCC mitigation was obtained and MSIP was applied to the 
weld in 1992, during 1 R04. A post MSIP UT was performed on the weld prior to Unit 1 startup 
from 1 R04 as required by GL 88-01. The weld shall be UT examined for each of the next four (4) 
refueling outages starting with 1 R05 and ending with 1 R08. After the 1 R08 UT, the weld may be 
upgraded to IGSCC Category E and follow the examination schedule for Category E provided 
that no adverse change in the UT indication is found.  
CM-1 

C. Weld Selection 

Where the augmented inspection program required examination of a sample of applicable 
welds, the size and content of the sample was determined from the total population of 
circumferential welds subject to the program requirements.  

The selection of welds for examinalion under this augmented inspection program has been 
coordinated with the selection of welds for examination under the ISI Program, (i.e. if a weld 
requiring augmented examination is selected for Inservice Examination, it was also selected for 
augmented examination). The examination requirements of both the ISI Program and the 
Augmented Program are therefore satisfied simultaneously, to the extent that those 
requirements overlap (i.e., a single volumetric examination performed to satisfy all augmented 
requirements, and the volumetric examination requirements of the ISI Program). This selection 
philosophy has been reviewed and deemed to yield a representative sample of the welds 
requiring the augmented examinations.  

The total population of welds subject to examination under this augmented inspection program 
are identified in the ISI Program Tables which are included in the tables section of this 
document.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-01 
USNRC, Generic Letter 88-01 

Intergranular Strec s Corrosion Cracking, continued 

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

A. Sample Expansion 

If one or more Category A, B, C, or D welds are found to be cracked, or if additional cracks or 
significant crack growth is discovered in a Category E weld during the interval, a sample 
expansion plan will be invoked. The sample expansion plan utilized will be as put forth in the 
Staff Position on Sample Expansion of NRC Generic Letter 88-01, including Supplement 1.  

If one or more of the RWCU welds inboard of the primary containment isolation valves have 
confirmed IGSCC indications, then an additional sample of RWCU welds outboard of the 
primary containment isolation valves shall be selected and examined based on the USNRC 
Criteria provided in Section IV.B for these welds.  

B. Flaw Evaluation 

Flaws exceeding the acceptance ci ýteria of IWB-3500 of ASME Section Xl will be evaluated, 
then either repaired, replaced, or deemed acceptable for continued operation. Repairs or 
replacements will be documented iii the Owners Report for Repairs and Replacements as 
required by ASME Section XI. Evauations of flaws for continued operation will be performed in 
accordance with the criteria in IWB 3600 of ASME Section XI. For aspects of flaw evaluation 
which are not contained in IWB-3600, the requirements in NUREG-0313 Revision 2 will be used 
in conjunction with IWB-3600.  

The USNRC Staff Position on flaw 3valuations requires the above referenced criteria for 
acceptance and evaluation is in accordance with the 1986 Edition of ASME Section XI. Later 
Editions of ASME Section Xl up to and including the 1995 Edition with 1996 Addenda may be 
used subject to engineering evaluation that an acceptable level of margin against failure of low 
toughness materials such as fluxed welds (SAW, SMAW) is provided and secondary stresses 
are considered.  

C. Repairs/Mitigation 

PECO Energy intends to follow the USNRC staff positions on repair and mitigation techniques, 
as may be applicable to the scope of this program. In addition to the use of the guidance 
provided in the staff positions and the referenced ASME Code, PECO Energy will assess the 
effect such repair or mitigation techniques may have on the overall system (e.g. shrinkage, 
stiffness, increased dead weight, etc.), as defined in Supplement 1 to Generic Letter 88-01.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

A. NRC Notification 

If any flaws are identified which do riot meet the acceptance criteria for continued operation 
(referenced above under flaw evaluation), the NRC will be duly notified of the disposition of the 
affected flaws. NRC approval of the disposition for each flaw exceeding the criteria will be 
obtained before operation is resumed.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-02 
NUREG-0619 

BWR Feedwater Nozzle and Control Rod Drive Return Line Nozzle Cracking 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AkUG-02) defines the examination requirements of USNRC 
NUREG-0619 applicable to the LGS Unit 1 Feedwater nozzles/spargers as modified by the 
USNRC approved alternative prepared by the BWR Owners Group, Topical Report GENE-523
A71-0594-A, Revision 1, Alternate BWR Feedwater Nozzle Inspection Requirements, dated 
August 1999.  

Augmented examinations associated with the Control Rod Drive Return Line (CRDRL) 
nozzle (N9)/piping system are not required at LGS Unit 1. The CRDRL nozzle (one nozzle) has 
been cut and capped and the CRDRL eliminated. Augmented examinations per NUREG-0619 
are not applicable.  

REFERENCES 

A. NUREG-0619, BWR Feedwater N)zzle and Control Rod Drive Return Line Nozzle Cracking 
(November 1980) with Generic Lel ter 81-11 (February 20, 1981).  

B. PECO Energy Letter of Septembei° 2, 1982, J. S. Kemper to Darrell G. Eisenhut (USNRC).  

C. GE-NE-AOO-0542-3, Evaluation or GE's BWR Feedwater Nozzle UT Technique, dated July 
16,1998.  

D. SIR-00-035, Fracture Mechanics Evaluation for the Feedwater Nozzles at Limerick 
Generating Station, dated March 2000.  

E. GE-NE-523-A71-0594-A, Alternate BWR Feedwater Nozzle Inspection Requirements, dated 

May 2000.  

Ill. GENERAL 

In order to facilitate early detection of the initiation of feedwater nozzle thermal fatigue cracking 
and thereby limit crack growth within t[ e bounds of approved repair methods NUREG-0619 
requires the implementation of a plant specific inspection program in accordance with Section 4.3 
of the NUREG. As an alternative to the inspection program recommended in NUREG-0619, the 
Reference E topical report provides the following: 

A. Accept the ultrasonic testing (UT) as the basis to eliminate supplemental liquid penetrant 
testing of the feedwater nozzle inside radius.  

B. Lengthen the time interval between routine UT of the feedwater nozzle inside radius.  

C. Reduce the inspection area of the feedwater nozzle inside radius.  

For LGS Unit 1, the alternative implements existing ASME Section XI Code requirements.



Specification No. NE-042 
Revision 3 

Appendix B 
Page 14 of 91 

AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

IV. FEEDWATER NOZZLE AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAM 

The LGS Unit 1 examination program "equirements shall be based on Reference E, Table 6-1, 

and the following table parameters: 

A. Triple-sleeve spargers with two piston-ring seals, unclad nozzles configuration.  

B. Growth to allowable flaw depth is 34.6 years as determined in Reference D.  

C. UT Method 3, Automated, full RF Recording (no threshold) as determined in Reference C.  

The inspection interval for the UT of nozzle zones 1 and 2 shall be once every 10 years. The 
inspection interval for the UT of nozzle zone 3 may be extended to once every 20 years. No 
inspections are required for nozzle zone 4. The inspection interval for the UT of nozzle to safe end 
weld zone 5 shall be in accordance with ASME Section XI Table IWB-2500-1 for Examination 
Category B-F.  

Visual examination of the feedwater spargers shall be performed once every four (4) refueling 
cycles in accordance withNUREG-061 9 requirements. This examination shall include the entire 
sparger with special attention given to the junction point of the sparger arms and the flow nozzles.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Examination results shall be documen ed and evaluated in the same manner as Code-required 
examinations.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

Examination records and reports shall be prepared, maintained and submitted to the USNRC (as 
required) in the same manner as Code-required examinations.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-03 
BWRVIP-18 

BWR Core Spray Internals 

SCOPE 

This augmented program (AUG-03) specifies the inspections to be conducted on core spray 
piping and spargers inside the reactor vessel at LGS Unit 1 to meet the requirements of BWRVIP
18.  

This augmented inspection program incorporates from its previous version the examination 
requirements of USNRC IE Bulletin 80-13 applicable to the core spray sparger and core spray 
supply header piping.  

II. REFERENCES 

A. CM-5 IE Bulletin No. 80-13, Crack'ng in Core Spray Spargers, dated April 4, 1980 transmitted 
to PECO Energy from Boyce H. Grier 4/4/80 for information. No written response required.  
(T02668) also (T03843) 

B. GE SIL No. 289, Core Spray Sparijer Visual Inspection Revision 1, dated May 2 1980.  

C. GE SIL No. 289, Supplement 1, Core Spray Piping Visual Inspection Revision 1, dated March 
15, 1989.  

D. BWRVIP-18, BWR Core Spray Internals Inspection and Flaw Evaluation Guidelines, 
EPRI Report TR-1 06740, dated JL ly 1996.  

E. Letter from Carl Terry (BWRVIP Chairman) to C. E. Carpenter (USNRC), BWRVIP Response 
to NRC Safety Evaluation of BWR VIP-1 8, dated January 11, 1999.  

Ill. GENERAL 

BWRVIP-1 8 specifies inspection of coe spray internals including piping, spargers, nozzles and 
brackets.  

In developing BWRVIP-18, the BWRVIP considered existing SIL's, RICSIL's, NRC, and other 
BWRVIP documents. All current inspection recommendations associated with safety function of 
the core spray internals are contained in BWRVIP-1 8. Other recommendations are considered 
superseded.  

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

There are no Section XI requirements for the Core Spray Internals. This examination program is 
designed to comply with the provisions of BWRVIP-18 and any related plant-specific evaluations.  
Welds that have been solution annealed are exempt from inspection. Detailed inspection 
requirements for each location, and the total population of items subject to examination by this 
augmented inspection program, are located in ISI Program Tables for the RPV which is included 
in this specification.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-03 
BWRVIP-18 

BWR Core Spray Internals, continued 

A. Baseline Inspections 

Baseline inspections are the first inspections that satisfy the BWRVIP-1 8 guidelines, even if they 
were performed prior to issuance of th,, guidelines. The piping baseline is to be performed on all 
circumferential piping welds. Visual or UT methods are acceptable. If the inspection method is 
visual, then EVT-1 visual examination s required to be used. Supplemental UT may be needed if 
flaws are detected. The inspection melhod employed affects the reinspection requirements.  

The sparger baseline is location-dependent. LGS Unit 1 is a geometry-tolerant plant, as defined 
in BWRVIP-18. For this class of plant, the sparger baseline involves an MVT-1 visual 
examination (MVT-1 is the same as C!3VT-1 visual examination in BWRVIP-1 8) of critical 
locations and a VT-3 visual examinaticn of the less critical nozzle welds. Per Reference E, the 
BWRVIP has agreed for simplicity and uniformity to make the sparger inspection requirements the 
same for Geomety-critical and Geome~ry-tolerant plants. Except for baselines already completed 
using MVT-1 (like LGS Unit 1) the inspection method for sparger welds S1, S2 and S4 shall be 
EVT-1 and shall be VT-1 for the S3 and SB welds.  

The baseline examination for the piping and sparger brackets (see Reference E) is MVT-1 visual 
examination without cleaning, althougl the need for cleaning to assure a good inspection should 
be evaluated. If indications are noted, then EVT-1 visual examination and cleaning are to be used 
to evaluate the indication.  

Welds with limited accessibility, i.e., hidden welds, are to have the accessible portions inspected 
to the fullest extent. Hidden welds shculd be evaluated using the guidance in BWRVIP-18.  

Repair baseline inspections should cot ifirm the function of the repair. The repaired weld need 
only be inspected if it is depended on to provide integrity to the repair. Additional guidance is 
contained in BWRVIP-18.  

B. Reinspection 

The reinspection strategy involves the use of "target welds" for piping and the spargers.  
Reinspection frequency is dependent on the baseline inspection method. The method used for 
reinspection can be different from the baseline, provided that baseline requirements for the 
method chosen are satisfied.  

Piping reinspection is to occur every olher refueling outage, if the baseline were accomplished 
using UT, or every refueling cycle, if the baseline were performed visually. The reinspection 
sample includes all creviced and tee box-to-pipe welds, all welds with existing flaws, and a 
rotating sample of 25% of the piping butt welds (P4a-P4d, in BWRVIP-1 8) such that four 
reinspections would cover all welds. The reinspection for the sparger in a geometry-tolerant plant 
is performed using visual techniques used for the baseline. The scope includes any previously 
cracked locations and a rotating 25% sample of the sparger welds.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-03 
BWRVIP-18 

BWR Core 3pray Internals, continued 

Reinspection of piping and sparger brackets should use the VT-1 examination method. If no 
cracking is detected, then reinspectior every two cycles (50% rotating sample) is sufficient. If 
cracking is detected, then reinspectior. frequency of the flawed location and other locations should 
be based on the flaw evaluation.  

Hidden welds should be inspected to t ie extent practical at a frequency as if they are piping 
welds. Repairs should be examined as specified in BWRVIP-18.  

C. Scope Expansion 

If one or more flaws are found during the baseline, scope expansion is not needed, since the 
baseline is a 100% inspection scope. If flaws are detected during the reinspection, all remaining 
similar locations are to be examined diring that outage.  

D. Flaw Evaluation 

BWRVIP-18 contains loading information in Section 4, and flaw evaluation methodology in Section 
5 and Appendix A. When flaws are dEtected, the flaw evaluation must consider the impact of the 
flawed location on another location. Realistic yet conservative assumptions about the condition of 
uninspected regions should be made. Adjustment to reinspection frequencies should be 
considered, based on the flaw.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Examination results shall be documented and evaluated in the same manner as Code-required 
examinations. Flaw evaluations shall 1e performed as described in paragraph IV.D above.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

There are no Code-required inspection or reporting requirements for the core spray internals.  
However, LGS and BWRVIP have committed to supply inspection, evaluation, and repair results 
to NRC and to EPRI. Therefore all reports and records shall be prepared and maintained in 
accordance with the 1989 Edition of Section XI, Specification NE-042, and plant procedures.  
These results will be forwarded to NRC with the Code-required submittal of ISI data. The data will 
also be provided to the EPRI Project Manager for BWRVIP activities.  

Upon completion of visual examinations, as required by IE Bulletin 80-13, a detailed report of the 
results of the examinations and corrective actions taken (if any) shall be submitted to the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission in accordance with 1 OCFR50.4 1.  

In the event of identified cracks, an evaluation report shall be submitted to USNRC Nuclear 
Reactor Regulation for review and apl roval prior to return to operation2 .
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PROGRAM No. AUG-03 
BWRVIP-18 

BWR Core ';pray Internals, continued 

NOTE: 

1. Examinations, as required by this augmented inspection program, are typically 
performed during a normal refueling outage in which scheduled ASME Section XI 
examinations are also per ormed. ASME Section XI requires that a Summary Report 
be filed, within 90 days of -ompletion of the inservice examination, with jurisdictional 
enforcement and regulato y authorities. Due to the similar nature of these activities, 
reports as required by this augmented inspection program may be submitted in 
conjunction with the ISI St mmary Report.  

2. Twenty four (24) Hour Prompt Notification shall be made to the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Director-Region I, upon completion of an evaluation that has 
determined that a relevant flaw indication is a crack in accordance with 1 OCFR50.4 If 
no flaw indications are detected then the use of the ISI Summary Report shall be 
sufficient to report the examination results.



Specification No. NE-042 
Revision 3 

Appendix B 
Page 19 of 91 

AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-04 
BWRVIP-41 

BWR ,Jet Pump Assembly 

SCOPE 

This augmented program (AUG-04) specifies the inspections to be conducted on Jet Pump 
Assemblies at LGS Unit 1 to meet the equirements of BWRVIP-41.  

This augmented inspection program incorporates from its previous version the examination 
requirements of USNRC NUREG/CR-3052 applicable to the jet pump hold-down beam assemblies 
and Augmented Inspection Program Nc. AUG-12 for the recommended examinations of the jet 
pump sensing lines.  

REFERENCES 

A. NUREG/CR-3052, Closeout of IE Bulletin 80-07: BWR Jet Pump Assembly Failure, dated 
November, 1984.  

B. CM-4 IE Bulletin No. 80-07, BWR J9t Pump Assembly Failure, dated April 4, 1980, and including 
Supplement No. 1 dated May 13, 1980. (T02668) 

C. GE SIL No. 330, Jet Pump Beam Cracks, dated June 9,1980.  

D. GE SIL No. 330 Supplement 2, Jet pump Beam Cracks, dated October 1993.  

E. GE RICSIL No. 065, Jet Pump Cracks, dated December 1993.  

F. GE SIL No. 551, Jet Pump Riser Brace Cracking, dated February 1993.  

G. BWRVIP-41, BWR Jet Pump Assembly Inspection and Evaluation Guidelines, EPRI Report 
TR-1 08728, dated October 1997.  

Ill. GENERAL 

BWRVIP-41 specifies inspection of selected jet pump assembly components. The inspection 
method, extent and frequency is a function of the relative safety significance of a given location.  
Each location was ranked as high (H), medium (M), or low (L). Additionally, the IGSCC 
susceptibility of the material at a given iocation was used as a factor.  

In developing BWRVIP-41, the BWRVIP considered existing SIL's, RICSIL's, and NRC and other 
BWRVIP documents. All current inspection recommendations associated with safety function of 
the jet pump assembly are contained in BWRVIP-41. Other recommendations are considered 
superseded. Additionally, because BWRVIP-41 supersedes SIL No. 420, the requirements of 
AUG-12 have been incorporated into AUG-04. However, BWRVIP-41 concludes that the items 
that were examined in accordance witlh the recommendations of SIL No. 420, the jet pump 
sensing lines, do not have any adverse safety consequences associated with their failure, and 
recommends that no examination of th .se items be performed. Thus, the examinations that were 
moved to AUG-04 from AUG-12 have been deleted.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-04 
BWRVIP-41 

BWR Jet Pump Assembly, continued 

The total population of items subject t( examination by this augmented inspection program are 
located in ISI Program Tables. The loi;ation identification from BWRVIP-41 is used as a generic 
component identification number. The specific component is identified by adding the jet pump 
number to the generic identification numnber; items associated with the riser are identified by 
adding both jet pump numbers to the gjeneric identification number.  

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

There are no Section X1 requirements for the Jet Pump Assembly. This examination program is 
designed to comply with the provisions of BWRVIP-41 and plant-specific evaluations that are 
beyond the scope of BWRVIP-41.  

BWRVIP-41 uses terminology not routinely used in inspection programs. Locations were 
assigned a priority of high, medium, or low. Inspection recommendations are based on this 
priority and refer to a time period called an "inspection cycle". For the purposes of BWRVIP-41, 
an inspection cycle is equal to six (6) s ears.  

A. Baseline Inspections 

Baseline inspections are the first in spections that satisfy the BWRVIP-41 guidelines, even if 
they were performed prior to issuance of the guidelines. The baseline requirements are 
dependent on the priority classificc;tion. This does not apply to beam assemblies, because 
they have unique criteria.  

High Priority - The baseline for those locations is to be completed within the first inspection 
cycle (6 years) from the time the ir spections begin. At least 50% of these locations are to be 
inspected during the first outage o: implementing BWRVIP-41.  

Medium and Low Priority - The baseline for these locations is to be completed within two (2) 
inspection cycles (12 years). At least 50% of the baseline is to be inspected during the first 
inspection cycle.  

B. Reinspection 

Reinspections (except beam assemblies) are required for all locations that received a 
baseline, but at a less frequent intorval.  

Hicqh Priority - The reinspection is to be completed within two (2) inspection cycles, with 50% 
of the locations being inspected during each inspection cycle.  

Medium and Low Priority - The re nspection is to be performed at a rate of 25% of the 
population each future inspection ,ycle.
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PRO(GRAM No. AUG-04 
BWRVIP-41 

BWR Jet Piimp Assembly, continued 

C. Scope Expansion 

If one or more flaws, e.g., cracks, year, bolt loosening, etc., are found during the baseline or 
the reinspection of a specific locat on, all of the remaining locations of the same type, i.e., all 
locations with the same number/ID, on all other jet pump assemblies should be inspected 
during the same refueling outage iinless the flaw can be correlated to a specific event.  
Additionally, the effect that degrad ation of one location has on others should be considered 
when determining if scope expansion is warranted.  

D. Flaw Evaluation 

BWRVIP-41 contains loading information in Section 4 and flaw evaluation methodology in 
Section 5. When flaws are detectod at a certain location, the evaluation must consider the 
impact of one location on another. Realistic yet conservative assumptions about the condition 
of uninspected regions should be made. Adjustment to reinspection frequencies should be 
considered based on the flaw.  

E. Repaired Locations 

BWRVIP-41 does not have specific recommendations regarding repairs and their inspections.  
LGS will develop repairs in accordance with plant procedures. Inspection and reinspection 
criteria will be determined as part of the repair process.  

The ISI Program Table for the RPV identifies the inspection criteria for each location. The detailed 
bases for both the need for inspection and the frequency is in BWRVIP-41.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Examination results shall be documented and evaluated in the same manner as Code-required 
examinations. Flaw evaluations shall be performed as described in paragraph IV.D, above.  

VI. RECORDS/REPORTS 

There are no Code-required inspection or reporting requirements for the jet pump assembly.  
However, LGS and BWRVIP have committed to supply inspection, evaluation, and repair results 
to NRC and to EPRI. Therefore, all re:orts and records shall be prepared and maintained in 
accordance with the 1989 Edition of Section XI, Specification NE-042, and plant procedures.  
These results will be forwarded to NRC, with the Code-required submittal of ISI data. The data 
will also be provided to the EPRI Project Manager for BWRVIP activities.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-05 
USNRC Mechanical Engineerirg Branch (MEB) Technical Position MEB 3-1 

NUREG 0800 No Break Boundaries 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-05) defines the mandatory examination requirements 
of USNRC Mechanical Engineering Branch Technical Position MEB 3-1, identified in NUREG 
0800, applicable to LGS Unit 1 high energy piping between containment isolation valves and the 
first outboard restraint for which no breaks are postulated. Referred to as "no break" boundaries in 
this program.  

Examination requirements, as detailec in this document, are exclusive of those ASME Section XI 
inservice inspection requirements for the identified portions of systems listed in Table AUG-05-1.  
However, where possible, individual examinations performed may be used to satisfy both 
requirements. See ISI Program Tables for common components.  

II. REFERENCES 

A. NUREG 0800, Standard Review Plan, USNRC Mechanical Engineering Branch Technical 
Position MEB 3-1.  

B. Limerick Generating Station UFSAR, Section 3.6, Protection Against Dynamic Effects 
Associated with the Postulated Rupture of Piping.  

III. GENERAL 

The above reference prescribes that cracks or breaks need not be postulated for containment 
isolation piping provided that certain stress criteria are met and all pipe welds are volumetrically 
examined during each inservice inspec-tion interval.  

IV. SCOPE OF EXAMINATIONS 

100% of all circumferential and longitudinal welds within the boundaries described in Table AUG
05-1 shall be volumetrically examined. The specific welds within these boundaries are listed in the 
ISI Program Tables with appropriate reference to this Augmented Inspection Program (AUG-05).  

V. FREQUENCY OF EXAMINATIONS 

Examinations shall be performed once each inspection interval - Interval Distribution (ID).  

VI. DISCUSSION 

Examinations of Class 1 welds shall be in accordance with Subsection IWB of ASME Section Xl.  

Examinations of Class 2 and 3 welds, and non-classed welds shall be in accordance with 
Subsection IWC of ASME Section XI.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-05 
USNRC Mechanical Engineerirg Branch (MEB) Technical Position MEB 3-1 

NUREG 0800 No Break Boundaries

T/ BLE AUG-05-1 
NO BFEAK BOUNDARIES

System Description ISI P&ID 

Main Steam From the upstream pipe-to-elbow weld on the first elbow ISI-M-41 
upstream of the inboarc isolation valves HV-41 -1 F022A, B, 
C, D through penetrations X-7A, B, C, D and outboard 
isolation valves HV-41 - F028A, B, C, D to the downstream 
pipe-to-elbow weld on tV ie first downstream elbow.  

Feedwater From the downstream l: ipe-to-valve weld on inboard check ISI-M-41 
valves 41-1 F01O0A, B through ISI-M-55 penetration X-9A, B 
and the first two outboa 'd check valves HV-41 -1 F074A, B 
and HV-41-1F032A, B L pstream to and including the first 
weld outside the reactor building. This includes NPS 16 
branch lines DBB-103 arnd DBB-104 downstream to valves 
HV-41-109A, B including the upstream pipe-to-valve weld 
and the 8" DBB-1 03 branch line up to and including the 
upstream pipe-to-valve weld on valve 55-1058.  

HPCI From the upstream pipE-to-tee weld, upstream of inboard ISI-M-55 
isolation valve HV-55-11-002 through penetration X-1 1 and 
outboard isolation valve HV-55-1 F003, downstream to and 
including the upstream pipe-to-elbow weld on the third 
outboard elbow.  

RWCU From and including the pipe-to-elbow upstream weld on the ISI-M-44 
second upstream elbow through inboard isolation valve 
HV-44-1 F001, penetration X-1 4, outboard isolation valve 
HV-44-1 F004 to and including the downstream elbow-to-pipe 
weld on the first elbow downstream of valve HV-44-1 F040.  

RCIC From and including the iownstream elbow-to-pipe weld on ISI-M-49 
the second inboard elbcw through inboard isolation valve 
HV-49-1 F007, downstrE am through penetration X-1 0 and 
outboard isolation valve HV-49-1 F008, to and including the 
pipe to pipe weld downstream of the third elbow.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-06 
Outboard Feedwater Check Valves HV-41 -1 F074A and B 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-06) defines the examination requirements to assure 
that the materials of fabrication of the 24" Feedwater check valves HV-41 -1 F074A and B provide 
an acceptable margin of safety, relativ,,3 to fracture toughness of the reactor containment pressure 
boundary applicable to LGS Unit 1.  

Examination requirements, as detailed in this document, are exclusive of those ASME Section XI 

inservice inspection requirements for t'he identified components within the scope of this document.  

I1. REFERENCE 

1 OCFR50, Appendix A, General Desig.i Criteria (GDC) 51.  

Ill. GENERAL 

General Design Criteria (GDC) 51, Fra cture Prevention of Containment Pressure Boundary, 
requires that under operating, maintenance, testing, and postulated accident conditions: 

A. The ferritic materials of the containment pressure boundary behave in a non-brittle manner 
and 

B. The probability of rapidly propagating fracture is minimized.  

IV. EXAMINATION REQUIREMENTS 

100% surface examination of both the internal and external valve body surfaces on valves 
HV-41 -1 F074A and B.  

V. EXAMINATION FREQUENCY 

These augmented examinations are only required to be performed once. They have been 
completed during the first refueling oulage. Therefore, this program has been satisfied and is 
considered closed.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-07 
SIL No. 455 

Recommendation for Additional ISI of Alloy 182 Nozzle Weldments 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-07) defines the specific examination requirements of 
General Electric Company (GE) Nuclear Services Information Letter (SIL) No. 455, as applicable 
to LGS Unit 1. This SIL addresses the occurrence of and recommended actions for detection of 
intergranular stress corrosion cracking (IGSCC) in alloy 182 RPV nozzle to safe end welds.  

Examination requirements, as detailed in this document, are exclusive of those ASME Section XI 
Inservice Inspection requirements for the subject welds; however, where possible, individual 
examinations performed may be used to satisfy both requirements. See ISI Program Tables for 
common components.  

REFERENCES 

A. GE SIL No. 455, ISI of Additional Alloy 182 Welds, Revision 2, dated January 29, 2001.  

B. NUREG-0313, Revision 2, Material Selection and Processing Guidelines for BWR Coolant 
Pressure Boundary Piping.  

C. Augmented Inspection Program No. AUG-01: NRC Generic Letter 88-01, Intergranular 

Stress Corrosion Cracking.  

Ill. GENERAL 

Recent ultrasonic examinations (UT) of Alloy 182 RPV nozzle to safe end welds (i.e. welds 
designs which incorporate alloy 182 w;lds and/or weld butters) at several BWR facilities have 
resulted in the detection of cracking which appears to have initiated as IGSCC in the alloy 182 
weld butter, and has in many cases, piopagated into the low alloy steel of the RPV nozzle.  

LGS Unit 1 has several RPV nozzle to safe end welds which incorporate alloy 182 as either weld 
material, weld buttering or both. These welds are detailed in Table AUG-07-1.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-07 
SIL No. 455 

Recommendation for Additional SI of Alloy 182 Nozzle Weldments, continued 

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

The minimum examination requiremer ts for the subject welds are in accordance with USNRC 
NUREG-0313, AUG-01 (References B and C), and ASME Section XI. Briefly, this means that the 
subject welds fall within the scope of LSNRC NUREG-0313 and the AUG-01 program and as 
such are subject to the personnel, procedure, and examination frequency, etc. requirements of 
these mandatory documents. Also, the subject welds are within the scope of ASME Section XI 
and are subject to the requirements of Examination Category B-F.  

As a result of the occurrence of through wall leakage from previously identified non-relevant 
indications, GE has developed enhanced automated UT techniques for Alloy 82 and Alloy 182 
welds and has issued SIL No. 455 Revision 2 which supersedes and voids SIL Nos. 455 Revision 
1 and 455 Revision 1 Supplement 1. T iis SIL also closes RICSIL No. 082.  

In addition to the above, GE SIL No. 4!55 recommends that the following actions be considered in 
preparing for future examinations. The se are summarized below: 

A. Design Evaluation 

1. Review the as-built designs of nozzle-to-safe-end welds containing Alloy 182 or a 
combination of Alloy 182 and Alloy 82 for the following 
configurations: 

- Recirculation inlet and outlet nozzles 
- Core spray nozzles 
- Low pressure coolant injection (LPCI) nozzles 
- Jet pump instrumenta ion nozzles 
- Control rod drive hydraulic return nozzles 
- Feedwater nozzles 
- Other small bore nozzles 

2. Include the review of weld fabrication records, fabrication techniques, repair history, 
materials, welding processes, and radiographic records. Identify all significant UT 
indications from prior inspections that are not classified. This data will assist in 
accurate assessments of future UT data. In-process welding repairs should receive 
special attention as excessive amounts of repair work could lead to initiation of flaws.  

B. UT Technique Selection and Qualification 

1. Perform automated UT scanning and recording on Alloy 182 and Alloy 82 welds 
whenever practical. The equally overlapping scan lines of automated UT provide 
redundant coverage of the outside scanning surface, and the data is recorded and 
retained automatically. Du B to the complex geometry associated with these 
configurations and the nurmber of different angles required to interrogate the material 
volume, it is strongly recommended that automated data collection systems be used 
to allow the data to be analyzed offline. Also, digitized data can only be acquired with 
automated methods. The nain benefits of digitized data are that: (1) the data has
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improved accuracy; (2) thEo data can be archived; and (3) multiple evaluations can be 
performed by different personnel.  

2. The NRC has stated that 1,he use of automated scanning is highly desirable. GE does 
not recommend manual tEchniques; however, if manual techniques are used, special 
care should be exercised o assure that coupling and coverage are adequate. Slow, 
methodical scanning rates and continual observation of the UT oscilloscope are 
essential to maximize the -rack detection probability for this type of indication.  

3. Where possible, the techniques intended for use, whether automated or manual UT, 
should be calibrated and cualified using a realistic mockup of the weld configuration 
that contains suitable reflectors in the areas of concern.  

C. UT Examination Plan 

1. When preparing for upcoming examinations, data collected previously using 
automated equipment sho jld be reanalyzed with current techniques, where possible.  
Due to improvements in anialysis equipment over the past several years, the results of 
reanalysis may help in preoaring for future inspections and developing associated 
contingencies.  

2. Given recent experiences of larger-than-expected flaws, plants should consider 
performing fracture mechanics analyses to establish allowable flaw sizes prior to 
scheduled examinations. 0Contingency activities for weld overlay repair should be 
considered as well.  

D. UT Performance and Data Evaluation 

1. For those designs in which the Alloy 182 weld material ties into the nozzle bore 
cladding, UT examination,, of the Alloy 182 material and the affected LAS nozzle 
should be performed in this extended area. These examinations can be performed 
during scheduled ISI of the Alloy 182 nozzle butters.  

2. Use 45-degree and 60-degree refracted longitudinal waves for crack detection and 
sizing in the Alloy 182 material and the low alloy material. This should be performed at 
a gain level such that the small signals received from the inside surface, which is 
sometimes referred to as an ID roll, are at approximately 10% of full screen height.  
Scanning should be perfoimed with the sound beams directed both axially and 
circumferentially. A 45-degree shear wave should also be used to examine the low 
alloy material if suspect indications are detected with the refracted longitudinal wave 
search units.  

3. Examination of the upper regions (toward the OD) of the weld that are outside the 
ASME Code examination volume (inner 1/3 of piping thickness) should be 
considered, especially in welds where previous indications have been dispositioned 
as non-relevant or due to geometry. This extended examination region, essentially the 
full weld volume, is intended to identify indications from mid-wall and deeper flaws 
where reduced detectability of the base signals may exist.  

4. Identify significant UT indications that are not classified as known geometric or 
metallurgical conditions. These indications should receive further analysis.  

5. Identify changes in indication characteristics from prior examinations. Changes that 
cannot be explained should receive additional evaluation.
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6. Do not apply UT techniques used for Intergranular Stress Corrosion Cracking 
(IGSCC) directly to Dissimilar Metal Welds such as Alloy 182 and Alloy 82 welds and 
weld buffers. Techniques used for Dissimilar Metal welds should take into 
consideration the multiple weld interfaces, unusual weld geometries typically present, 
and the tendency for SCC to occur within the weld and weld butter.  

7. Consider the possibility of mode conversion or reflection in the evaluation of multiple 
indications occurring in the same general location. A single flaw may cause UT 
indications that appear to :e separated by a significant distance in the axial direction.  
An incorrect characterization can be made if mode conversion is not considered.  
Mode conversion causes 1he mode, direction and velocity of the sound beam to 
change as the incident sound beam strikes an interface at certain angles. If not 
accounted for, the indication could be positioned in an incorrect location.  

8. Make a direct comparison of digitized data from UT indications with digitized data 

taken on previous inspections, where available.  

The PECO Energy UT procedures meet the additional requirements of GE SIL No. 455, Rev. 2.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

All examination results shall be evaluated in accordance with NUREG-0313, AUG-01 
(References B and C) and ASME Section XI.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

Reporting and record-keeping requirements shall be in accordance with NUREG-0313, AUG-01, 
and ASME Section XI.



AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS

Specification No. NE-042 
Revision 3 

Appendix B 
Page 29 of 91

PROGRAM No. AUG-07 
SIL No. 455 

Recommendation for Additional SI of Alloy 182 Nozzle Weldments, continued

TABLE AUG-07-1 
RPV Nozzle to Safe End Alloy 182 Weldments

Component ID No. Description TVpe 

VRR-1RS-1A NIA Recirculation Outlet Alloy 182 weld / weld butter 
VRR-1 RS-1 B N1 B Recirculation Outlet Alloy 182 weld / weld butter 
VRR-1 RD-1 B N2A Recirculation Inlet Alloy 182 weld / weld butter 
VRR-1 RD-1B N2B Recirculation Inlet Alloy 182 weld / weld butter 
VRR-1 RD-1 B N2C Rocirculation Inlet Alloy 182 weld / weld butter 
VRR-1 RD-1 B N2D Recirculation Inlet Alloy 182 weld / weld butter 
VRR-1 RD-1 B N2E Recirculation Inlet Alloy 182 weld / weld butter 
VRR-1 RD-1 A N2F Recirculation Inlet Alloy 182 weld / weld butter 
VRR-1 RD-1A N2G Recirculation Inlet Alloy 182 weld weld butter 
VRR-1 RD-1A N2H Recirculation Inlet Alloy 182 weld / weld butter 
VRR-1 RD-1A N2J Recirculation Inlet Alloy 182 weld /weld butter 
VRR-1 RD-1A N2K Recirculation Inlet Alloy 182 weld / weld butter 

DCA-319-1 N5A Core Spray Alloy 182 weld butter 
DCA-320-1 N5B Core Spray Alloy 182 weld butter 

RPV-1 IN N8A Jet Pump Instrumentation Alloy 182 weld/weld butter 
RPV-1 IN N8B Jet Pump Instrumentation Alloy 182 weld/weld butter 
RPV-1 IN N9 CRD Fleturn nozzle to cap Alloy 182 weld/weld butter 

DCA-318-2 N17A LPCI Alloy 182 weld butter 
DCA-318-1 N17B LPCI Alloy 182 weld butter 
DCA-318-3 N17C LPCI Alloy 182 weld butter 
DCA-318-4 N17D LPCI Alloy 182 weld butter
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PROGRAM No. AUG-08 
Extended Examination Volume for Code Category B-D 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AIJG-08) is no longer required. Refer to Program No. AUG-02 
for scope of examinations.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-09 
Examination of the RPV Closure Head Lifting Lugs 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-09) defines the specific examination requirements for 
the RPV closure head lifting lugs, as a)plicable to LGS Unit 1.  

I1. REFERENCES 

None 

Ill. GENERAL 

ASME Section XI Code Examination Category B-H, Integral Attachments for Vessels, requires a 
surface examination of LGS Unit 1 RPV integral attachments. Code Table IWB-2500-1, Note (1) 
limits integral attachment examinations to those attachments that meet the following conditions: 

A. The attachment is on the outside surface of the pressure retaining component; 

B. The attachment provides component support as defined in NF-1 110; 

C. The attachment base material design thickness is 5/8 in. or greater; and 

D. The attachment weld joins the attachment either directly to the surface of the vessel or to an 
integrally cast or forged attachment to the vessel.  

Per the above criteria, the RPV closure head lifting lugs are excluded from the examination 
requirements of Code Category B-H.  

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

There are four (4) closure head lifting lugs on the LGS Unit 1 RPV. Due to the importance of the 
closure head lifting lugs to refueling operations, and the relative magnitude of weight they are 
required to carry, PECO Energy has determined that routine nondestructive examination of the lug 
attachment welds is in order.  

As such, the closure head lifting lugs shall be optionally examined in accordance with 

requirements.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

All examination results shall be evaluated in accordance with ASME Section XI.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

Reporting and record-keeping requirements shall be in accordance with ASME Section XI.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-10 
UFSAR Table 3.2-1 

Non-Q Reactor Pressure Vessel Internal Components 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-10) defines the examination requirements applicable 
to certain LGS Unit 1 reactor pressure vessel internal components, as committed to in the 
LGS UFSAR Table 3.2-1.  

Examination requirements, as detailed in this document, are exclusive of those ASME Section Xl 
inservice inspection requirements for tie identified components within the scope of this document.  

II. REFERENCE 

Limerick Generating Station Updated I.Final Safety Analysis Report (UFSAR).  

III. GENERAL 

ASME Section Xl, 1989 Edition, Exam nation Category B-N-i, requires a visual examination, 
VT-3, of areas/spaces above and below the reactor core that are made accessible for 
examination by removal of component3 during normal refueling outages. This requirement, as 
previously interpreted by PECO Energ 1, included not only the accessible areas/spaces in the 
reactor pressure vessel itself, but also those nuclear safety related (Q-listed) reactor pressure 
vessel internal components which occ ipy that space. Subsequent to this the BWR Vessel and 
Internals Project (BWRVIP) has performed a safety assessment and developed a set of 
inspection and evaluation guidelines f(,r these Q-listed non-Code components. The reactor 
internals, whose safety function requires conformance to 1 OCFR50, Appendix B, quality standards 
are summarized in UFSAR Table 3.2- and had been previously included as Examination 
Category B-N-1 components in the LGS Unit 1 ISI Program. Based on the BWRVIP safety 
assessment, the inspection requireme its for these 0-listed non-Code components are addressed 
as Augmented ISI Programs in NE-042.  

Per UFSAR Table 3.2-1, Note (62), certain reactor internal components are non-nuclear safety 
related (non-Q-listed) nor are they subject to 1 OCFR50, Appendix B. However, PECO Energy, 
recognizing the importance of these components, has committed to including the subject 
components for examination in the LGS Unit 1 ISI Program.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-10 
UF 3AR Table 3.2-1 

Non-Q Reactor Pressure Vessel Internal Components, continued 

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

Per UFSAR Table 3.2-1, Note (62), the following components are not safety related, not Q-listed 
and not under 10CFR50, Appendix B; 

A. steam dryer, 
B. shroud head and steam separator assembly, 
C. in-core guide tubes/guide tube staoilizers, 
D. differential pressure and liquid control lines inside the RPV (excluding those portions that are 

part of the reactor coolant pressur-,z boundary and are Q-listed), 
E. fuel orifices, 
F. feedwater spargers, 
G. jet pump instrument lines, and 
H. surveillance specimen holders.  

These components, per this augmented inspection program, are included for examination in the 
LGS Unit 1 ISI Program. Where an Augmented ISI Program for these non-nuclear safety related 
components has been established to address requirements from USNRC Regulatory Guides, 
Generic Letters, Bulletins, or accelerated implementation of Code rules and regulations or has 
been established to address vendor re zommendations, industry committee efforts, or self
imposed inspections requirements the-i the inspection requirements of AUG-1 0 (this augmented 
inspection program) shall be limited to those requirements of the specific Augmented ISI Program 
for the component. Otherwise, the abcve components shall be subject to inspection requirements 
modeled on ASME Section Xl, 1989 Edition, Table IWB-2500-1, Examination Category B-N-1.  

NOTE: The integral attachment welds to the above components shall be subject to inspection 
requirements of ASME Section XI, 1989 Edition, Table IWB-2500-1, Examination Category B-N-2.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

All examination results shall be evaluated/dispositioned in accordance with the rules of ASME 
Section XI or the specific Augmented ISI Program.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

All records/reports shall be prepared/maintained in accordance with the rules of ASME Section XI 
and plant procedures or the specific Augmented ISI Program.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-i 1 
SIL No. 409 

Incor, Dry Tube Cracks 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-1 1) defines the specific examination requirements of 
General Electric Company (GE) Nuclear Services Information Letter (SIL) No. 409, as applicable 
to LGS Unit 1. This SIL provides information/ recommendations relative to cracks found in BWR 
Intermediate Range Monitor (IRM) and Source Range Monitor (SRM) instrumentation dry tubes.  

Examination requirements, as detailed in this document, are exclusive of any ASME Section XI 
inservice inspection requirements for tMe identified components within the scope of this document.  

II. REFERENCE 

GE SIL No. 409, Incore Dry Tube Cra( ks, Revision 1, dated July 31, 1986.  

Ill. GENERAL 

Examinations of IRM/SRM dry tubes at several BWRs have resulted in cracking and/or crack 
indications observed in a number of IPM/SRM instrumentation dry tubes. All of the observed 
cracks are within the top two (2) feet o" the dry tube assembly, primarily in the perforated tube 
adjacent to either the weld between th3 tube and the guide plug or the weld between the tube and 
the primary pressure boundary. (See SI drawing XI-BN-5, Page 1) 

The cracking is considered to be caus %d by a combination of crevice corrosion cracking and 
irradiation assisted stress corrosion cracking (IASCC), while crack initiation time is strongly 
dependent on BWR water chemistry (i e. water conductivity).  

The LGS Unit 1 IRM/SRM instrumentation dry tubes are the original BWR/2-6 design and as such 
are susceptible to the cracking descrilted.  

Crack initiation time and growth rate for the LGS Unit 1 configuration are dependent on time in 
use, water quality, and loading variations (e.g., flow induced vibration, bumping during fuel 
movements). Recommended visual examinations shall be in accordance with Section IV.  

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

There are four (4) SRM and eight (8) IRM dry tube assemblies in the LGS Unit 1 reactor pressure 
vessel. Visual examination (VT-1) of t1 e top two (2) feet of these dry tubes is recommended in 
accordance with Table AUG-1 1-1.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Visual examination results shall be do(;umented/dispositioned in accordance with ASME 
Section XI.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-11 
SIL No. 409 

Incore Dry Tube Cracks, continued 

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

All reports/records associated with the examinations of this augmented program shall be 
prepared/maintained in accordance with ASME Section XI and plant procedures.  

TABLE AUG 11-1 INCORE DRY TUBE 
RECOMMENDED INSPECTION PROGRAM 

Water conductivity 
Meets EPRI Does Not Meet 
Guidelines' EPRI Guidelines 2 

SRM/IRM Dry Tubes 4/2 2,3,4 2/12,3'5 

NOTES: 

1. EPRI water conductivity guidelines appear in EPRI NP 3589 SR LD for the cumulative service 
of dry tubes.  

2. X/Y - Visual examination should be performed during the "Xth" refueling outage after dry tube 
installation. Subsequent visual examinations should be performed every "Yth" refueling 
outage.  

3. The SRM/IRM dry tubes are located between the Top Guide and Core Plate and are not 
accessible during a normal refueling outage. Removal of an adjacent fuel cell is required to 
provide access for remote visual Examination.  

4. The SRM/IRM dry tubes are ASME Section XI B-N-1 components and are required to be 
examined when accessible. Acce ;s permitting, the Code frequency of examination meets or 
exceeds the requirements of this ELugmented program. However, this program requires a 
VT-1 examination be performed in lieu of a VT-3.  

5. The SRM/IRM dry tubes are ASME Section XI B-N-1 components and are required to be 
examined when accessible. The requirements for subsequent examinations, given water 
quality, are more restrictive than that required by the Code. Consideration should be given to 
flow induced vibrations, bumping during fuel movements and time since last visual 
examination in scheduling these components for examination.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-12 
SIL No. 420 

Inspection of Jet Pump Sensing Lines 

This augmented program (AUG-12) was originally required by the requirements of General Electric 
Nuclear Services Information Letter (SIL) No. 420, Inspection of Jet Pump Sensing Lines, dated March 28, 
1985. The requirements of SIL No. 420 were superseded by BWRVIP-41, BWR Jet Pump Assembly 
Inspection and Flaw Evaluation Guidelines, dated October 1997. The recommendations of BWRVIP-41 
are covered in AUG-04, Jet Pump Assembly. -he requirements of AUG-12 have been superseded by and 
are incorporated into AUG-04. This augmented examination program, AUG-1 2, is NO LONGER 
REQUIRED.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-13 
Technical Specification 3/4.7.4 

Snubber Examination and Test Program 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AkUG-13) defines the mandatory examination and testing 
requirements for snubbers. This program has been prepared to satisfy the Surveillance 
Requirements of LGS Unit 1 Technical Specification 3/4.7.4.  

All snubbers installed on the reactor coolant system and all other nuclear safety related systems 
are subject to the requirements of this augmented inspection program. Snubbers installed on 
non-nuclear safety related systems are also within the scope of this program and may be 
excluded only if their failure or failure of the system on which they are installed would have no 
adverse effect on any safety related system.  

Examination and testing requirements of this augmented inspection program apply to the snubber 
assembly which includes the snubber )ody and attachments out to and including the load pins 
and their retainers per Figure AUG-1 3.1 (See Attachment 4). Snubber support components 
beyond this defined space are outside of the scope of this augmented inspection program.  

A complete listing of all snubbers withii the scope of this augmented inspection program is 

provided in the AUG-13 Augmented Inspection Program Tables.  

II. REFERENCES 

A. ASME/ANSI Operations and Maintenance Standard OM-1987 with OMc-1990 Addenda, Part 
4 (including additional industry/cormittee studies).  

B. LGS Unit 1 Technical Specification 3/4.7.4, Snubbers 

Ill. DEFINITIONS 

A. Activation - the parameter that verifies restraining action.  

B. Application Induced Failure - failures resulting from environmental conditions or application of 
the snubber for which it has not bE en designed or qualified.  

C. Breakaway Force - the minimum applied force required to initiate extension or retraction of the 
snubber.  

D. Defined Test Plan Group - a population of snubbers having similar design or application 
characteristics selected for testing in accordance with the 13.3 percent or 37 testing sample 
plan.  

E. Design or Manufacturing Failure - failures resulting from a potential defect in manufacturing or 
design that give cause to suspect other similar snubbers. This includes failures of any 
snubber(s) that fails to withstand the environment or application for which it was designed.



Specification No. NE-042 
Revision 3 

Appendix B 
Page 38 of 91 

AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-13 
Technical Specification 3/4.7.4 

Snubber Examination and Test Program, continued 

F. Drag Force - the force required to maintain the snubber movement at a constant velocity prior 
to activation.  

G. Equipment Dynamic Restraint (Snubber) - a device which provides restraint to a component 
or system during a sudden applicetion of forces but allows essentially free motion during 
thermal movement.  

H. Examination Group - a composition of snubbers which have been selected to be examined.  

I. Examination - the performance of visual observations for impaired functional ability due to 
physical damage, leakage, corrosion or degradation from environmental or operating 
conditions.  

J. Failure Mode Group - a composition of snubbers whose failure and potential for the same 
failure is similar.  

K. Inaccessible Snubbers - those snubbers that are in a high radiation area or other conditions 
that would render it impractical for the snubbers to be examined under normal plant operating 
conditions without exposing plant personnel to undue hazards.  

L. Isolated Failure - the nature of the failure does not lend other snubbers to be suspect. For 
example, failures resulting from damage during installation or shutdown (i.e., dropping 
equipment or tools on the snubber, missing pins, etc.).  

M. Maintenance - replacement of pars, adjustments, and similar actions which do not change 
the design of the snubber, taken to prevent deficiencies in the function of a snubber.  

N. Maintenance, Repair, Installation Induced Failures - failures which result from damage during 
maintenance, repair, or installation activities, the nature of which lends other snubbers to be 
suspect.  

0. Mechanical Snubbers - devices in which load is transmitted entirely through mechanical 
components.  

P. Modification - alteration in the design of a snubber to improve its suitability for a given 
environment or application 

Q. Normal Operating Conditions - operating conditions during reactor startup, operating at 
power, hot standby, reactor cooldown to cold shutdown.  

R. Operability Testing - measurement of parameters that verify snubber operability.  

S. Operating Temperature - the temperature of the environment surrounding a snubber at its 
installed plant location during the phase of plant operation for which the snubber is required.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-13 
Technical Specification 3/4.7.4 

Snubber Examinati:n and Test Program, continued 

T. Qualitative Testing - that testing p•.rformed to establish the functioning of a parameter without 
determining the specific measure of the parameter, similar to go/no-go gauging.  

U. Quantitative Testing - that testing performed to establish the specific measure or the limit of 
the functioning of a parameter, such as that required to establish that a parameter is 
functioning within a specified range.  

V. Release Rate - the rate of the axial snubber movement under a specified load after activation 
of the snubber took place.  

W. Repair - replacement of parts and similar actions which do not change the design of the 
snubber, taken to correct deficiencies in the function of a snubber.  

X. Replacement Snubber - any snubber other than the snubber immediately previously installed 
at the location.  

Y. Swing Clearance - the movement envelope within which the snubber must operate without 
restriction, from the cold installed position to the hot operating position.  

Z. Test Temperature - the temperature of the environment surrounding the snubber at the time 
of the test.  

AA. Unacceptable Snubbers - those snubbers which do not meet examination or testing 
requirements.  

BB. Unexplained Failure - failures that cannot be categorized as design or manufacturing, 
maintenance, repair, installation, application induced, or isolated. This includes all failures for 
which the cause of the failure cannot be determined.  

IV. GENERAL SNUBBER EXAMINATION AND TESTING REQUIREMENTS 

Snubbers are installed on nuclear safety and non-nuclear safety related systems at LGS Unit 1 to 
ensure the continued structural integrity of the reactor coolant system and other nuclear safety 
related systems following a seismic or other event initiating dynamic loads. As such, assurance of 
the ability of these snubbers to perform as designed through examination and testing is 
imperative.  

Requirements for examination and testing of snubbers are addressed by regulatory and industry 
groups in plant Technical Specifications, ASME Section XI, ASME / ANSI, OM-1 987 with 
OMc-1 990 Addenda and INPO good p'actices. This augmented inspection program, prepared by 
PECO Energy, is intended to provide a comprehensive program which demonstrates the 
operability of applicable LGS Unit 1 snubbers and effectively addresses both regulatory and 
industry concerns regarding snubber examination and testing.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-13 
Technic• .1 Specification 3/4.7.4 

Snubber ExaminatLon and Test Program, continued 

This augmented inspection program constitutes the "Surveillance Requirements" section of plant 
Technical Specification 3/4.7.4., Requi rements of Technical Specification 3/4.7.4, other than 
surveillance requirements, still apply.  

A. Responsibility 

PECO Energy, as Owner of LGS Unit 1, is responsible for the preparation and implementation 
of this program including: 

1. Implementation of the requirements of this program in accordance with site administrative 
procedures and the Quality Assurance Program.  

2. Qualification of personnel performing the examinations and tests.  

3. Preparation of all necessary written procedures for complying with the requirements of 
this program.  

4. Collection and retention of all design and operating information necessary for the 
performance of the examination and testing program. This information shall be available 
for use during implementation of the program.  

B. Procedures 

Examinations, tests, and maintenance or repair activities shall be performed in accordance 
with written procedures.  

C. Examination and Test Results 

The results of all examination and testing shall be documented and shall include as a 
minimum: 

1. Manufacturer's model number, serial number, type, unique location identification and/or 
PECO Energy identification of the snubber, as applicable.  

2. Pertinent examination and test data.  

3. Identification and disposition o' nonconformances.  

4. Information to identify the test/axamination performed, procedure used, and date.  

5. Test equipment used.  

6. Acceptability of test/examination results.  

7. Identification of examination and test personnel.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-13 
Technical Specification 3/4.7.4 

Snubber Examination and Test Program, continued 

D. Personnel Qualifications 

Test Personnel who are required to witness, perform, and/or evaluate the snubber testing 
shall be qualified in accordance with site administrative procedures. Inspection personnel 
performing and evaluating visual examinations shall be qualified for VT- 3 visual examination 
in accordance with ASME Section XI 1989 Edition or PECO Energy approved equivalent.  

E. Instrumentation and Test Equipment 

Instrumentation and test equipment used to verify snubber performance shall have the range 
and accuracy necessary to demoristrate conformance to specific examination or test 
requirements.  

All instruments and test equipment used in performing the examination and testing program 
shall be calibrated and controlled in accordance with site administrative procedures.  

F. Snubber Maintenance or Repair 

Snubbers within the scope of this program shall not be subjected to maintenance or repair 
prior to examination and/or testing specifically for the purpose of meeting the examination 
and/or testing requirements. The preventative or corrective actions required by the LGS 
Quality Assurance Program shall ,;upersede this requirement.  

G. Post Maintenance Examination and Testing 

Maintenance activities which can alter the snubber's intended function shall be evaluated by 
considering the effects of the mairtenance on the snubber's ability to meet the examination 
and testing acceptance criteria. Snubbers which undergo maintenance activities which could 
alter the snubber's ability to perform its intended function shall be examined and tested in 
accordance with the applicable requirements of Section V of this appendix. The requirements 
selected shall ensure that the function(s) which may have been affected are verified by the 
examination or tests to be acceptable.  

The site administrative procedures governing maintenance activities shall address these 
requirements.  

H. Snubber Repair, Replacement, or Modification 

All snubbers within the scope of this program shall be repaired, replaced or modified in 
accordance with ASME Section XI and site administrative procedures.  

Repair activities which can alter the snubber's intended function shall be evaluated by 
considering the effects of the repair on the snubber's ability to meet the examination and 
testing acceptance criteria. Snubbers which undergo repair activities which could alter the 
snubber's ability to perform its intended function shall be examined and tested in accordance 
with the applicable requirements of Section V of this appendix.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-13 
Technical Specification 3/4.7.4 

Snubber Examinaton and Test Program, continued 

Replacement or modified snubbers shall be visually examined in accordance with the 
requirements of Section V of this appendix.  

Visual examinations or operability testing, as may be required above, shall be addressed in 
site administrative procedures governing ASME Section XI repair/replacement activities.  

I. Deletion of Unacceptable Snubbers 

When unacceptable snubbers are deleted (based on analysis of the affected piping system), 
the deleted snubber(s) shall, nevertheless, be considered in its respective failure mode group; 
and the effect of the corrective action taken, for the balance of the failure mode group, shall 
apply. For example, for the purposes of the applicable corrective action, the deletion of the 
snubber may be considered the same as replacement with a snubber qualified for the 
application.  

J. Transient Dynamic Event 

If a transient dynamic event occurs which may affect operability, the affected system(s) and 
associated snubbers shall be reviewed and any appropriate corrective action taken. Any 
corrective actions taken are independent of the examination and testing requirements of this 
program.  

K. Supported Component(s)/System Evaluation 

An engineering evaluation shall be performed of component(s) and/or system(s) on which an 
unacceptable snubber is installed for possible damage to the supported system and/or 
component.  

V. SNUBBER EXAMINATION AND TESTING PROGRAM 

Each snubber within the scope of this augmented inspection program shall be demonstrated 
operable by performance of the program requirements as detailed in this Section.  

Certain snubbers may be waived in part or totally from the requirements of this program (on a 
case-by-case basis), provided technical justification for the deviation be filed with regulatory 
authorities prior to implementation of toie deviation.
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A. Visual Examination 

Visual examination for operational readiness is required for snubbers with the number of 
snubbers and the frequency of ree.xamination being determined by the number of 
unacceptable snubbers within a gioup and the corrective action taken.  

Visual examination shall be performed to identify physical damage, leakage, corrosion, or 
degradation from environmental exposure or operating conditions. External features which 
may indicate operability of the snuober shall be examined. An examination checklist shall be 
prepared for this purpose.  

The initial visual examinations performed in accordance with this augmented program shall be 

implemented during the first refueling outage following regulatory acceptance of this program.  

1. Examination Documentation 

The following documentation is necessary to support implementation and verification of 
the visual examinations: 

a. Examination procedures and checklists verifying examination and as-found 
conditions.  

b. Examination records.  

c. Thermal movement inspection records.  

d. Records of nonconformance and corrective actions that are required.  

2. Snubber Categorization 

Snubbers may be categorized and grouped as accessible and inaccessible; these groups 
may be considered separately for the purpose of visual examination. Determination of 
accessible/inaccessible snubber groups and plans for separate or joint application of 
program requirements by group shall be made and documented prior to initiating 
examinations for a given examination interval. Once determined, groups shall be used 
throughout the examination interval and shall not be changed.  

3. Examination Sample Size 

The initial and all subsequent visual examinations shall include all (100%) of the snubbers 
of all groups as may have been established in 2) above.
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4. Examination Frequency 

The initial inservice examination of all snubbers shall be started not less than two months 
after attaining 5% reactor power operation and shall be completed within 12 calendar 
months after attaining 5% reactor power operation. Subsequent examination intervals 
shall be as follows: 

a. The second inservice examination shall be conducted at the first refueling outage. No 

schedule change in accordance with Table AUG-1 3-1 (See Attachment 4) is required.  

b. The third inservice examination shall be conducted at the second refueling outage.  

c. Subsequent examination intervals shall be in accordance with Table AUG-1 3-1 (See 
Attachment 4).  

5. Outage-Based Visual Examinations 

Table AUG-13-1 (See Attachment 4), Refueling Outage-Based Visual Examination Table, 
provides the permissible number of unacceptable snubbers allowed, for various snubber 
populations or groups, to continue with the normal examination frequency schedule. In 
addition, Table AUG-1 3-1 details all corrective actions to be taken and provides 
examination frequency adjustments to be made, based on the number of unacceptable 
snubbers found during the visual examination.  

6. Visual Examination Acceptance Criteria 

Visual examinations shall verify conformance of the snubber installation to the following 
requirements: 

a. Must Restrain Movement.  

Snubbers shall be installed such that when activated, piping/component movement is 
restrained. Visual observation of loose fasteners, corroded or deformed members, or 
detection of disconnected components or other conditions that might interfere with the 
proper restraint of movement requires evaluation. Snubbers which are determined to 
be incapable of restraining movement shall be considered unacceptable.  

b. Must Permit Thermal Movement.  

Snubbers shall be installed in such condition that thermal movement of the 
piping/component is not restricted to the extent that unacceptable over stressing 
could develop. Observed binding, misalignment, and/or deformation may be indicative 
of such a situation, and shall be evaluated. Snubber installations determined to 
excessively restrict piping/component thermal movement shall be considered 
unacceptable.
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c. Design-Specific Observations.  

Snubbers shall be free of lefects that may be generic to particular designs, as may 
be detected by visual examination. Visual examination anomalies which indicate 
potential impaired operability of the snubber(s) may be resolved by operability testing 
in accordance with the Section V, Paragraph A.7 of this appendix.  

7. Visual Inspection Results Evaluation 

Discrepant conditions identified during visual examinations shall be evaluated and 
dispositioned in accordance with Table AUG-1 3-2 (See Attachment 4). Snubbers which 
have been evaluated as being incapable of performing their function, or having conditions 
which if left uncorrected, coulcl affect the capability of the snubber performing its function 
will be counted as visual failuras for the purpose of calculating the next inspection interval.  

8. Operability Test Evaluation 

Any snubber(s) found to be ur acceptable as a result of visual examination may be 
operability tested in accordan(e with the requirements of Section V, Paragraph B of this 
appendix. Results may be used to evaluate the snubber as acceptable, provided that 
testing can show the unaccep- able condition did not affect operability.  

B. Operability Testing 

Operability testing for operational i eadiness is required to be performed on representative 
samples of snubbers, based on th sampling plans provided herein. The number of snubbers 
to be tested is determined by the sampling plan chosen and the corrective actions prescribed 
by that sampling plan. Additional samples taken, based on the number of unacceptable 
snubbers found, is also determined by the specific sampling plan chosen.  

Testing, as required by this augmented program, shall be implemented during the first 
refueling outage following regulatory acceptance of this program.  

1. Testing Documentation 

The following documentation i3 necessary to support implementation and verification of 
operability testing: 

a. Operability testing procedures.  

b. Previous test records.  

c. Nonconformance results, evaluations, and corrective actions.

d. Defined test plan grouping.
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2. Operability Testing Requirements 

The following general requirements apply to all operability testing performed: 

a. Operability testing loads 

Snubbers shall be tested at a load sufficient to verify the operating parameters 
specified in Section V, Paragraph B.4, of this appendix. Testing at less than rated 
load must be correlated tc operability parameters at rated load.  

b. Test correction factors 

Differences may exist between the installed operating conditions and the conditions 
under which a snubber is tested. In such cases, correction factors shall be 
established and test results shall be correlated to operating conditions as appropriate.  

c. Test-as-found.  

Operability testing should be performed on snubbers in their "as-found" condition, to 
the fullest extent practical, for all snubber parameters to be tested.  

d. Test restrictions.  

Testing methods utilized shall not alter the condition of the snubber such that the test 
results no longer represent snubber parameters prior to testing.  

e. In situ testing.  

Where desirable, in situ operability testing (i.e., testing with the snubber installed in its 
permanent location) may be utilized provided test methods and equipment have been 
approved by PECO Energy.  

f. Bench testing.  

Operability testing may be performed by removal of the snubber and bench testing, 
provided test methods and equipment have been approved by PECO Energy.  
Following reinstallation of the snubber, a visual examination in accordance with the 
applicable requirements of Section V, Paragraph A of this appendix, shall be 
performed.
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g. Subcomponent testing.  

Where snubber physical size, test equipment limitations, or snubber inaccessibility 
prevent the use of either in situ testing or bench testing, the snubber subcomponents 
shall be tested and reassembled in accordance with PECO Energy approved 
procedures.  

h. Correlation of indirect measurements.  

Testing methods may be used which measure parameters indirectly or parameters 
other than those specified. if those results can be correlated to the specified 
parameters, through established methods.  

i. Parallel and multiple installations.  

The snubbers of parallel and/or multiple installations shall be identified and counted 
individually.  

j. Fractional sample sizes 

All fractional sample sizes shall be rounded up to the next integer.  

3. Qualitative Testing.  

Qualitative testing may be used in lieu of quantitative measurements in meeting the 
operability test acceptance crileria of this document, following review and approval of this 
method, by regulatory authorit es. Sufficient data, based upon service history or life cycle 
testing, shall be obtained to demonstrate the ability of the parameter in question to be 
within specification over the life of the snubber (e.g. demonstration that activation takes 
place without measurement of the activation level). A test report shall be prepared for 
each snubber exempted from quantitative operability testing requirements. The test 
report shall verify the parameter was within specifications to allow exemption of the 
snubber from quantitative testing of the parameter.  

4. Operability Testing Acceptance Criteria 

Operability testing shall verify conformance to the following requirements: 

a. The force that will initiate motion (breakaway force), the force that will maintain low 
velocity (drag force), or both, as required by the test procedure, are within specified 
limits, both in tension and in compression.  

b. Activation is within the specified range of time, velocity, or acceleration in both tension 
and compression.
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c. Release rate, where applicable, is within the specified range in tension and 
compression. For units specifically required not to displace under continuous load, 
the ability of the snubber to withstand load without displacement shall be 
demonstrated.  

5. Operability Testing Failure Evaluation 

Snubbers that do not meet the operability testing acceptance criteria for quantitative 
testing or qualitative testing shall be evaluated to determine the cause of failure, using 
test failure mode groups.  

a. Test failure mode groups 

Unacceptable snubber(s) shall be categorized into test failure mode group(s). Test 
failure mode group(s) shall include all unacceptable snubbers that have a given 
failure mode, and all other snubbers subject to the same failure mode. The following 
failure modes shall be used: 

- Design, manufacturing 
- Application induced.  
- Maintenance, repair, i istallation.  
- Isolated.  
- Unexplained.  

b. Test failure mode group boundaries 

Once a test failure mode group has been established, any snubber(s) in that test 
failure mode group will not be part of the defined test plan groups from which the 
snubber(s) originated except as noted in (c) below. The new test failure mode group 
will remain as defined until corrective action has been completed.  

Note that for the 37 testing sample plan, established failure mode groups once 
separated from the defined test plan group(s), are referred to as "independent" test 
failure mode groups.  

c. Snubbers in more than one test failure mode group 

In the event that a snubber(s) becomes included in more than one test failure mode 
group, it shall be counted in each failure mode group in which it is unacceptable and 
shall be subject to the corrective action of each test failure mode group.  

d. Additional failure mode group review 

Once the operability test requirements are satisfied for a given defined test plan 
group, then any additional failure mode group review or testing shall not require any 
subsequent testing on the defined test plan group.
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6. Defined Test Plan Groups.  

Defined test plan groups shall be determined prior to initiating testing. These groups shall 
encompass all snubbers and ,;hall be based on similarities of design or application. That 
is, snubbers may be grouped by size, type, design, application, or other means as 
determined by engineering evaluation.  

7. Operability Testing Interval 

Testing in accordance with the selected sampling plan shall be performed each refueling 
outage for each defined test plan group.  

8. Operability Testing Sampling Plan Selection.  

Testing shall be conducted for each defined test plan group using one of the following 
sampling plans: 

a. 13.3% testing sample plan 
b. 37 testing sample plan 

The plan to be used for each defined testing plan group of snubbers shall be selected 
before testing begins for the test interval. Once selected, the plan shall be used 
throughout the test interval for that defined test plan group and any failure mode group 
that is determined from the original defined test plan group.  

9. Operability Testing Corrective Action and Continued Testing 

Snubbers that do not meet the operability testing acceptance criteria for quantitative 
testing or qualitative testing shall be subject to corrective action(s), with its indicated 
impact on continued testing. Selection of the corrective action shall be governed by the 
sampling plan which is used. Any maintenance, repairs, replacements or modifications 
shall meet the requirements of this program.
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10. The 13.3% Testing Sample Plan 

When the 13.3% testing sample plan is chosen for a defined test group, the following 
criteria shall apply: 

a. Initial test sample lot size and composition for a test interval.  

For the first sample lot tested, a representative/random sample of 13.3% of the 
snubbers in the defined test plan group shall be selected. As far as practical, the 
sample selected shall include the various designs, configurations, operating 
environments, range of sizes, capacity of snubbers, etc. The first sample lots tested 
shall be a composite based on the ratio of each particular category to the total 
number of snubbers in the defined test plan group. Sample lot selection from the 
representative categories of snubbers shall be random.  

b. Additional test(s) lot size in the same test interval.  

For any snubber(s) detern iined to be unacceptable as a result of testing, an additional 
sample of at least 1/2 the 3ize of the initial sample lot shall be tested until the total 
number tested is equal to the initial sample size multiplied by the factor, 1 + C/2, 
where C is the total number of snubbers found to be unacceptable; or all snubbers in 
the failure mode group ha /e been tested. (The testing of additional samples by this 
criteria is also required for snubbers determined to be unacceptable in any additional 
test lot.) 

c. Additional test lots composition in the same test interval.  

As far as is practical, the additional samples shall include: 

- Snubbers of the same manufacturer's design.  
- Snubbers immediately adjacent to those found unacceptable.  
- Snubbers from the same piping system.  
- Snubbers from other piping systems that have similar operating conditions such 

as temperature, humidity, vibration, and radiation.  
- Snubbers which are p-eviously untested.  

d. Subsequent test interval population selection.  

For subsequent refueling outages, each representative sample shall be selected in 
accordance with a), b), and c) above, from the total population of the defined test plan 
group.
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e. Sample plan corrective action.  

The 13.3% sample plan corrective actions are dependent upon the assigned failure 
mode group as follows: 

Design, manufacturing, maintenance, repair, installation and application induced test 
failure modes 

- All snubbers in a test iailure mode group shall be replaced or modified in 
accordance with Secti •n IV, Paragraph H of this document, and categorized as 
acceptable.  

OR 

- The unacceptable snLbbers in the test failure mode group shall be replaced, or 
repaired to the original qualified condition. The number of unacceptable 
snubbers shall determine the additional test lots of Section V, Paragraph B.1O.b.  

OR 

- The unacceptable snubbers in an application induced test failure mode group 
shall be replaced or repaired to an acceptable condition. All snubbers in this 
group shall be categorized as acceptable provided the environment or 
applications are compatible with the design parameters.  

Isolated test failure mode 

The unacceptable snubbers in this test failure mode group shall be replaced or 
repaired in accordance with Section IV, Paragraph H of this appendix and categorized 
as acceptable.  

Unexplained test failure mode 

The unacceptable snubbe°s in this test failure mode group shall be replaced or 
repaired in accordance with Section IV, Paragraph H of this appendix. The number of 
unacceptable snubber(s) shall determine the additional testing lots in accordance with 
Section V, Paragraph B.10.b.
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11. The 37 Testing Sample Plan 

When the 37 testing sample plan is chosen for a defined test group, the following criteria 

shall apply: 

a. Initial sample size and composition.  

The initial sample shall consist of 37 snubbers selected randomly for each defined 
test group which utilizes the 37 testing sample plan.  

b. Additional defined test plan group testing 

For any snubber(s) determined to be unacceptable as a result of testing, additional 
samples shall be selected such that the following test plan equation is satisfied (See 
Attachment 4, Figure AUG-13-2): 

N > 36.49 + 18.18 C where 

N = Total number of snubbers tested which were selected from the defined test plan 
group 

and 

C = Total number of unacceptable snubbers found in the defined test plan group 
(excluding those in independent test failure mode groups) plus one for each 
independent test failure mode group.  

Additional samples shall be selected in a random manner from the remaining 
population of the defined test plan group. Snubbers in test failure mode groups shall 
be separated and should not be included in the additional sample(s).  

c. Independent failure mode group testing 

Once a test failure mode group has been established, it shall be separated for 
continued testing apart from the defined test plan group. It is then identified as an 
independent test failure mode group.  

For an independent test failure mode group, the number of unacceptable snubbers 
which define the test failure mode group shall determine the additional testing in the 
test failure mode group in accordance with the following equation (See Attachment 4 
Figure AUG-1 3-2):

N >36.49 + 18.18 C where
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N = Initial defined test plan lot of 37 tested plus all those selected and tested from the 

independent test failure mode group.  

and 

C = Total number of unacc.eptable snubbers in the independent test failure mode 
group.  

In addition, the following criteria shall apply to additional testing in an independent test 
failure mode group: 

- Snubbers are selected in a random manner from the independent test failure 
mode group.  

- Any additional unacceptable snubbers found in the independent test failure mode 
group shall be counted for continued testing only for that independent test failure 
mode group.  

- Testing completion is in accordance with the equation in c) above.  

d. The 37 testing sample plan corrective action 

The following corrective action shall apply: 

- All unacceptable snutbers in the defined test plan group shall be replaced or 
repaired in accordance with Section IV, Paragraph H of this appendix to the 
original qualified condcion. These unacceptable snubbers shall remain 
categorized as unacceptable for the purpose of additional testing per the 
37 testing sample plan, Section V.B.13.b of this appendix.  

- The unacceptable snubber(s) in a test failure mode group shall be replaced or 
repaired in accordance with Section IV, Paragraph H of this appendix to the 
original qualified condition. These unacceptable snubbers shall be used in 
determining the requirements for additional testing per the 37 testing sample 
plan, Section V.B.11 .c of this appendix.  

VI. SERVICE LIFE MONITORING 

The service life of all snubbers shall be monitored to ensure that the service life is not exceeded 
between augmented examination/testing intervals. The maximum expected service life for 
various seals, springs, and other critical parts shall be extended of shortened based on monitored 
test results and failure history. Critical parts shall be replaced so that the maximum service life 
will not be exceeded during a period when the snubber is required to be operable. Replacements 
shall meet the requirements of Section IV, Paragraph H of this appendix.
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VII. REPORTS/RECORDS 

All reports/records associated with the examinations/testing of this augmented program shall be 
prepared/maintained in accordance with ASME Section XI and site administrative procedures.  

Records of service life monitoring shall be maintained in accordance with LGS Unit 1 Technical 
Specification 6.10.3.  

Details of examinations and tests conducted under this program need not be included in the 
ASME Section XI Summary Report and Form NIS-1. An abstract of examinations completed may 
be provided in the Summary Report. Form NIS-2 shall be included in the Summary Report for 
any Section XI repairs or replacement: performed on the snubbers within the scope of this 
program.
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SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-14) defines the PECO Energy examination 
requirements for snubbers installed or non-nuclear safety related systems which are not subject 
to the examination and testing requirements of Technical Specification 3/4.7.4.  

The examination requirements of this augmented inspection program apply to the snubber 
assembly which includes the snubber oody and attachments out to and including the load pins 
and their retainers (See Attachment 4 Figure AUG-1 3-1). Like the Tech Spec Snubber Program 
support components beyond this defined space are outside of the scope of this augmented 
inspection program.  

A complete listing of all snubbers within the scope of this augmented inspection program is 
provided in the Augmented Inspection Program No. AUG-14 Tables.  

II. REFERENCES 

None 

Ill. GENERAL 

Snubbers installed on non-nuclear safety related systems whose failure or failure of the system on 
which they are installed would have no adverse effect on any safety related system are excluded 
from the examination and testing requwrements of Technical Specification 3/4.7.4. However, at 
LGS Unit 1, all snubber assemblies (both nuclear safety related and non-nuclear safety related) 
were procured and installed to the quality standards of nuclear safety related snubbers. As such, it 
is PECO Energy's plan to continue to maintain all snubber assemblies to quality standards.  
Therefore, the purpose of this augmented inspection program is to provide examination 
requirements necessary for continued assurance of the quality of the subject non-Technical 
Specification snubbers.  

IV. EXAMINATION REQUIREMENTS 

All (100%) of the snubbers within the scope of this augmented inspection program shall be 
visually examined.  

The visual examination, performed to assess the general mechanical and structural condition of 
The snubber, shall identify any physical damage, leakage, corrosion, or degradation from 
environmental exposure or operating conditions. In addition, the snubber shall be visually 
examined for operability. Snubber phy,,sical (attributes) features which indicate functional 
adequacy or could affect snubber operability shall also be visually examined.  

Examinations shall be performed every ten years for those snubbers not examined during 
refueling outages.  

Examinations shall be performed utilizing procedures and personnel qualified in accordance with 
the ISI Program (see Section 3.3.1).
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V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Visual examination results shall be documented and evaluated in accordance with ISI Program 
requirements. In addition, the snubber installation shall be evaluated for conformance to the 
following requirements: 

A. Must Restrain Movement.  

Snubbers shall be installed such that when activated, piping/component movement is 
restrained. Visual observation of loose fasteners, corroded or deformed members, or 
detection of disconnected comporents or other conditions that might interfere with the proper 
restraint of movement requires evaluation. Snubbers which are determined to be incapable of 
restraining movement shall be considered unacceptable.  

B. Must Permit Thermal Movement.  

Snubbers shall be installed in such condition that thermal movement of the piping/component 
is not restricted to the extent that unacceptable over stressing could develop. Observed 
binding, misalignment, and/or deformation may be indicative of such a situation, and shall be 
evaluated. Snubber installations determined to excessively restrict piping/component thermal 
movement shall be considered unacceptable.  

C. Design-Specific Observations.  

Snubbers shall be free of defects ihat may be generic to particular designs, as may be 
detected by visual examination.  

Visual examination anomalies whi,'h indicate potential impaired operability of the snubber(s) 
may be resolved by operability tes ing.  

Snubbers evaluated as unacceptable ,;hall be unacceptable for service until such time as the 
snubber is deemed acceptable via repair, replacement, engineering evaluation or operability test.  
Note that the discovery of an unacceptable snubber per this augmented inspection program does 
not initiate additional examinations, no, does the total number of unacceptable snubbers impact 
examinations and testing of Augmented Inspection Program No. AUG-13, Technical Specification 
3/4.7.4, Snubber Examination and Test Program., 

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

All reports/records associated with the examinations of this augmented program shall be 
prepared/maintained in accordance with ASME Section XI and site administrative procedures.
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SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-15) defines the specific examination recommendations 
of General Electric Company (GE) Nu,;Iear Services Information Letter (SIL) No. 433, as 
applicable to LGS Unit 1. This SIL addresses the occurrence of intergranular stress corrosion 
cracking (IGSCC) of RPV shroud head bolting and the GE recommended actions in light of this 
problem.  

Any shroud head bolts which have been replaced with the new design (BWR/6) bolt are outside of 
the scope of this augmented inspection program.  

II. REFERENCES 

A. GE SIL No. 433, Shroud Head Bolt Cracks, dated February 7, 1986.  

B. GE SIL No. 433, Supplement 1, Shroud Head Bolt Failures, dated September 15, 1993.  

Ill. GENERAL 

Shroud head bolt cracking has been ooserved at several BWR facilities. This cracking, which 
occurs in the NiCrFe Alloy 600 shaft in a creviced region, has been confirmed to be crevice 
accelerated IGSCC. Crack initiation ar'd growth rate are dependent on time in use, loading, and 
particularly, on water quality.  

GE SIL No. 433, Supplement 1, identified a new crack location in the pre-BWR/6 shroud head 
bolts different from the creviced collar area. The new crack location is approximately 68 inches 
above the bottom of the bolt at the weld connection between the lower portion of the Inconel 600 
rod and the stainless steel type 304 stud portions of the bolt.  

Regardless of the crack location, failed bolts provide the same response: i.e. they will fail to 
unlatch/latch the tee section or hold the 50 ft-lb preload.  

The shroud head bolts are non-nuclea- safety related. There is no safety concern associated with 
a failure of these bolts. There is not a loose parts concern during power operations because a 
failed bolt will be captured in-place. The failure of 1 or 2 bolts is not sufficient to allow differential 
pressure to lift the shroud head during plant operation. Plant specific analysis may be performed 
to justify plant operation with more than 2 failed bolts. While failure of the shroud head bolt(s) is 
not a safety concern, loss of bolt integrity may result in an unnecessary challenge to plant 
equipment; therefore, augmented examination of the LGS Unit 1 shroud head bolting is 
recommended.  

Note that the GE design "replacement" shroud head bolt incorporates modifications to eliminate 
the collar crevice and utilizes a more IGCSS resistant material; augmented examination of any 
replacement shroud head bolts is not required.
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IV. EXAMINATION REQUIREMENTS 

A visual inspection (non-ASME Code), to verify that the bolt tee section is unlatched from the 
shroud lugs before removing the shroud head, should be performed if the pre-BWR/6 shroud 
head bolts have not been UT'd in the past 3 years. This visual verification of shroud head bolt 
unlatching is performed each refuel outage per the reactor pressure vessel disassembly 
procedure. This visual verification is a positive form of functional testing; performed at a higher 
frequency then the UT of the pre-BWR/6 bolts.  

Straight beam ultrasonic examination of all LGS Unit 1 original design (pre-BWR/6) shroud head 
bolts should be performed once each inspection interval (i.e. once in every 10 years). The UT 
procedure utilized shall be capable of Jetecting IGSCC in the given bolt configuration. Ultrasonic 
examinations are conducted with the Eubject bolts in place on the shroud head/separator, 
following removal of the assembly and storage in the equipment storage pool.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

All failed bolts, and bolting evaluated as cracked, shall be considered for replacement with the 
new design replacement bolts.  

If cracked bolts cannot be replaced or if bolt status is indeterminate, an engineering evaluation 
shall be performed to assess safety concerns and potential risk of damage to other plant 
equipment.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

All reports/records associated with the examinations of this augmented program shall be 
prepared/maintained in accordance with ASME Section XI and plant procedures.
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PRO(RAM No. AUG-16 
SIL No. 462 

Shroud Support Access Hole Cover Cracks 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-16) defines the specific examination recommendations 
of General Electric Company (GE) Nuclear Services Information Letter (SIL) No. 462, as 
applicable to LGS Unit 1. This SIL addresses the intergranular stress corrosion cracking (IGSCC) 
of the shroud support access hole covers and the GE recommended actions regarding 
susceptibility/routine examination.  

II. REFERENCES 

GE SIL No. 462, Revision 1, Access Hole Cover Cracking, March 22, 2001.  

Ill. GENERAL 

This Revision 1 to SIL No. 462 supersedes and voids SIL No. 462, SIL No. 462 Supplement 1, 
SIL No. 462 Supplement 2 Revision 1 and SIL No. 462 Supplement 3.  

AHCs are present in GE BWR/3-/6 plants. Current AHC designs can be grouped into four 
categories. These categories of AHC design are listed, generally, from the most to the least 
susceptible configuration for stress corrosion cracking (SCC).  

1. Thin Alloy 600 AHC plates connected to the SSP with a creviced Alloy 82/182 weld.  
2. Full thickness Alloy 600 AHC olates connected to the SSP with a creviced Alloy 82/182 

weld.  
3. AHC arrangements where one Alloy 600 AHC plate is seal welded (no crevice) top 

and bottom with Alloy 182 or 82 weld metal and the other AHC is a "top-hat" configuration 
designed to eliminate the nickel alloy crevices.  

4. AHC repair assemblies that replace the welded AHC with a multi-bolted plate.  

GE Nuclear Energy recommends that owners of GE BWR/3-/6 plants consider the following: 

A. Inspection Methods 

Use inspection methods that are capable of detecting both circumferential and radial crack 
indications in the AHC plate/assembly, connecting weld and adjacent Shroud Support Plate 
(SSP).  

B. Inspection Schedule 

The inspection schedule is a function of the AHC design, plant water chemistry, inspection 
experience and the previous inspection method(s). The recommendations in this SIL 
are applicable to BWRs that maintain their water chemistry in a manner consistent with BWR 
industry guidelines.  

1. The inspection schedule for a plant with an installed AHC bolted repair should be in 
accordance with the AHC repair hardware inspection schedule that was specified at the 
time of the repair.
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Shroud Support Access Hole Cover Cracks, continued 

2. The inspection schedule for a plant with AHC designs as described in categories 1, 2, and 
3 under Discussion should be as follows: 
- For a NWC plant where the previous inspection was top surface VT -1 only and no 

crack indications were found, subsequent inspections, either top surface VT-1 or UT, 
should be performed during a refueling outage within 4 years of the previous 
inspection.  

- For a NWC plant where tl" e previous inspection was UT and no crack indications 
were found, subsequent inspections, either top surface VT -1 or UT, should be 
performed during a refueling outage within 6 years of the previous inspection.  

- For a plant with an effective program of HWC or NobleChem©/HWC, a baseline UT 
inspection should be conducted according to the recommendation for subsequent 
inspections as noted above (dependent on the previous inspection method). Once the 
baseline has been established and no crack indications are found, future top surface 
VT-1 inspections should be conducted every 8 years and future UT inspections 
should be conducted ever/ 12 years. Note that an effective HWC program is 
considered one where hydrogen injection availability is 80% or better at levels 
resulting in ECP<-230 mb-SHE on the upper and lower surfaces of the AHC. In 
those cases where a HWC plant does not strictly meet these criteria, an appropriate 
inspection schedule can be established by performing a plant specific susceptibility 
analysis.  

Note that the inspection frequencio :s above are for the case where no crack indications are 
found. If indications are found, the inspection frequency will depend upon the structural 
analysis results if the AHC is left a 3-is. Recommended action 1 would apply to a subsequently 
repaired AHC.  

C. Inspection Analysis 

Bounding analyses should be performed before the inspection to establish allowable flaw 
sizes to facilitate rapid disposition of identified indications during the outage. If circumferential 
or radial indications are found that exceed the assumptions used in the bounding analyses an 
additional analysis should be performed to verify structural margin. Depending on the extent 
of indications found, particularly in the radial direction, repair contingencies should be 
considered.  

The LGS Unit 1 design includes two (2) access holes in the shroud support plate (group 3, 
above). These were utilized for access to the lower plenum during construction and were 
subsequently closed by welded accesE hole covers. As reported in SIL No. 462, cracking in the 
access hole cover plate attachment weld has been detected in a BWR/4. The cracking occurred 
in the heat affected zone of the creviced Alloy 600 access hole cover plate and is attributed to 
crevice accelerated IGSCC.  

The LGS Unit 1 design has eliminated the creviced Alloy 600 plate configuration on both access 
hole covers. However, unlike Unit 2 the Unit 1 design has not eliminated the crevice in the 180 
high hat AHC at the between the Alloy 600 AHC and the 316L adapter ring.

PROCiRAM No. AUG-16
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Although 316L in itself is considered an IGSCC resistant material, the creviced weld configuration 
adversely affects this design's overall susceptibility to IGSCC. As such, augmented examination is 
recommended.  

IV. EXAMINATION REQUIREMENTS 

The probability of IGSCC occurring in the LGS Unit 1 configuration is considered low and is not 
expected to occur early in plant operation. The AHC design is not conducive to performing UT due 
to the lack of centering lugs for the UT delivery system. Accordingly, LGS will continue to perform 
visual, VT-1, inspections from the top s;urface.  

While GE recommends for BWR's with group 3 AHC's and NobleChem/HWC, augmented visual 
(VT-1) examinations every eight (8) years following a baseline UT, the LGS Unit 1 design permits 
a ten (10) year reinspection frequency without baseline UT. As an alternate LGS may perform a 
visual VT-1 from the top surface every six (6) years in conjunction with the visual EVT-1 of the 
shroud support welds H8 and H9 per Augmented ISI Program No. AUG-25.  

Review of plant water chemistry and/or the incidence of IGSCC in other RPV internal components 
may necessitate a revised frequency of this examination.  

This is an Owner's Augmented Inspection Program. The recommended inspections shall be 
performed at PECO Energy's discretion as access permits.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Examination results generated from this augmented inspection program shall be recorded and 
evaluated in accordance with applicable plant procedures.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

All reports/records associated with the examinations of this augmented program shall be 
prepared/maintained in accordance wi:h ASME Section XI and plant procedures.
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SIL No. 474 

Steam DryE r Drain Channel Cracking 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (,UG-17) defines the specific examination recommendations 
of General Electric Company (GE) Nuclear Services Information Letter (SIL) No. 474, as 
applicable to LGS Unit 1. This SIL reports the occurrence of cracking in the drain channel to 
steam dryer skirt attachment welds and the related GE examination recommendations.  

II. REFERENCES 

A. GE SIL No. 474, Steam Dryer Drain Channel Cracking, October 26, 1988.  

B. PECO Energy memorandum dated 3/7/90, T. A. Shea to distribution, RE: Clarification of the 
ISI Coordination Group's Position on RPV Inservice Inspection Issues.  

III. GENERAL 

The LGS Unit 1 steam dryer is not a nuclear safety related component; its function is to improve 
the quality of the steam before it leaves the reactor vessel. The steam dryer drain channels 
channel water runoff from the dryer beck into the reactor pressure vessel. Cracking has been 
discovered at several BWR/4, 5 and 6 plants in the drain channel to dryer skirt attachment welds, 
both the horizontal and vertical welds. GE analysis indicates that crack initiation was due to high 
cycle fatigue.  

The subject cracking is not a safety ccncern; however, if extreme cracking would occur, steam 
quality could become severely degradad and could potentially damage balance of plant 
components. Failed drain channels could result in loose parts and potentially damage RPV 
internal components. As such, augmented examination is recommended to ensure steam dryer 
reliability.  

IV. EXAMINATION REQUIREMENTS 

Visual (VT-1) examination of the LGS Unit 1 steam dryer drain channel attachment welds is 
recommended every refueling outage.  

Note that the steam dryer has been intluded for routine visual (VT-3) examination in accordance 
with Augmented Inspection Program No. AUG-10. Examinations, as required by this Augmented 
Inspection Program No. AUG-17, represent an increase in both examination sensitivity and 
frequency for select areas of the steam dryer.
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Steam Dryer Drain Channel Cracking, continued 

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Examination results generated from this augmented inspection program shall be recorded and 
evaluated in accordance with applicable plant procedures.  

Any cracking detected shall be evalualed for repair to preclude any further crack growth.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

All reports/records associated with the examinations of this augmented program shall be 
prepared/maintained in accordance with ASME Section Xl and plant procedures.
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RHR Heat Exchanger Pressure Retaining Bolting 

The requirements of this Augmented Inspection Program have been completed.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-19 
Weld Centerline Markings 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-1 9) defines the actions committed to by PECO Energy 
in response to an NRC open item regý.rding LGS Unit 1 weld centerline marking.  

Augmented Inspection Program No. AUG-19 applies to full penetration butt welds within the scope 
of this ISI Program of which ultrasonic examination (UT) is the specified method of examination.  
That is, this program applies to Class 1 and 2 welds selected for ISI UT examination during the 
inspection interval. In addition, any full penetration butt weld, regardless of Class, requiring 
ultrasonic examination by any augmented inspection program (e.g. AUG-01), or welds requiring 
ultrasonic examination as a result of additional samples taken following unacceptable ISI 
examination, shall be subject to this A JG-1 9 program.  

I1. REFERENCES 

CM-2 PECO Energy letter J. S. Kemper to R. W. Starostecki (USNRC) dated August 30, 1984, 
Open Items Report for PECO Energy Limerick Generating Station, Unit 1. (T02666) 

III GENERAL 

During the preservice inspection (PSI) activities on LGS Unit 1, USNRC Region I identified an 
open item regarding the lack of weld centerline marking on some welds subject to PSI ultrasonic 
examination (UT). In response to this item, PECO Energy committed to implement a program 
during the first inservice inspection interval to remedy this situation. Augmented Inspection 
Program No. AUG-1 9 is established tc, provide adequate weld centerline marking of welds 
previously not marked during PSI. Note that many welds have already been marked. Therefore, 
the purpose of this program is to verify whether adequate markings exist and to provide weld 
centerline marking in those cases where markings are lacking.  

IV. AUG-19 PROGRAM 

Prior to performing ultrasonic examination of welds within the scope of this program, the weld 
centerline marking shall be checked and reworked, as needed, in accordance with the following 
requirements: 

The weld crown shall be measured and the dimensions recorded. Reference marks shall be 
permanently stamped or vibro-etched on each side of the weld in the base metal of the 
component outside the examination area. The marks shall be placed in adjacent pairs, nominally 
three inches from the weld centerline in four locations around the circumference, 90 degrees 
apart, and shall be completed before weld preparation. Where three inches of access is not 
available on the base metal because of geometric limitations, the location shall be at the nearest 
practical distance provided that the marks are placed at equal distances from the weld centerline.  

Weld marking shall be performed in accordance with Specification P-305, General Welding 
Requirements for Limerick Generating Station Units 1 and 2, Appendix L.
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V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Not applicable.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

Not applicable.



Specification No. NE-042 
Revision 3 

Appendix B 
Page 67 of 91 

AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-20 
BWRVIP-76 

BWR CORE SHROUD 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-20) describes the inspection program for the core 
shroud welds in LGS Unit 1. This pro(,ram is based on the guidance developed by the BWRVIP in 
response to shroud cracking in multipla plants. Plant-specific evaluations provide additional 
bases for the inspection program.  

REFERENCES 

A. GE SIL No. 572, Core Shroud Cracks, Revision 1, dated October 4,1993.  

B. USNRC Information Notice 93-79, Core Shroud Cracking at Beltline Region Welds in Boiling 
Water Reactors.  

C. GE Nuclear Energy Report No. GE-NE-523-148-1193, BWR Core Shroud Evaluation, dated 
April 1994.  

D. USNRC Generic Letter 94-03, Intergranular Stress Corrosion Cracking of Core Shrouds in 
Boiling Water Reactors, dated July 25, 1994.  

E. CM-8 USNRC SER for Docket Nc. 50-352, Response to Generic Letter 94-03 Limerick 
Generating Station, Unit 1 (TAC N.). M90099), dated March 7, 1995. (T03848) 

F. BWRVIP-01, BWR Core Shroud Inspection and Flaw Evaluation Guideline, Revision 2, EPRI 
Report TR-1 07079, dated October 1996.  

G. BWRVIP-07, Guidelines for Reinspection of BWR Core Shrouds, EPRI Report TR-105747, 
dated February 1996.  

H. BWRVIP-63, Shroud Vertical Weld Inspection and Evaluation Guidelines, EPRI Report TR
113170, dated June 1999.  

I. BWRVIP-76, BWR Core Shroud Inspection and Flaw Evaluation Guideline, EPRI Report TR
114232, dated November 1999.  

Ill. GENERAL 

Shroud cracking detected during 1992 and 1993 in various BWR's led to industry and USNRC 
action. The BWR industry formed the BWR Vessel and Internals Project (BWRVIP) to focus 
industry resources. A series of assessments and evaluations was performed by the industry and 
evaluated by the USNRC. Finally, BWRVIP-01 was issued, which was then approved by the 
USNRC. It addressed baseline inspections of shrouds based on a variety of factors, including 
age, water chemistry, and materials of construction. During this same time, NRC issued GL 94
03, requiring BWR licensees to provide inspection information and assurance that shroud integrity 
was maintained.



1��

Specification No. NE-042 
Revision 3 

Appendix B 
Page 68 of 91 

AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-20 
BWRVIP-76 

BWR CORE SHROUD, continued 

The LGS Unit 1 Core Shroud assembly was fabricated by Sun Ship Company. Figure AUG-20-1 
illustrates the general configuration of the shroud, as well as weld locations within the shroud 
assembly.  

PECO Energy has reviewed the materials, fabrication and operational histories of the LGS Unit 1 
core shroud and has submitted this information to the USNRC in our response to GL 94-03. The 
LGS Unit 1 plant-specific susceptibility factors are summarized below: 

A. The dryer/separator support, top guide support, core support plate rings, are fabricated from 
welded 304L stainless steel, forged ring segments, with carbon contents of • 0.026%. The 
upper, middle and lower shroud shells are fabricated from welded, rolled 304L stainless steel 
plates, with carbon contents • 0.024%. The shroud support cylinder is fabricated from Alloy 
600 (Inconel 600).  

B. Welding of the shroud plates and rings for circumferential welds H1 - H6 was accomplished 
by submerged arc welding using ER308L filler metal. Welding of the bi-metallic weld, H7, was 
accomplished by gas metal arc welding using filler metal 82. Weld residual stress levels 
resulting from these fabrication processes are high.  

C. LGS Unit 1 operated with low reactor coolant ionic content levels during the initial years of 
operation. The initial five year average coolant conductivity for LGS Unit 1 was 0.150 pS/cm, 
which is considerably lower than the average for other U.S. BWRs (where the conductivities 
range from -0.123 pS/cm to 0.717/pS/cm, and average -0.340 pS/cm).  

D. As of August 25, 1994, LGS Unit 1 has operated for 6.4 cumulative years at full power, which 
is below the median for U.S. BWRs (the range is 3.7 years - 17.8 years, with a median of 10.8 
years).  

A safety assessment of the LGS Unit 1 core shroud has been performed in accordance with 
Reference C. The LGS Unit 1 core shroud materials, fabrication and operational factors place it in 
susceptibility Category "B" per BWRVIP-01, Reference F.  

The baseline augmented examinations of the LGS Unit 1 core shroud were performed during the 
first refueling outage after achieving 8 EFPY of operations (1 R06). The scope of the baseline 
examinations was in accordance with BWRVIP-01, Reference F, for susceptibility Category B 
plants except that the Lmin examination method was not used for this baseline. The baseline 
examination attempted to examine 100% of the accessible length of Category B required welds.  
Lmin(s) was calculated prior to the examination as an aid in planning the examination and for the 
purpose of developing flaw acceptance criteria.  

The BWRVIP issued BWRVIP-07, which specified reinspection frequencies for shrouds based on 
the amount of cracking detected during the baseline inspection. This was submitted for NRC 
review and has been the source of much debate between industry and NRC. NRC, in a letter 
issued April 27, 1998, suggested that F3WRVIP add additional conservatism to its reinspection 
frequencies contained in BWRVIP-07.
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BWR CORE SHROUD, continued 

As a result of NRC comments, BWRVJP issued BWRVIP-76, which incorporates and supersedes 
BWRVIP-01, BWRVIP-07 and BWRVIP-63. BWRVIP-76 defines categories of core shrouds and 
identifies inspections, inspection intervals, generic acceptance standards, and evaluation 
procedures for horizontal and vertical welds of repaired and non-repaired core shrouds of all 
categories.  

BWRVIP-76 makes several changes t) earlier BWRVIP documents. These changes incorporate 
generic approaches and provide a unilied and NRC-accepted approach for ensuring the integrity 
of core shrouds. These changes include the following.  
A. Increasing the inspection sam )1e to 100% of accessible regions.  
B. Eliminating the distinction between baseline and subsequent inspection requirements.  
C. Providing procedures to deteri nine inspection intervals.  
D. Condensing and simplifying th 3 inspection strategies and evaluation procedures for 

horizontal and vertical welds ini repaired and non-repaired core shrouds.  

Reexamination scope and frequency for the LGS Unit 1 core shroud shall be in accordance with 

BWRVIP-76.  

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

LGS Unit 1 shroud welds shall be inspected consistent with BWRVIP-76. A baseline inspection of 
the LGS Unit 1 Core Shroud was performed during 1R06 in accordance with BWRVIP-07 
requirements for a Category B Plant. Volumetric examinations of weld H3, H4, H5 and H7 were 
performed on 100% of the accessible length. Repairs were not required and the shroud remains 
classified as Category B. BWRVIP-76 does not require the inspection of vertical core shroud 
welds of Category B shrouds.  

In performing the inspection of the hoizontal core shroud welds, the preferred inspection method 
is UT volumetric inspection or a two-sided surface inspection as identified and approved in 
BWRVIP-03, or both. BWRVIP-76 contains generic acceptance standards in Figure 2-2. In the 
event that these acceptance standards cannot be met, a weld- or plant-specific evaluation 
procedure may be used. The bases for the generic acceptance standards and inspection intervals 
are presented in BWRVIP-76, Appendix C, and the plant-specific evaluation procedure in 
presented in Appendix D.  

100% of the accessible regions of welds H3, H4, H5, and H7 are to be inspected. If more than 
50% of the length of a weld is inspected, and the observed cracking is less than 10% of the 
inspected length, then the weld is acceptable for continued service. BWRVIP-76 defines the 
inspection interval as a function of the amount of cracking observed and the stress values for core 
shroud faulted loading conditions. If less than 50% of the length of a weld is inspected, and the 
observed cracking is less than 10% of the inspected length, then a plant-specific evaluation must 
be performed per Appendix D. If the observed cracking of any weld is greater than 10%, then the 
core shroud is re-classified as Category C, and the inspection requirements of that category, as 
identified in BWRVIP -76, apply.  

BWRVIP-76, Table 2-1, determines examination frequency, whether six or ten years, or as 
determined by plant-specific analysis, as a function of the percentage of observed cracking and of 
the stress value of the faulted loading condition.
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BWRVIP-76 

BWR CORE SHROUD, continued 

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

The core shroud is a core support component. Therefore, it is to be inspected and evaluated in 
accordance with Section XI. The BWRVIP program has replaced Code-required VT-3 visual 
examination with more stringent examination requirements that meet and exceed Code 
requirements. All shroud inspection results shall be recorded and evaluated as are Code-required 
examinations. Additional evaluation criteria developed by the BWRVIP using Code margins is 
documented in BWRVIP-01 and shall oe considered in flaw evaluation.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

All reports and records shall be prepaled and maintained in accordance with the 1989 Edition of 
Section XI, Specification NE-042, and plant procedures. LGS and BWRVIP have committed to 
supply inspection, evaluation and repair results to NRC and to EPRI. These results will be 
forwarded to NRC as part the Code-required submittal of ISI data. The data will also be provided 
to the EPRI Project Manager for BWRVIP activities.
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FIGURE AUG-20-1 
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PROGRAM No. AUG-21 
BWRVIP-26 

BWR Top Guide 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (jUG-21) applies to the top guide in LGS Unit 1. The top 
guide is designed to provide lateral support for the fuel assemblies; thus, it is part of the core 
support structure. It is designated as a safety-related component and classified in accordance 
with ASME Section Xl. This program i,,; based on BWRVIP-26 recommendations for the BWR/4,5 
with Aligner Pin Assemblies plus Wed jes configuration and provides appropriate inspection 
requirements to assure safety function integrity of the top guide. Thus it may be used to satisfy 
ASME Section XI requirements.  

II. REFERENCES 

A. GE SIL No. 554, Top Guide Cracking, April 6, 1993.  

B. GE RICSIL No. 059, Top Guide Crack Indications, May 31, 1991.  

C GE SIL No. 588, Revision 1, Top Guide and Core Plate Cracking, May 18, 1995.  

D. BWRVIP-06, Safety Assessment of BWR Reactor Internals, October 1995.  

E. BWRVIP-26, BWR Top Guide Inspection and Flaw Evaluation Guidelines, EPRI Report TR
107285, dated December 1996.  

Ill. GENERAL 

As reported in RICSIL No. 059, cracking was identified in the top guide of a GE BWR/2 reactor.  
The cracking was found at the bottom of an non-notched area of the 304 SS top guide egg crate 
structure. Because of its proximity to fi iel assemblies, the lower portion of the top guide beams is 
exposed to significant amounts of irradiation. This increases susceptibility to irradiation assisted 
stress corrosion cracking (IASCC).  

Top guide cracking in the LGS Unit 1 configuration, should it occur, is not expected to occur early 
in plant operation. In accordance with the recommendations of SIL-554, visual examination (VT-1) 
was performed starting with the plant's eighth year of operation or LGS Unit 1's Fifth Refueling 
Outage (1 R05). VT-1 visual examination was performed on a sample of grid locations where fuel 
and blade guides were removed. No cracking was detected on the top guide. In accordance with 
the recommendations of the SIL, had cracking been detected, then additional ultrasonic 
examination would be performed of top guide beam intersections in locations of the highest 
fluence.  

Subsequent to the publication of SIL-554, however, BWRVIP-06 made the determination that no 
safety consequences would result from the failure of the top guide beams. Even multiple failures 
would not prevent control rod insertion. BWRVIP-06 did not recommend examination of the top 
guide.
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BWR Top Guide, continued 

The BWRVIP-26 guideline recommends inspection of three locations applicable to LGS Unit 1.  
Two locations are the aligner pins and sockets (locations 2 and 3 in BWRVIP-26) in the top guide 
and shroud. However, these examinetions are not necessary for plants that have wedges 
installed that can carry the lateral load in the event the aligner pins fail. LGS has such wedges.  
Thus, there are no required inspections for the LGS Unit 1 aligner pins and sockets.  

The third location is the hold-down assemblies, i.e., the C-clamps (location 9). Examination of the 
C-clamps is required only for those pie nts whose vertical loads exceed the top guide weight. This 
calculation has not been performed at LGS. Therefore, as a conservative measure, LGS will 
perform the visual examinations recommended by BWRVIP-26.  

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

BWRVIP-26, for locations 2 and 3, requires no examination of the aligner assemblies, as the 
aligner hardware is redundant to the wedges between the top guide and the shroud.  

BWRVIP-26, for location 9, requires a VT-3 visual examination of each C-clamp assembly. There 
is no concern for failure of the C-clamps. However, the welds that attach the clamps to the top 
guide are creviced, and could crack, possibly resulting in loss of C-clamp function. There could be 
safety consequences for plants where the top guide could lift under accident conditions.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Examinations results shall be documented and evaluated in the same manner as Code-required 
examinations. Flaw evaluations shall be performed using IWB-3000 of the 1989 Edition of Section 
Xl and the guidance set forth in Section 4 of BWRVIP-26.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

LGS and BWRVIP have committed to supply inspection, evaluation and repair results to the 
USNRC and to EPRI. Therefore, if examinations are performed on the top guide, all reports and 
records shall be prepared and maintained per the 1989 Edition of ASME Section XI, Specification 
NE-042, and plant procedures. These i'esults will be forwarded to NRC as an attachment to the 
Code-required submittal of ISI data. Tle data will also be provided to the EPRI Project Manager 
for BWRVIP activities.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-22 
USNRC IE Bulletin Nos. 95-02 and 96-03 

RHR and CS Suction Strainers 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (jAUG-22) defines the recommended inspection requirements 
for compliance with the commitments "nade in response to USNRC IE Bulletin 95-02 and IE 
Bulletin 96-03, applicable to LGS Unit 1 Residual Heat Removal and Core Spray System suction 
strainers.  

REFERENCES 

A. CM-9 USNRC IE Bulletin No. 95-02, Unexpected Clogging of a Residual Heat Removal 
(RHR) Pump Suction Strainer While Operating in Suppression Pool Cooling Mode. (T03645) 

B. USNRC IE Bulletin No. 96-03, Pot 3ntial Plugging of Emergency Core Cooling Suction 
Strainers by Debris in Boiling Water Reactors.  

C. PECO ENERGY letter of Nov. 1, 1996, G. A. Hunger to U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission.  

D. PECO ENERGY letter of Apr. 3, 1997, G. A. Hunger to U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission.  

E. PECO ENERGY letter of Oct. 6, 1997, G. A. Hunger to U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission.  

Ill. GENERAL 

PECO ENERGY committed to include the Residual Heat Removal and Core Spray system suction 
strainers in the ISI program in response to IE Bulletin 96-03. The concern of IE Bulletin 96-03 and 
PECO Energy's response was to ensu.,e that the Residual Heat Removal and Core Spray 
systems remain operable and ready for use in case of a large break DBA. The suction strainers 
on these systems are located in the suppression pool and are normally inaccessible. They were 
replaced with strainers sized to accept the maximum credible amount of fibrous insulation which 
could be damaged and blown/washed into the suppression pool without compromising the 
NPSHA of the system pumps. Periodic inspection of the strainers will ensure that the strainers are 
neither physically degraded nor partially clogged with debris from normal plant operation.  

In addition, in response to I.E. Bulletin .45-02, PECO Energy committed to a program for 
monitoring sludge accumulation on the suppression pool floor. Examinations of the suppression 
pool floor will be conducted during the two refueling cycles associated with LGS replacement 
strainer installations, after which time the sludge accumulation rate will be determined. If the 
amount of sludge material discovered during these inspections does not exceed the design basis 
assumptions for the strainers (i.e. 100 lbs/year), the inspection interval will be increased to every 
other refueling outage. Any changes in the inspection frequency will be appropriately evaluated to 
ensure there is no adverse impact on plant operations.
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AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-22 
USNRC IE Bulletin Nos. 95-02 and 96-03 
RHR and CS Suction Strainers, continued 

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

The specific details of the inspection program to be implemented are not provided in the letter to 
the USNRC. However, the intent of the commitment was to provide assurance that the strainers 
are structurally sound, and not partially clogged or physically degrading. Visual inspections are 
adequate to provide this assurance. The condition of each individual strainer is representative of 
the others, since they all experience the same demineralized water environment and are made of 
the same corrosion resistant material. Indications of degradation or clogging shall be evaluated by 
Engineering. Evidence of clogging would be coverage of more than 1% of the strainer open area 
by anything more than a light coating of loose material. All (100%) of the strainer assemblies shall 
be inspected during each interval for general structural condition, and one strainer module 
(screen) in each system inspected for debris during every other refueling outage.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Examination results generated from this augmented inspection program shall be recorded and 
evaluated in accordance with applicabje plant procedures and the 1980W81 Section XI 
requirements 

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

All reports/records associated with the examinations of this augmented program shall be prepared 
and maintained in accordance with ASME Section XI and plant procedures.
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AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-23 
BWRVIP-25 

EWR Core Plate 

1. SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-23) applies to the core plate in LGS Unit 1. The core 
plate is designed to provide lateral support for the fuel assemblies, control rod guide tubes, and in
core instrumentation. It also provides tertical support for the peripheral fuel assemblies; thus, it is 
part of the core support structure. It is designated as a safety-related component and classified in 
accordance with ASME Section XI. Th-is program is based on BWRVIP-25 recommendations for 
the BWR/4 Type I without wedges cor figuration and provides appropriate inspection requirements 
to assure safety function integrity of the core plate. Thus it may be used to satisfy ASME Section 
XI requirements.  

I1. REFERENCES 

A. GE SIL 558, Rev. 1, Top Guide arid Core Plate Cracking, dated May 18, 1995.  

B. BWRVIP-25, BWR Core Plate Inspection and Flaw Evaluation Guidelines, EPRI Report TR
dated December 1996.  

Ill. GENERAL 

The BWRVIP-25 guideline recommends examination of one location applicable to LGS Unit 1.  
This is of the core plate rim hold-dowr bolts. There are 34 rim hold-down bolts in each unit at 
LGS.  

Examination of the rim hold-down bolts is not necessary for plants with wedges that can carry the 
lateral load in the event the bolts fail. _GS does not have such wedges. However, should wedges 
be installed, either alone or as part of a shroud repair, if ever implemented, this bolt examination 
could be eliminated.  

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

There are two examination options in BWRVIP-25. The first option is a UT volumetric 
examination of the rim hold-down bolts; performed from the top of the bolts. The second option is 
to perform an EVT-1 visual examination, as defined in BWRVIP-25, from below the core plate.  
The visual examination would involve dismantling RPV internals in some manner to gain access.  
For both techniques, the initial sample size is 50% (17) rim hold-down bolts. Should cracking be 
detected, the sample size should be ir creased to 100%.  

The BWRVIP-25 document does not have specific reinspection criteria nor a requirement to 
examine the second 50%, except when cracking is detected in the initial baseline. Rather, it 
states: "..a reinspection schedule should be developed, based on plant-specific analyses that 
consider plant geometry, number of bolts, loading conditions and inspection experience. Note 
that good inspection results combined with good operating experience of BWR bolts and the 
degree of redundancy of the hold-down bolts may justify elimination of any reinspection."
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AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-23 
BWRVIP-25 

BWR C;ore Plate, continued 

It should be noted that the preferred irspection method at LGS is the UT. However, the UT 
technique has not yet been developed and qualified by the BWRVIP. Further, as shown at ISI 
Figure BN-7-3, a keeper is installed over each nut that precludes access for a UT examination.  
Therefore, UT examination of the hold-down bolts is not a viable option at LGS.  

The alternative examination method is visual examination. However, the risks associated with 
dismantling RPV components to perform such a visual examination of the bolts from below the 
core plate, as recommended by BWRVIP-25, are not warranted. This is especially true since 
there is no evidence to date of a problem within the BWR industry. Therefore, visual examination 
of the bolting from below the core plate is not planned.  

If examinations are conducted, then they will be performed using the EVT-1 examination method 
on the accessible portion of the top of the bolts. These examinations are at LGS' discretion.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Examination results shall be documented and evaluated in the same manner as Code-required 
examinations. Flaw evaluations should be performed using the guidance set forth in Section 4 of 
BWRVIP-25, and IWB-3000 of the 1989 Edition of Section XI.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

LGS and BWRVIP have committed to supply inspection, evaluation, and repair results to the 
USNRC and to EPRI. Therefore, all reports and records shall be prepared and maintained per 
the 1989 Edition of Section XI, Specification NE-042, and plant procedures. These results will be 
forwarded to NRC as an attachment to the Code-required submittal of ISI data. The data will also 
be provided to the EPRI Project Manager for BWRVIP activities.
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AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-24 
BWRVIP-27 

BWR Standby Liquid Control System 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-24) applies to the N10 penetration in the LGS Unit 1 
reactor vessel bottom head.  

II. REFERENCES 

A. BWRVIP-27, BWR Standby Liquid Control System Core Plate AP Inspection and Flaw 
Evaluation Guidelines, EPRI Report TR-1 07286, dated April 1997.  

B. ASME Boiler and Pressure Vesse, Code, Section XI, 1989 Edition, no Addenda.  

Ill. GENERAL 

The successful function of the standby' liquid control (SLC) system is important to achieve reactor 
shutdown. The SLC system would fun,,tion adequately when initiated, so long as boron is injected 
into the RPV. The focus of BWRVIP-27 is on the region where the AP/SLC nozzle penetrates the 
bottom head. However, at LGS, boron is not injected through the AP/SLC nozzle, N10, but 
through the two core spray nozzles, N5A and N5B. Thus, the recommendations of BWRVIP-27 
are not applicable.  

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

The guidelines for core spray internal piping and spargers, Augmented Inspection Program No.  
AUG-03 (BWRVIP-1 8) shall be followed.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

The guidelines for core spray internal piping and spargers, Augmented Inspection Program No.  
AUG-03 (BWRVIP-1 8) shall be followed.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

The guidelines for core spray internal piping and spargers, Augmented Inspection Program No.  
AUG-03 (BWRVIP-18) shall be followEd.
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AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-25 
BWRVIP-38 

ShroLd Support Structure 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-25) applies to the shroud support structure in LGS Unit 
1. The shroud support structure consi,';ts of the shroud support plate, shroud support cylinder and 
14 support legs. The support plate and legs are also integrally welded to the RPV. The shroud 
support structure is designed to provic e lateral support for the core. It also provides vertical 
support for the peripheral fuel assemblies; thus, it is part of the core support structure. It is 
designated as a safety-related componient and classified in accordance with ASME Section XI.  
This program is based on BWRVIP-3E;. It provides appropriate inspection requirements to assure 
safety function integrity of the shroud support structure. It may be used to satisfy ASME Section XI 
requirements.  

II. REFERENCES 

A. BWRVIP-38, BWR Shroud Support Inspection and Flaw Evaluation Guideline, EPRI Report 
TR-108823, dated September 19E97.  

Ill. GENERAL 

The shroud support plate is inspected per ASME Section XI, Examination Category B-N-2, Item 
No. B13.40. ASME Section XI requires. a VT-3 visual examination of accessible surfaces once 
every 10 years. The requirements of BWRVIP-38 also specify an inspection of the shroud support 
plate to shroud support cylinder weld, H8, and the shroud support plate to reactor pressure vessel 
pad weld, H9, using either UT volumetric examination from either the RPV outside surface or the 
annulus, EVT-1 visual examination from the annulus, or ET eddy current examination from the 
annulus. Operating loads and flaw tolerances, as described in Section 5 of BWRVIP-38 dictate 
the amount of inspection. Examinations conducted prior to the issuance of the BWRVIP guideline 
can be credited toward the baseline, if they meet the criteria set forth in BWRVIP-38.  

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

Using Table 5-1 of BWRVIP-38, the load multiplier for LGS Unit 1 is 1.40. Using this value, and 
Figure 5-1 for weld H8 and Figure 5-2 for weld H9, the amount of inspection required for each Unit 
1 weld is 10% of the circumferential leigth. The inspection method to be employed is EVT-1.  
The reinspection frequency is 6 years. While these examinations are intended to be in addition to 
the VT-3 of 100% of the accessible portions of the shroud support plate over the second ten-year 
interval a review of the accessibility of the shroud support structure shows that the EVT-1 
examinations of welds H8 and H9 in the area between the access holes and the jet pumps at 00 
and 1800 RPV azimuth constitutes essentially 100 of the accessible surfaces. Accordingly, the 
BWRVIP-38 examinations, which use a more sensitive NDE method and are at an higher 
inspection frequency, may be used to satisfy ASME Section XI requirements.
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AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PRO13RAM No. AUG-25 
BWRVIP-38 

Shroud Support Structure, continued 

The BWRVIP-38 inspections are focu,;ed on the top portion of the shroud support structure. This 
is acceptable based on the conservative assumptions regarding cracking in the shroud support 
structure including the support legs in the lower plenum. Although the shroud support structure 
exhibits a very large flaw tolerance, EVT-1 will not be able to detect cracking on the far side of 
welds H8 and H9. Assuming a boundinig crack growth rate of 5x1 0- inches/hour the reinspection 
frequency has been set to a maximum of six years for EVT-1. In the event that flaws are detected 
the sample expansion criteria of BWR JIP-38 shall be used. The extent to which inspections are to 
be performed in the lower plenum for the far side of welds H8, H9 and the support legs depends 
on the extent of flaws detected in the near side of welds H8 and H9 and any plant specific analysis 
required to justify continued plant operation.  

Flaw evaluations of H8 and H9 should be performed using guidance from Section 5 and Appendix 
A of BWRVIP-38. Additionally, H9 flaw evaluations must satisfy IWB-3000 of the 1989 Edition of 
Section Xl for at least the portion of th, weld that is part of the Class 1 boundary.  

BWRVIP-38 specifies that, if flaws are detected, an effective flaw length is to be determined and 
compared to the flaw tolerance value (i.e. 1%) for the weld in question, using Section 5. If flaw 
tolerances are satisfied, then the inspection is complete. If flaw tolerance is not satisfied, then the 
examination scope expansion should continue until the flaw tolerance criteria are satisfied. If flaw 
tolerance criteria are not satisfied, then a plant-specific evaluation must be performed. Section XI, 
IWB-3000, must be used in the flaw evaluation until NRC has approved use of BWRVIP-38 for 
use in lieu of the Code.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Examination results shall be documented and evaluated as Code-required examinations. H9 is a 
weld to the Class 1 pressure boundary and H8 is an integral weld of the welded core support 
structure.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

All reports and records shall be prepared and maintained per the 1989 Edition of Section XI, 
Specification NE-042, and plant procedures. LGS and the BWRVIP have committed to supply 
inspection, evaluation, and repair resu ts to the USNRC and to EPRI. These results will be 
forwarded to the USNRC as part the Code-required submittal of ISI data. The data will also be 
provided to the EPRI Project Manager for BWRVIP activities.
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AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PRO 3RAM No. AUG-26 
BWRVIP-42 

Low Pressure Coolant Injection Coupling 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-26) applies to the low pressure coolant injection (LPCI) 
couplings in LGS Unit 1.  

II. REFERENCES 

A. BWRVIP-42, LPCI Coupling Inspection and Flaw Evaluation Guidelines, EPRI Report TR
108726, dated December 1997.  

B. ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code, Section XI, 1989 Edition, no Addenda.  

II1. GENERAL 

BWRVIP-42 recommends that a visual examination of critical locations of each LPCI coupling be 
performed to address the possibility of cracking over the long term. These locations are classified 
as high priority, low priority or no inspection locations.  

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

BWRVIP-42, Table 3-1, identifies the welds and items to be examined, the safety/inspection 
priority and the examination frequencies. The examination method is determined based on the 
safety/inspection priority. At least one third of all high priority locations shall be examined within 
four (4) years (2R) of the baseline inspection with 100% of the high priority locations inspected 
within 12 years (6R). 100% of the low priority locations shall be inspected within 12 years (6R) of 
the baseline inspection 

If no flaw indications are detected during the re-inspection then the re-inspection is complete. If 
flaws are detected during the re-inspection then scope expansion and/or flaw evaluations shall be 
performed in accordance with BWRVIP-42 requirements.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Examination results generated from this augmented inspection program shall be documented and 
evaluated in the same manner as Code-required examinations. Chapter 5 of BWRVIP-42 may be 
considered for use in evaluations to determine structural and pressure boundary integrity of 
observed flaws.



T_

Specification No. NE-042 
Revision 3 

Appendix B 
Page 82 of 91 

AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-26 
BWRVIP-42 

Low Pressure Coolant Injection Coupling, continued 

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

There are no Code-required reporting requirements for the visual examinations. However, LGS 
and the BWRVIP have committed to supply inspection, evaluation, and repair results to the 
USNRC and to EPRI. Therefore all reports and records shall be prepared and maintained per the 
1989 Edition of Section XI, Specification NE-042, and plant procedures. These results will be 
forwarded to the USNRC as an attach nent to the Code-required submittal of ISI data. The data 
will also be provided to the EPRI Project Manager for BWRVIP activities.
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AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGCRAM No. AUG-27 
BWRVIP-47 

i-ower Plenum 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-27) applies to the lower plenum region in LGS Unit 1.  

I1. REFERENCES 

A. BWRVIP-47, BWR Lower Plenum Inspection and Flaw Evaluation Guidelines, EPRI Report 
TR-108727, dated December 1997.  

Ill. GENERAL 

The BWRVIP-47 guideline documents the evaluation of all the lower plenum safety-related 
components. The evaluation includes the control rod drive (CRD) housings and stub tubes, 
control rod guide tubes, orificed fuel supports, in-core housing, guide tube, and dry tubes 
assemblies. BWRVIP-47 recommends a sample inspection of the three welded locations on the 
control rod guide tubes and guide tube/fuel support alignment pin-to-core plate weld, and the pin, 
itself. All other locations are either adequately addressed with Code pressure tests or do not 
warrant inspection.  

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

A 10% sample of the CRD guide tube sleeve-to-alignment lug welds (CRGT-1) population is to be 
examined within 12 years (6R), with 51/o (1/2 of the sample) to be examined within 6 years (3R).  
The examination technique is VT-3 visual examination. Alternatively, if the activity of 
reinstalling/realigning the orificed fuel !;upport verifies the pin and lug integrity, then the inspection 
is not required. This may be the prefe'red option, since the examination of the other two (2) CRD 
guide tube locations will require removal and reinstallation of the fuel support and involves the 
same sample size.  

The CRD guide tube body-to-sleeve weld (CRGT-2) and CRD guide tube base-to body weld 
(CRGT-3) also require a 10% sample of the guide tube population, with 5% (1/2 of the sample) to 
be examined within six years. The examination technique is EVT-1 visual examination.  

The guide tube and fuel support alignment pin-to-core plate weld and the pin, itself (FS/GT
ARPIN-1), are to be examined using the same sample criteria. A 10% sample of the population is 
to be examined within 12 years (6R), with 5% (1/2 of the sample) to be examined within 6 years 
(3R). The examination technique is VT-3 visual examination. As is the case with CRGT-1, 
verification of the pin and lug integrity as part of the reinstallation of the orificed fuel support is an 
acceptable alternative to the VT-3 visual examination.
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AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-27 
BWRVIP-47 

Lower Plenum, continued 

The scope expansion criteria are the Fame for each inspection location. They are: 

A. If one or more flaws are found, similar locations in an additional 5% of the total population of 
guide tubes or pins must be examined. These additional inspection locations must be from 
the immediately surrounding area of the flawed component and must be previously 
unexamined.  

B. If flaws are found during the additional examinations defined in A above, then the expansion 
criteria given in A is repeated until no new flaws are found.  

There are no reinspection criteria at this time. BWRVIP-47 states that "Baseline inspection 
results will be reviewed by the BWRVIP and, if deemed necessary, reinspection 
recommendations will be developed later." 

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Examination results should be documented and evaluated in the same manner as Code-required 
examinations. Flaw evaluations should be performed using acceptable methodology. The 
guidance set forth in IWB-3000 of the 1989 Edition of Section X1 is acceptable.  

Vl. REPORTS/RECORDS 

There are no Code reporting requirements. However, LGS and BWRVIP have committed to 
supply inspection, evaluation, and repair results to NRC and to EPRI. Therefore all reports and 
records shall be prepared and maintained per the 1989 Edition of Section XI, Specification NE
042, and plant procedures. These resalts will be forwarded to NRC with the Code-required 
submittal of ISI data. The data will als3 be provided to the EPRI Project Manager for BWRVIP 
activities.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-28 
BWRVIP-48 

Vessel ID Attachment Weld 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-28) applies to the reactor pressure vessel (RPV) 
internal (ID) attachment welds in LGS Unit 1.  

II. REFERENCES 

A. BWRVIP-48: BWR Vessel ID Attachment Weld Inspection and Flaw Evaluation Guidelines, 
EPRI Report TR-1 08724, dated February 1998.  

Ill. GENERAL 

The BWRVIP-48 guideline documents the evaluation of all the reactor vessel ID attachments.  
The result of the evaluation is that mos;t attachments require no additional inspections beyond 
those required by Section Xl. BWRVIII-48 does recommend more sensitive visual examinations 
of four (4) sets of attachments. These are the attachments for the jet pump riser braces, the core 
spray piping brackets, the feedwater b'ackets, and the steam dryer support brackets. The 
feedwater brackets and the steam dryer support brackets are subject to examination only if they 
are attached with a furnace-sensitized stainless steel, which is susceptible to IGSCC.  

The more sensitive visual examination is a modified VT-1 (MVT-1). Because it is a more sensitive 
examination, performance of MVT-1 meets the requirements of Section XI and will be so applied 
at LGS, i.e., performance of the single MVT-1 visual examination will be applied to both Section Xl 
and BWRVIP examination requirements. Ultrasonic inspections are recommended for all 
indications of suspected flaws to determine if the flaw has propagated into the RPV base metal.  

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

A. Jet Pump Riser Brace Brackets 

BWRVIP-48 recommends that jet purr p riser brace pad welds and heat-affected zones (HAZ) be 
examined within 12 years (6R), with 50% of the welds to be examined within the next 6 years 
(3R). This coincides with the inspection frequency of the jet pump riser brace weld to weld pad 
described in BWRVIP-41 and AUG-04. The examination method to be used is MVT-1 visual 
examination.  

Performing the examinations over 12 years, instead of the Code ten-year interval, would require 
relief request approval by the NRC. Therefore, these examinations at LGS will be planned and 
scheduled in accordance with BWRVIP recommendations during the second ten-year interval in 
accordance with Section XI. If the NRC approves BWRVIP-48 and allows the 12 year interval as 
an alternative to Section XI, then this augmented inspection program may be revised at that time.
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AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-28 
BWRVIP-48 

Vessel ID Attachment Weld, continued 

Reinspection guidance for the jet pump riser braces weld pads is beyond the scope of this 
augmented inspection program. The Code presently requires reinspection each ten-year interval.  
BWRVIP recommends a 25% sample during each subsequent 6 year (3R) cycle following the 
initial 12 year term. Either way, the re nspection will not occur during the second ten-year interval, 
so will be addressed in the next update of the ISI program, i.e., for the third inspection interval.  

B. Core Spray Piping Brackets 

BWRVIP-48 requires a baseline of the primary and supplemental bracket weld pads and weld 
HAZ during the next outage, which is 1he first outage of implementing these criteria. The 
examination method specified is MVT..1 visual examination. As discussed above, this satisfies 
Section XI, regarding examination method.  

The BWRVIP-48 reinspection frequency is 100% every four refueling cycles (4R). These 
reinspections may be scheduled with ;ore spray examinations of AUG-03. Section XI requires 
reinspection once each ten-year interval and allows the examinations to be spread over time or to 
be deferred to the end of the interval. Therefore, meeting the BWRVIP-48 criteria will exceed the 
reinspection requirements of Section XI.  

C. Feedwater Brackets 

BWRVIP-48 specifies that the feedwa~er bracket weld pads and weld HAZ be examined at the 
frequency required by Section XI, i.e., once every 10 years, (5R). However, BWRVIP-48 requires 
that the examination be performed using the more sensitive MVT-1 visual examination in lieu of 
the VT-1 visual examination of Section XI. This is due to the potential for IGSCC.  

Reinspection frequency is that of Section XI, i.e., once per 10 years.  

D. Steam Dryer Support Brackets 

BWRVIP-48 specifies that the steam dryer support bracket welds and HAZ be examined at the 
frequency required by Section XI, i.e., once per 10 years. However, BWRVIP-48 requires that the 
examination be performed using the more sensitive MVT-1 visual examination in lieu of the VT-1 
visual examination of Section XI. This is due to the potential for IGSCC.  

Reinspection frequency is that of Section XI, i.e., once per 10 years.  

E. Scope Expansion Criteria 

The scope expansion criteria of BWRVIP-48 requires the examination of all remaining locations of 
the same type, e.g., core spray bracket attachment welds and associated HAZ, during the same 
outage, unless the flaw can be correlated to a specific event that would not affect other locations.  
Use of this criteria will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis and, if employed, will require relief 
request approval by NRC. Otherwise, the standard scope expansion criteria of Section XI, IWB
2430, will be used.
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AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-28 
BWRVIP-48 

Vessel ID Atachment Weld, continued 

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Examination results shall be documented and evaluated in the same manner as Code-required 
examinations. Flaw evaluations shall be performed using IWB-3000 of the 1989 Edition of Section 
Xl. Alternative methodology may be used with NRC approval.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

Each of the locations described in this augmented inspection program is required to be examined 
in accordance with Section XI. The examination results will be recorded and maintained 
according to the rules of 1989 Edition of Section XI, Specification NE-042, and plant procedures.  
The results will be supplied to NRC as part of the Code-required ISI data submittal. Additionally, 
LGS and BWRVIP have committed to supply inspection, evaluation, and repair results to EPRI.  
Therefore, these results will be forwarded to the EPRI Project Manager for BWRVIP activities.
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AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-29 
BWRVIP-49 

Instrument Penetrations 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-29) applies to reactor pressure vessel (RPV) 
instrument penetrations in LGS Unit 1.  

II. REFERENCES 

A. BWRVIP-49: Instrument Penetrations Inspection and Flaw Evaluation Guidelines, EPRI 
Report TR-1 08695, dated March 1998.  

B. ASME Boiler and Pressure Vesse Code, Section XI, 1989 Edition, no Addenda.  

II1. GENERAL 

The BWRVIP-49 demonstrated that there are no safety concerns associated with degradation of 
RPV instrument penetrations. The BVIRVIP determined that these penetrations, specifically, the 
HAZ associated with each penetration was susceptible to stress corrosion cracking (SSC).  
However, in evaluating the consequences of this potential cracking at an instrument penetration, 
the BWRVIP concluded that the failurE, of a single penetration would not affect the ability of the 
plant to achieve safe shutdown.  

LGS is already required by Section XI to perform an examination of the RPV instrument 
penetrations of concern by means of a VT-2 visual examination. A primary pressure boundary 
leak test is performed during each refueling outage. Thus, the instrument penetrations are 
effectively inspected for leakage after each refueling cycle. Cracking of any instrument penetration 
is not detected until there is a leak that is need of correction. Section XI provides the means to 
detect, evaluate, and correct leaks. Therefore, the BWRVIP has determined that additional 
inspection of these instrument penetrations is not required.  

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

Visual examination of RPV instrument penetrations shall be performed in accordance with the 
1989 Edition of Section XI, Specification NE-042, and plant procedures. These examinations meet 
or exceed the requirements of BWRVIP-49. There are no additional examinations required by 
BWRVIP-49.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Examination results shall be documented and evaluated in the same manner as Code-required 
examinations. Flaw evaluations shall be performed in accordance with IWB-3000 of the 1989 
Edition of Section XI. These penetrations are within the Class 1 boundary.
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AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-29 
BWRVIP-49 

Instrument Penetrations, continued 

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

There are no examinations that are required by the BWRVIP. However, there are Code-required 
reporting requirements that are assoc ated with the Code-required VT-2 visual examination.  
Therefore, all reports and records shall be prepared and maintained per the 1989 Edition of 
Section XI, Specification NE-042, and plant procedures. These results will be forwarded to NRC 
as part of the Code-required submittal of ISI data.
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AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-30 
BWRVIP-05 

Reactor Pressure Vessel Shell Weld 

SCOPE 

This augmented inspection program (AUG-30) addresses the specific steps taken by LGS Unit 1 
to satisfy the NRC augmented examination requirements mandated by the Code of Federal 
Regulations, Title 10, Part 50, paragraph 50.55a(g)(6)(ii)(A), including alternatives agreed to by 
the USNRC and PECO Energy.  

II. REFERENCES 

A. BWRVIP-05: BWR Reactor Pressure Vessel Shell Weld Inspection Recommendations, 

dated March 1998.  

B. ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessei Code, Section XI, 1986 Edition, no Addenda.  

C. ASME Boiler and Pressure Vesse! Code, Section XI, 1989 Edition, no Addenda.  

D. NRC Information Notice 97-63, Status of NRC Staff's Review of BWRVIP-05, Revision 0, 
dated August 7, 1997, and Revision 1, dated May 17, 1998.  

E. Relief Request No. RR-01, Rev. 2, Table IWB-2500-1, Pressure-Retaining Welds in Reactor 
Vessel.  

Ill. GENERAL 

The Section XI ISI Program requirements for LGS Unit 1 for the first inspection interval were those 
of the 1986 Edition. The Code required examination of all circumferential and all longitudinal 
reactor pressure vessel (RPV) shell welds during the first inspection interval. A rule change to 
1 OCFR50.55a regulation, in 1992, required examination of all RPV shell welds by the end of the 
inspection interval in effect at the time the regulation was promulgated. This rule became 
effective during the first ten-year ISI interval for LGS Unit 1. Accordingly, LGS Unit 1 was required 
to satisfy this rule by the end of the first inspection interval or to propose an alternative 
examination program for NRC approval. The rule required examination of "essentially 100%" of all 
vessel shell welds by the end of the first inspection interval.  

Subsequent to the issuance of the regulation, technical bases provided by the BWRVIP, and NRC 
reviews of those bases, led the NRC to allow deferral of the circumferential weld inspections 
required by 1OCFR50.55a(g)(6)(ii)(A). In September 1995, the BWRVIP submitted a set of 
recommendations for RPV shell weld examinations to the NRC. These recommendations, 
contained in report BWRVIP-05, eliminated the inspection of reactor vessel circumferential welds.



Specification No. NE-042 
Revision 3 

Appendix B 
Page 91 of 91 

AUGMENTED INSPECTION PROGRAMS 

PROGRAM No. AUG-30 
BWRVIP-05 

Reactor Pressure Vessel Shell Weld, continued 

The NRC and the BWRVIP are currertly engaged in the process of revising the regulatory 
requirement in consideration of the BWRVIP recommendations. As part of this process, the NRC 
performed an independent assessment of the technical bases provided by the BWRVIP. The 
initial conclusions of this assessment led the NRC to issue Information Notice (IN) 97-63. The 
information contained in IN97-63 and ;upplemental information provided by the NRC to the 
BWRVIP in an August 8, 1997, meeting gave the criteria necessary to justify a deferral of the RPV 
circumferential weld examinations for 10 months or 2 fuel cycles, whichever is greater. Based on 
this information and confirmation of its applicability to LGS Unit 1, PECO Energy submitted a 
request for technical alternative pursuant to the provisions of 1 OCFR50.55a(a)(3)(i) as 
documented in Relief Request Number RR-01. Therefore, the requirement to examine essentially 
100%, i.e., at least 90%, of each RPV shell weld, Examination Category B-A, Item Number B1.10, 
at LGS Unit 1, before the end of the current inspection interval, is modified. The requirement for 
Unit 1 became to examine welds to tho maximum extent practical, as allowed in RR-01.  

The examinations of these welds for LGS Unit 1 will be conducted in accordance with this 
technical alternative approved by the NIRC.  

IV. EXAMINATION PROGRAM 

The examinations RPV shell welds, Examination Category B-A, Item Number B1.10, at LGS Unit 
1, will be conducted in accordance with RR-01, the technical alternative approved by the NRC.  
The planned alternative program to the 90% coverage of each weld uses the recommendations of 
BWRVIP-05 as a basis for doing no additional examinations beyond the described "best effort" 
approach.  

V. EXAMINATION RESULTS 

Examination results generated from this augmented inspection program shall be recorded and 
evaluated in accordance with the 1989 Edition of the Code and applicable plant procedures.  

VI. REPORTS/RECORDS 

All reports and records associated with the examinations of this augmented program shall be 
prepared and maintained in accordance with the 1989 Edition of Section XI, Specification NE-042, 
and plant procedures. They will be submitted to the NRC as part of the Code-required ISI 
submittal. The results will also be provided to the EPRI project manager for BWRVIP activities.
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ASME SECTION XI BOUNDARY P&ID's

SYSTEM NAME

ISI-M-01, Sh. 1 
ISI-M-08, Sh. 1 
ISI-M-11, Sh. 1,1A,2,3,4 
ISI-M-1 2 
ISI-M-13, Sh. 1 
ISI-M-15, Sh. 1,15,16 
ISI-M-20, Sh. 3,4,4A,5,6,7,8 
ISI-M-26, Sh. 1,2,4 
ISI-M-40, Sh. 1 

ISI-M-41, Sh. 1,2 
ISI-M-42, Sh. 1,2,5 
ISI-M-43, Sh. 1,2 
ISI-M-44, Sh. 1,2 
ISI-M-45, Sh. 1 
ISI-M-46, Sh. 1 
ISI-M-47, Sh. 1 
ISI-M-48, Sh. 1 
ISI-M-49, Sh. 1 
ISI-M-50, Sh. 1 
ISI-M-51, Sh. 1,2,3,4 
ISI-M-52, Sh. 1,2,2A 
ISI-M-53, Sh. 1,2 
ISI-M-55, Sh. 1 
ISI-M-56, Sh. 1 
ISI-M-57, Sh. 1,2,3 
ISI-M-58, Sh. 1,2 
ISI-M-59, Sh. 1,2 
ISI-M-60, Sh. 1 
ISI-M-61, Sh. 1 
ISI-M-87, Sh. 4,5 
ISI-M-90, Sh. 1,2

Main Steam 
Condensate & Refueling Water Storage 
Emergency Service Water 
RHR Service Water 
Reactor Enclosure Cooling Water 
Compressed Air (Service Air) 
Fuel & Diesel Oil Storage and Transfer 
Plant Process Radiation Monitoring 
MSIV Leakage Control System 
Abandoned in Place per MOD P00017-1 
Nuclear Boiler 
Nuclear Boiler Vessel Instrumentation 
Reactor Recirculation Pump 
Reactor Water Clean-up 
Clean Up Filter Demineralizer 
Control Rod Drive Hydraulic - Part A 
Control Rod Drive Hydraulic - Part B 
Standby Liquid Control 
Reactor Core Isolation Cooling 
RCIC Pump Turbine 
Residual Heat Removal 
Core Spray 
Fuel Pool Cooling and Clean-up 
High Pressure Coolant Injection 
HPCI Pump Turbine 
Containment Atmospheric Control 
Hydrogen Recombiner 
Primary Containment Instrument Gas 
Primary Containment Leak Testing 
Liquid Radwaste Collection 
Drywell Chilled Water 
Control Structure Chilled Water

P&ID NUMBER
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REFEIENCE DRAWINGS

ASME SECTION XI CLASS 1 AND 2 ISI ISOMETRICS

SYSTEM

Residual Heat Removal

CLASS 1 

01-01 
01-101 
01-04 
01-104 
01-07A 
01 -1 07A 
01-09A 
01-109A 
01-11 
01-111

01-02 
01-102 
01-03 
01-103 
01-03A 
01 -1 03A 
01-05 
01-105 
01-06 
01-106 
01 -06A 
01 -1 06A 
01-07 
01-107 
01-08 
01-108 
01-09 
01-109 
01-10 
01-110 
01-12 
01-112 
01-13 
01-113 
01-14 
01-114 
01-16 
01-116 
01-17 
01-117 
01-22 
01-122 
01-23 
01-123 
01-26 
01-126 
01-127 
01-128 
01-129 
01-130

High Pressure Coolant Injection 02-01 02-101 A



Specification No. NE-042 
Revision 3 

Appendix C 
Page 4 of 17

REFERENCE DRAWINGS

ASME SECTION XI CLASS 1 AND 2 ISI ISOMETRICS

SYSTEM CLASS 1 

02-101 

03-01 
03-101 
03-02 
03-04 
03-104 

04-01 
04-101 
04-04 
04-104 

05-01 
05-101

CLASS 2 

02-02 
02-102 
02-03 
02-103 
02-04 
02-104 
02-05 
02-105 
02-06 
02-106 
02-07 
02-107 
02-08 
02-108 
02-09 
02-109 

03-03 
03-103 
03-05 
03-105 
03-06 
03-106 

04-02 
04-102 
04-03 
04-103 
04-05 
04-105 
04-06 
04-106 
04-07 
04-107 
04-08 
04-108 
04-109 
04-110 
04-111 

05-02 
05-102

Main Steam

Core Spray

Feedwater
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REFERENCE DRAWINGS

ASME SECTION XI CLASS 1 AND 2 ISI ISOMETRICS

CLASS 1

05-03 
05-103

Reactor Core Isolation Cooling

Reactor Recirculation

Reactor Water Clean Up 

Control Rod Drive 

Standby Liquid Control

CLASS 2 

05-04 
05-104 
05-05(Class 4 Augmented only) 
05-06(Class 4 Augmented only)

06-01 
06-101

06-02 
06-102 
06-03 
06-103 
06-04

07-01 
07-101 
07-02 
07-102 
07-03 
07-103 
07-04 
07-104

08-01 
08-101 
08-02(inclides Non-Classed 
piping) 
08-102 
08-03 
08-103 
08-04 
08-104 
08-05 (Augmented only) 
08-06 (Augmented only) 
08-07 (Augmented only) 
08-08 (Augmented only)

09-01 
09-101 
09-02 
09-102

11-01 
11-101 
11-02

SYSTEM
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REFERENCE DRAWINGS 

ASME SECTION XI CLASS 1 AND 2 ISI ISOMETRICS 

SYSTEM CLASS1 CLASS 2 

11-102 
11-03 
11-103 

RPV Vent 12-01
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COMPONENTS, REACTOR PRESSURE VESSELAND RPV APPURTENANCES

COMPON•ENT

Recirculation Pumps

RHR Pumps

CLASS 1 

XI-1 P-201

XI-1 P-202

RHR Heat Exchangers 

RCIC Pump 

HPCI Pumps 

Core Spray Pumps 

Reactor Pressure Vessel

Reactor Pressure Vessel, 
continued

XI-1 E-205 Page 1 

XI-10P-203 

XI-1 OP-204 

XI-1 P-206

XI-BA-1 
XI-BA-2 
XI-BA-3 
XI-BA-4 
XI-BA-5 
XI-BA-6 
XI-BA-7 

XI-BD-1 
XI-BD-2 
XI-BD-3 

XI-BE-1 
XI-BE-2 
XI-BE-3 
XI-BE-4 
XI-BE-5 

XI-BF 
XI-BF-1 
XI-BF-2 
XI-BF-3 
XI-BF-4 
XI-BF-5 
XI-BF-6 
XI-BF-7 
XI-BF-8 -

Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1 

Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1 

Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1 

Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1 
Page 1

XI-BF-9 - Page 1
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REFERENCE DRAWINGS 

COMPONENTS, REACTOR PRESSURE VESSELAND RPV APPURTENANCES 

CMPONENT CLASS1 CLASS 2 

XI-BF-17- Page 1 

XI-BG - Page 1 
XI-BH-1 - Page 1 
XI-BH-1 - Page 2 
XI-BH-2 - Page 1 
XI-BH-3 - Page 1 
XI-BH-4 - Page 1 
XI-BN - Page 1 
XI-BN-1 - Page 1 
XI-BN-1 - Page 2 
XI-BN-1 - Page 3 
XI-BN-2 - Page 1 
XI-BN-2 - Page 2 
XI-BN-2 - Page 3 
XI-BN-3 - Page 1 
XI-BN-3 - Page 2 
XI-BN-4 - Page 1 
XI-BN-4- Page 2 
XI-BN-4- Page 3 
XI-BN-4 - Page 4 
XI-BN-4 - Page 5 
XI-BN-4 - Page 6 
XI-BN-4 - Page 7 
XI-BN-5 - Page 1 
XI-BN-5 - Page 2 
XI-BN-6 - Page 1 
XI-BN-6 - Page 2 
XI-BN-6 - Page 3 
XI-BN-7- Page 1 
XI-BN-7 - Page 2 
XI-BN-7 - Page 3 
XI-BN-7 - Page 4 
XI-BN-8 - Page 1 
XI-BN-8 - Page 2 
XI-BN-8 - Page 3 
XI-BN-8 - Page 4 
XI-BN-8 - Page 5 
XI-BN-8 - Page 6 
XI-BN-8 - Page 7 
XI-BN-9 - Page 1 
XI-BN-9 - Page 2 

Reactor Pressure Vessel, XI-BN-1O - Page 1 
continued 

XI-BN-11 - Page 1 
XI-BN-11 - Page 2
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REFERENCE DRAWINGS 

COMPONENTS, REACTOR PRESSURE VESSELAND RPV APPURTENANCES 

CLOMPONENT CLASS CLASS 2 

XI-BN-12 - Page 1 
XI-BN-1 2 - Page 2 
XI-BN-13 - Page 1 
XI-BN-1 4 - Page 1 
XI-BNN - Page 1 

XI-FA-1 - Page 1 
XI-FA-1 - Page 3 

XI-FA-2 - Page 1 
XI-FA-2 - Page 2 
XI-FA-2 - Page 3 

XI-RPV-1 - Page 1 
XI-RPV-1 - Page 1 
XI-RPV-1 - Page 2 
XI-RPV-1 - Page 3 
XI-RPV-1 - Page 4

XI-RPV-1 NRPV App
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ASME CLASS 3 FABRICATION ISOMETRIC DRAWINGS 
FOR COMPONENT SUPPORTS AND INTEGRAL ATTCAHMENTS 

DRAWING NUMBER

Emergency Service Water HBC-081 -01 
HBC-081-02 
HBC-082-01 
HBC-082-02 
HBC-082-03 
HBC-083-01 
HBC-083-02 
HBC-084-01 
HBC-084-02 
HBC-138-01 
HBC-138-02 
HBC-138-03 
HBC-1 43-01 
HBC-1 43-02 
HBC-1 43-03 
HBC-147-01 
HBC-1 47-02 
HBC-i 47-03 
HBC-i 52-01 
HBC-1 52-02 
HBC-1 52-03 
HBC-1 58-01 
HBC-1 59-01 
HBC-166-01 
HBC-192-01 
HBC-1 92-02 
HBC-1 92-03 
HBC-192-04 
HBC-193-01 
HBC-193-02 
HBC-i 93-03 
HBC-i 93-04 
HBC-1 94-01 
HBC-1 94-02 
HBC-1 94-03 
HBC-i 94-04 
HBC-195-01 
HBC-1 95-02 
HBC-1 95-03 
HBC-1 95-04 
HBC-238-01 (ends at Unit 2 Boundary) 
HBC-243-01 (except from FW51 to FW3)

Emergency Service Water, continued

SYSTEM

HBC-247-02
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ASME CLASS 3 FABF ICATION ISOMETRIC DRAWINGS 
FOR COMPONENT SUPP DRTS AND INTEGRALATTCAHMENTS 

DRAWING NUMBER 

HBC-252-01 (except from FW50 to Unit 1/Unit 2 
tie-in) 
HBC-266-01 
HBC-270-01 
HBC-292-01 (ends at Unit 2 N-5 Boundary) (2
Shts) 
HBC-292-02 (ends at Unit 2 
Shts) 
HBC-292-03 (ends at Unit 2 
Shts) 
HBC-292-04 (ends at Unit 2

N-5 Boundary) (2 

N-5 Boundary) (2 

N-5 Boundary) (2
Shts) 
HBC-293-01 (ends at Unit 2 N-5 Boundary) 
HBC-293-02 (ends at Unit 2 N-5 Boundary) 
HBC-293-03 (ends at Unit 2 N-5 Boundary) 
HBC-293-04 (ends at Unit 2 N-5 Boundary) 
HRC-001-01 
HRC-002-02 
C-1 078

GBC-101-01 
GBC-101 -02 
GBC-101-03 
GBC-101-04 
GBC-1 01-05 
GBC-101-06 
GBC-101-07 
GBC-101-08 
GBC-1 01-09 
GBC-1 01-10 
GBC-101-11 
GBC-101-12 
GBC-101-13 
GBC-101-14 
GBC-1 16-01 
GBC-116-02 
GBC-116-03 
GBC-116-04 
GBC-116-05 
GBC-116-06 
GBC-1 16-07 
GBC-1 16-08 

GBC-116-09 
GBC-116-10

Main Steam, continued

SYSTEM

Main Steam
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ASME CLASS 3 FABFIICATION ISOMETRIC DRAWINGS 
FOR COMPONENT SUPPORTS AND INTEGRAL ATTCAHMENTS 

DRAWING NUMBER 

GBC-116-11 
GBC-116-12 
GBC-116-13 
GBC-116-14

RHR Service Water GBC-102-01 
GBC-103-01 
GBC-1 04-01 
GBC-1 06-01 
GBC-1 10-01 
HBC-091 -01 
HBC-091-02 
HBC-091-03 
HBC-091-04 
HBC-091-05 
HBC-091-06 
HBC-091 -07 
HBC-091 -08 
HBC-091-09 
HBC-091-10 
HBC-091 -11 
HBC-091-12 
HBC-091-13 
HBC-091-14 
HBC-091-15 
HBC-091-16 
HBC-091-17 
HBC-091-18 
HBC-091-19 
HBC-1 80-01 
HBC-181-01 
HBC-182-01 
HBC-183-01 
HBC-280-01 except from FW1 to Unit 1/Unit 2 
tie-in 
HBC-282-01 except form Unitl/Unit2 tie-in to 
HBC-282-2 
HBC-507-01 
HBC-507-02 
HBC-507-03

RHR Service Water, continued HBC-507-04 
HBC-507-05 
HBC-507-06

SYSTEM
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REFERENCE DRAWINGS 

ASME CLASS 3 FABRICATION ISOMETRIC DRAWINGS 
FOR COMPONENT SUPPORTS AND INTEGRALATTCAHMENTS 

SYSTEM DRAWING NUMBER 

HBC-507-07 
HBC-507-08 
HBC-507-09 
HBC-507-10 
HBC-507-11 
HBC-507-12 
HBC-507-13 
HBC-507-14 
HBC-507-15 
HBC-507-16 
HBC-507-17 
HBC-507-18 
HBC-508-01 
HBC-508-02 
HBC-509-01 
HBC-509-02 
HBC-537-01 
HBC-563-01
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1.0 GENERAL 

The Code provides mandatory rules anid requirements for the inservice inspection of Class 1, 2, 
and 3 components and their supports. Included in these Code requirements are rules for the 
selection of specific components for examination (i.e. not all components subject to Code 
requirements require examination during the inspection interval.) This document addresses these 
Code rules, as they apply to LGS Unit 1, and provides the specific selection basis utilized for all 
LGS Unit 1 nonexempt components and their supports.  

The selection bases documented in Attachments B, C, and D represents the initial component 
selections for the inservice inspection interval. Appendix D provides the information necessary to 
support the initial ISI component sample selections.  

These selection bases represent the minimum number of component selections necessary to 
satisfy the Code requirements. When performing calculations to determine examination sample 
size, fractional numbers shall be rounded up or down to the nearest whole number as appropriate.  
In the event that proration calculations indicate essentially zero selections, a minimum of one (1) 
selection shall be made. When, due to good engineering judgement, selections made are in 
excess of Code requirements, it is so noted in the selection basis.  

These selection bases are not required to be revised as a result of changes in plant configuration 
from repairs, replacements, or modifications throughout the inspection interval. Repaired, 
replaced or modified components shall have a Section XI baseline inspection performed as part of 
the ASME Repair and Replacement Program. The baseline inspections are sufficient to satisfy the 
ISI requirements for those initially selected components that have been repaired, replaced or 
modified but had not yet been examined during the inspection interval. Further, it is not the intent 
to revise these selection bases when an initially selected component, with its ISI requirements 
completed for the inspection interval, i:5 subsequently deleted during the inspection interval due to 
plant repairs, replacements or modifications. The Section Xl baseline inspections of the new 
component performed as part of the ASME Repair and Replacement Program are sufficient to 
ensure continued conformance to Cooe requirements. Due to the requirement to perform baseline 
inspections on repaired, replaced or rr odified components, a reconciliation of these selection 
bases with changes in plant configuration is only required as part of the ISI Program update at the 
beginning of each inspection interval.  

1.1 Multiple Component Concept 

The multiple component concept is usad frequently in the selection of components in a variety of 
Code Examination Categories. Basically, for a group of like components (i.e., multiple 
components), typically equipment, of similar design and performing a similar function; the Code 
requires examination of at least one component from the group of these multiple components.  
Where the multiple component concept is applied for selections it is so noted under the 
appropriate Code Examination Category. Each group of components established is assigned a 
group number for purposes of identification of the group. A complete listing of all multiple 
component group numbers may be found in Attachment A of this Appendix.  

1.2 Selection Optimization 

Sometimes, especially in the cases of Class 1 and 2 welds, augmented inspection programs 
require examinations which duplicate the Code examination methods required for that same 
component. Where possible, selections shall be made to optimize examinations performed, yet 
still meet the selection requirements o the Code.
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1.3 Definitions 

1.3.1 Random selections - Random selections pertain to those selections made purely at random and 
not based on any Code required parameter(s), such as component size, configuration, stress etc.  

1.3.2 Structural Discontinuity (SD) - Structural discontinuities generally include pipe to fitting/valve weld 
joints such as elbows, tees, reducers, flanges, etc., and pipe branch fitting connections to the 
main piping run.  

1.3.3 Terminal End (TE) - Terminal ends are the extremities of piping runs. Generally these connect the 
piping to structures and components such as in-line anchors, flued heads at penetrations and 
nozzles in vessels and pumps, each of which acts as a rigid restraint or provides at least two (2) 
degrees of restraint to piping thermal expansion.  

Also for branch piping, the connection to the run piping branch fitting or tee may be considered a 

TE if the ratio of the run piping OD to the branch piping OD is > 3 to 1.  

2.0 LGS Unit 1 ISI COMPONENT SELECTION BASIS 

Information presented in Appendix D i - organized by component Class and Code Examination 
Category (as found in Table IWX-2500-1 of the Code); Class 1, 2, and 3 component supports are 
discussed separately. The specific selection criteria applies to all components within the Code 
Examination Category unless otherwise stated. All categories are discussed as follows: 

2.1 Class 1 Code Examination Categories Involving Sample Selection 
2.2 Class 2 Code Examination Categories Involving Sample Selection 
2.3 Class 3 Code Examination Categories Involving Sample Selection 
2.4 Class 1, 2, and 3 Component Supports 

2.1 Class 1 Code Examination Categories Involving Sample Selection 

2.1.1 Examination Category B-E, Pressure Retaining Partial Penetration Welds in Vessels 

In accordance with Table IWB-2500-1, twenty five percent (25%) of all partial penetration welds in 
the reactor pressure vessel nozzles, control rod drive nozzles, and vessel instrumentation nozzles 
shall be selected for examination. Selections shall be evenly distributed among the different types 
of partial penetration welds, by selecting twenty five percent (25%) by Code Item Number. The 
following represents the initial selection by Code Item Number.  

Item Number Population Number Selected 
B4.11 1 1 
B4.12 185 46 
B4.13 65 16 
Total 251 63 

2.1.2 Examination Category B-G-1, Pressure Retaining Bolting, Greater Than 2" in Diameter 

2.1.2.1 Pumps, Item Numbers B6.180 through B6.200 inclusive 

Selection of the Reactor Recirculation pump bolting shall be in accordance with Table 
IWB-2500-1, Note 3, "For ... pumps, ... examinations are limited to components selected for 
examination under Examination Categories... B-L-2. Referring to Examination Category B-L-2,
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Pump Casings, the multiple component concept applies and examinations are limited to one (1) of 
two (2) Reactor Recirculation pumps. rhe Reactor Recirculation pumps are multiple component 
group number 20.  

2.1.3 Examination Category B-G-2, Pressure Retaining Bolting, 2 in. and Less in Diameter 

2.1.3.1 Piping, CRD Housings Item Numbers B7.50 and B7.80, respectively 

In accordance with Table IWB-2500-1, all Class 1 bolting in piping in Code Examination 
Category B-J shall be selected for examination.  

Since CRD housing bolting is only required to be examined when a housing is disassembled, 
selection of individual housings for examination is not practical. All CRD housings are considered 
selected; however, examinations are only required in the event the housings are disassembled.  

2.1.3.2 Valves, Item Number B7.70 

Selection of Class 1 valve bolting (2 in. and less in diameter) shall be in accordance with Table 
IWB 2500-1, Note 2, "For ... valves, examinations are limited to components selected for 
examination under Examination Categories ... B-M-2." Referring to Examination Category B-M-2, 
Valve Bodies, the multiple component concept applies and examinations are limited to one (1) 
valve in a multiple component group. See Examination Category B-M-2 (Section 2.1.8) and 
Attachment A of this Appendix for furtlher discussion of valve groupings.  

2.1.4 Examination Category B-H, Integral Attachments for Vessels 

Selections shall be made in accordance with Section 9.2 and Table 9.2-1 of this ISI Program. Per 
footnote 4 of the Table, a minimum of 10% of the reactor vessel integrally welded attachments 
shall be selected for examination.  

See Attachment D for the specific weld totals.  

2.1.5 Examination Category B-J, Pressure Retaining Welds in Piping 

The extent (percentage) of Class 1, Category B-J welds selected for examination shall be in 
accordance with ASME Section XI, 19 39 Edition. Dissimilar metal welds on portions of piping not 
including nozzle to safe end welds, which are assigned to Code Category B-F for piping shall also 
be included in the Category B-J weld population.  

The welds selected for examination shall consist of a 25% representative sample of each system 
and shall include circumferential, branch connection, and socket welds not exempted by 
IWB-1 220. The examination sample shall include all terminal ends connected to vessels and 
other terminal ends and weld joints connected to other components where stress levels exceed 
either of the following limits: 

1. Primary plus secondary stress intensity range of 2.4 Sm 
2. Cumulative usage factor (u) o1 0.4 

The sample shall include additional piping welds so that the total population of B-J welds selected 
for examination equals 25% of the B-J welds.  

A portion of the longitudinal welds intersecting any of the selected circumferential welds shall also 
be examined in accordance with ASME Code Case N-524.



Specification No. NE-042 
Revision 3 

Appendix D 
Page 5 of 22 

SELECTION CRITERIA 

See Attachment B for specific weld totals.  

2.1.6 Examination Category B-K-i, Integral Attachments for Piping, Pumps, and Valves 

Selection of Class 1 integrally welded attachments shall be in accordance with Section 9.2 and 
Table 9.2-1 of this ISI Program which is based on ASME Code Case N-509.  

See Attachment D for the specific weld totals.  

2.1.7 Examination Category B-L-2, Pump Casings 

Selection of Class 1 Reactor Recirculation pump casings for examination shall be in accordance 
with Table IWB-2500-1, Note 1, "Examinations are limited to at least one pump in each group of 
pumps performing similar functions in the system. The multiple component concept applies and 
examinations are limited to one (1) of two (2) Reactor Recirculation pumps. The Reactor 
Recirculation pumps are multiple component group number 20.  

2.1.8 Examination Category B-M-2, Valve Bodies 

Selection of Class 1 valve bodies subject to the requirements of Examination Category B-M-2 
shall be in accordance with Table IWB-2500-1, Note 3, "Examinations are limited to at least one 
valve within each group of valves that are of the same size, constructional design (such as globe, 
gate, or check valves) and manufactuting method, and that perform similar functions in the 
system (such as containment isolation and system over pressure protection)." The multiple 
component concept applies and twenty one (21) valve groupings have been established (See 
Attachment A for details of valve groupings). Examinations are limited to one (1) valve per group.  

2.2 Class 2 Code Examination Categories Involving Sample Selection 

2.2.1 Examination Category C-A, Pressure Retaining Welds in Pressure Vessels 

Selection of Examination Category C-A welds in the Residual Heat Removal (RHR) heat 
exchangers shall be in accordance with IWC-2500-1, Note 3, "In the case of multiple vessels of 
similar design, size, and service (such as ... heat exchangers), the required examinations may be 
limited to one vessel or distributed among the vessels." Therefore, the multiple component 
concept applies and examinations shall be performed on one vessel or distributed among the 
two (2) RHR heat exchangers. The RHR heat exchangers are multiple component group number 
23.  

2.2.2 Examination Category C-B, Pressure Retaining Nozzle Welds in Vessels 

Selection of Examination Category C-B welds in the RHR heat exchangers shall be in accordance 
with IWC-2500-1, Note 4, "In the case of multiple vessels of similar design, size, and service 
(such as heat exchangers), the required examinations may be limited to one vessel or distributed 
among the vessels." Therefore the multiple component concept applies and examinations shall be 
performed on one vessel or distributed among the two (2) RHR heat exchangers. The RHR heat 
exchangers are multiple component group number 23.
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2.2.3 Examination Category C-C, Integral Altachments for Vessels, Piping, Pumps and Valves 

Selection of Examination Category C-C integrally welded attachments shall be in accordance with 
Section 9.2 and Table 9.2-2 of this ISI Program which is based on ASME Code Case N-509. A 
minimum of 10% of the integral attach -nents of each Item Number shall be examined.  

See Attachment D for the specific weld totals.  

2.2.4 Examination Category C-F-i, Pressure Retaining Welds in Austenitic Stainless Steel or High Alloy 
Piping 

Selection of Examination Category C-F-1 pressure retaining welds shall be in accordance with 
IWC-2500-1, Note 2: 

"The welds selected for examination shall include 7.5%, but not less than 28 welds, of all 
austenitic stainless steel of high alloy welds not exempted by IWC-1 220. (Some welds not 
exempted by IWC-1 220 are not required to be nondestructively examined per Examination 
Category C-F-I. These welds, however, shall be included in the total weld count to which the 7.5% 
sampling rate is applied.) The examinations shall be distributed as follows: 

A. the examinations shall be distributed among the Class 2 systems prorated, to the degree 
practicable, on the number of nonexempt austenitic stainless steel or high alloy welds in each 
system (i.e., if a system contains 30% of the nonexempt welds, then 30% of the 
nondestructive examinations required by Examination Category C-F-1 shall be performed on 
that system); 

B. within a system, the examinations shall be distributed among terminal ends and structural 
discontinuities... prorated, to the degree practicable, on the number of nonexempt terminal 
ends and structural discontinuities in that system; and 

C. within each system, examinations shall be distributed between line sizes prorated to the 
degree practicable." 

As used herein, the term "to the degree practicable" shall mean within a count of one (1), however 
the total Code Category examination sample size shall not be less than 7.5%, or 28 welds, 
whichever is greater. If the total population subject to examination is less than or equal to 28 
welds, then the total population shall be selected for examination. In systems which include 
terminal ends, a minimum of one (1) terminal end shall be selected, even in the event that 
proration indicates less than one (1) selection.  

Currently there are less than 28 LGS Unit 1 welds in Examination Category C-F-i, therefore, all 
welds shall be selected for examination. Appendix D, Attachment C contains a tabular listing of 
Examination Category C-F-1 weld totals.  

2.2.5 Examination Category C-F-2, Pressure Retaining Welds in Carbon or Low Alloy Steel Piping 

Selection of Examination Category C-F-2 pressure retaining welds shall be in accordance with 
IWC-2500-1, Note 2:
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"The welds selected for examination s iall include 7.5%, but not less than 28 welds, of all carbon 
and low alloy steel welds not exempted by IWC-1 220. (Some welds not exempted by IWC-1 220 
are not required to be nondestructively examined per Examination Category C-F-2. These welds, 
however, shall be included in the total weld count to which the 7.5% sampling rate is applied.) The 
examinations shall be distributed as follows: 

A. the examinations shall be distributed among the Class 2 systems prorated, to the degree 
practicable, on the number of nonexempt carbon and low alloy steel welds in each system 
(i.e., if a system contains 30% of the nonexempt welds, then 30% of the nondestructive 
examinations required by Examination Category C-F-2 shall be performed on that system); 

B. within a system, the examinations shall be distributed among terminal ends and structural 
discontinuities... prorated, to the dogree practicable, on the number of nonexempt terminal 
ends and structural discontinuities in that system; and 

C. within each system, examinations shall be distributed between line sizes prorated to the 
degree practicable." 

As used herein, the term "to the degree practicable" shall mean within a count of one (1), however 
the total Code Category examination sample size shall not be less than 7.5%, or 28 welds, 
whichever is greater. If the total population subject to examination is less than or equal to 
28 welds, then the total population shall be selected for examination. In systems which include 
terminal ends, a minimum of one (1) terminal end shall be selected, even in the event that 
proration indicates less than one (1) selection.  

Appendix D, Attachment C contains tables which illustrate all prorations as required by (A), (B), 
and (C) above for all Examination Category C-F-2 welds. These prorations indicate the total 
number, type, and nominal pipe size of welds needed to be selected within each system.  

2.3 Class 3 Code Examination Categories Involving Sample Selection 

2.3.1 Examination Categories D-A, D-B and D-C 

Integral attachment welds for Class 3 "ressels, piping, pumps and valves shall be inaccordance 
with Section 9.1 and Table 9.2-3 of this ISI Program which is based on ASME Code Case N-509 

2.4 Class 1, 2, and 3 Component Supports 

2.4.1 Non-piping Component Supports 

Selection of Class 1, 2 and 3 component supports shall be in accordance with Section 9.1 and 
Table 9.1-1of this ISI Program which is based on ASME Code Case N-491-1.  

Non-piping component supports shall be selected for examination in accordance with IWF-251 0: 

A. Component supports selected for examination shall be the supports of those components that 
are required to be examined unde° IWB, IWC,IWD.  

B. For multiple components within a system of similar design, function, and service, the supports 
of only one of the multiple comporents are required to be examined.  

Basically, for those non-piping components which are not a part of a multiple component group 
(e.g., RPV, RCIC pump, HPCI pumps), all supports are selected for examination. Where the
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multiple component concept applies, (e.g., Reactor Recirculation pumps (group 20), Core Spray 
pumps (group 21), RHR pumps (group 22), RHR heat exchangers (group 23)), the supports of 
only one of the components in the grojp is selected for examination.  

2.4.2 Piping Component Supports 

A. The total number of supports reqL ired to be selected for examination is determined by the 
ASME Section XI classification of the support, (i.e., Class 1, 2, or 3).  

Class 1 25% of the nonexempt population 
Class 2 15% of the nonexempt population 
Class 3 10% of the nonexempt population 

B. All supports are assigned to one of the following types - Anchor, Snubber, Rigid, and Variable.  
See paragraph 9.1.5.2 for "type" definitions.  

C. Selections shall be distributed among the required number of supports determined in (a) 
above by system and type, prorated by the number of supports of each type within each 
system.  

Attachment D illustrates the specific L3S Unit 1 support populations and sampling plan prorations 
resulting in the total number and types of supports selected in each system.
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Attachment A

MULTIPLE COMPONENT GROUPS 

CLASS 1 VALVES

VALVE VENDOR VALVE SIZE BOLTING 
GROUP VALVE NUMBER ISI FIGURE # VENDOR PRINT # & TYPE MATERIAL BONNET HINGE 

1 HV-41-1F022A,B,C,D 03-01,04 Atwood & M1-B21-F022- 26" Globe SA-216WCB Yes N/A 
HV-41 -1 F028A,B,C,D 03-01,04 Morrill C9.2 26" Globe (Cast) Yes N/A 

Atwood & M1-B21-F028- SA-216WCB 
Morrill 07.2 (Cast) 

2 PSV-41 -1 FO1 3A,B, 03-01,04 Target Rock Ml-B21-FO13- 6"x10" Relief SA-1 05 (Forged) Yes (2 sets) N/A 
C,D,E,F,G,H,J,K,L,M, B2.1 Yes (inlet N/A 
N,S flng.) 

3 HV-41 -1 F01 1 A,B 05-01, 03 Anchor Darling P-1 05A-1 24" Gate SA-352LCB (Cast) No (press. N/A 
seal) 

4 41-1 F01 OA,B 05-01, 03 Atwood & P-105B-1 24" Check SA-325LCB (Cast) No Yes 
HV-41 -1 F074A,B 05-01,03 Morrill P-1 16-1 24" Check SA-352LCB (Cast) (press.seal) Yes 

Atwood & No (press.  
Morrill sela) 

5 HV-43-1F023A,B 07-01, 02 Lunkenheimer M1-B32-F023-B- 28" Gate SA-351CF8M Yes N/A 
HV-43-1 F031 A,B 07-01,02 Lunkenheimer 1.4A 28" Gate (Cast) Yes N/A 

M1 -B32-F031 -B- SA-351 CF8M 
1.4 (Cast) 

6 HV-44-1 F001 08-02 Anchor Darling P-1 07A-69 6" Globe SA-351 CF8M No (press. N/A 
HV-44-1 F004 08-02 Anchor Darling P-1 07A-69 6" Globe (Cast) seal) N/A 

SA-351CF8M No (press.  
(Cast) seal) 

7a 44-1 F027 08-02 Anchor Darling P-1 07A-87 6" Gate SA-351 CF8M No (press. N/A 
I (Cast) seal)
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SELECTION CRITERIA 
Attachment A

MULTIPLE COMPONENT GROUPS 

CLASS 1 VALVES 

VALVE VENDOR VALVE SIZE BOLTING 
GROUP VALVE NUMBER ISI FIGURE # VENDOR PRINT # & TYPE MATERIAL BONNET HINGE 

7b HV-44-1F100 08-04 Velan P-107B-6 6" Gate SA-182-F316 No (press. N/A 
(Forged) seal) 

7c HV-C-44-1 F1 05 08-02 Anchor Darling P-1 07A-69 6" Globe SA-351 CF8M No (press. N/A 
(Cast) seal) 

51- ". , t'6 6 .01,V4- ý.; oi. -1 7 -6- - " 
S 51-1, C6,-,,B 01-31, 34 A,,,oDailing P-IOTA-86 12" Gatti SA-35 i CF6M imo (press. N/A 

(Cast) seal) 
8b 51-1 F077 01-11 Anchor Darling P-107A-1 20" Gate SA-351 CF8M No (press. N/A 

(Cast) seal) 

8c HV-51-1FO17A,B,C,D 01-02, 05, 07, Anchor Darling M1-E11-F017-C- 12" Gate SA-352LCB (Cast) Yes N/A 
09 2.6BC 

9 HV-51-1F015A,B 01-03,05 Anchor Darling M1-E11-F015-C- 12"Globe SA-351CF8M Yes N/A 
2.2 (Cast) 

10 HV-51-1F041A,B,C,D 01-01, 04, 07, Atwood & M1-E11-F041-B- 12" Check SA-352LCB (Cast) Yes Yes 
HV-51 -1 F050A,B 09 Morrill 3.3 12" Check SA-352CF8M Yes Yes 

01-01,04 Atwood & M1-E11-F050-B- (Cast) 
Morrill 1.2 

11a 51 -1 F065A,B,C,D 01-01, 04, 07, Velan P-107B-1 12" Gate SA-182F 3 1 6  No (press. N/A 09 (Forged) seal) 

11 b HV-51 -1 F008 01-11 Velan P-1 07B-57 20" Gate SA-1 82F316 No (press. N/A 
HV-51 -1 F009 01-11 Velan P-1 07B-57 20" Gate (Forged) seal) N/A 

SA-1 82F316 No (press.  (Forged) seal)
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SELECTION CRITERIA 
Attachment A

MULTIPLE COMPONENT GROUPS 

CLASS 1 VALVES 

VALVE VENDOR VALVE SIZE BOLTING 
GROUP VALVE NUMBER ISI FIGURE # VENDOR PRINT # & TYPE MATERIAL BONNET HINGE 

12 HV-52-108 04-04 Anchor P-107A-19 12" Check SA-351CF8M No (press. Yes 
(Cast) seal) 

13 HV-52-1F005 04-01 Anchor Darling M1-E21-F005-B- 12" Gate SA-352LCB (Cast) N/A 
2.5 

IV-52-i F-000A,D 04-01,04 Atwood & Mi-E21-FOG,-,- 12" Cheuk SA-35eLCB (Cast) Yes 
Morrill 2.3 

15 52-1 F007A,B 04-01,04 Velan P-1 07B-1 12" Gate SA-182F316 No (press. N/A 
(Forged) seal) 

16 HV-55-1F002 02-01 Anchoring P-1 04C-34 10" Globe SA-216WCB No (press. N/A 
HV-55-1F003 02-01 Darling P-1 04C-34 10" Globe (Cast) seal) N/A 

Anchoring SA-216WCB No (press.  
Darling (Cast) seal) 

17 Reserved for future 
use 

18 Reserved for future 
use 

19 Reserved for future 
use
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SELECTION CRITERIA 
Attachment A

MULTIPLE COMPONENT GROUPS 

EQUIPMENT

Equipment Group Component ID Description 

20 1AP-201 Reactor Recirculation Pumps 

1BP-201 

21 1AP-206 Core Spray Pumps 

1 BP-206 

I CP-206 

I DP-206 

22 1AP-202 RHR Pumps 

I BP-202 

I CP-202 

1 DP-202 

23 1AE-205 RHR Heat Exchangers 

1 BE-205
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EXAMINATION CATEGORY: B-J 
WELD SELECTION TABLES

GRAND TOTAL NUMBER OF WELDS: 
PERCENT TO BE EXAMINED: 

OVERALL SAMPLE SIZE:

1069 
X 25% 

267

TOTAL B-F 
CATEGORY WELDS 

IN THE B-J 
POPULATION 

14 

12 

0 

8 

4 

32

1 11 

0 83 

3 78 

0 0 

74 511

TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL 
B9.11 B9.12 B9.21 B9.31 B9.32 

31 52 0 0 0 

83 0 0 1 0 

23 0 0 0 0 

84 0 0 18 1 

16 0 10 0 0 

102 96 0 1 0

5 0

148 12 8 2 

0 38 0 5 

0 2 0 0 

296 67 28 8

TOTAL 
B9.40 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

11 

6 

6 

62 

85

TOTAI 

TE-VESSEL 
WELDS 

2

TOTAL OTHER 

TE WELDS 

2 

2 

2 

32 

2 

11

13 0 

12 0 

1 3 

0 2 

42 56

SYSTEM 

CS 

FW 

HPCI 

MS 

RCIC 

RHR 

RPV-APP 

RR 

RWCU 

SLC

TOTAL 
WELDS 

(B-F AND 
B-J CATS.) 

97 

96 

23 

111 

30 

231 

28 

259 

130 

64 

1069

OTHER WELDS 
EXCEEDING 
STRES. () 
USAGE (SFL 

WELDS) 

10 

25 

0 

8 

0 

28 

0 

0 

22 

8 

101

TOTAL TE
VmzQ•l T, 
WELDS + SFL 

WELDS 

14 

33 

2 

44 

2 

43 

13 

12 

26 

10 

199
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EXAMINATION CATEGORY: C-F-1 
WELD SELECTION TABLES PART 1

GRAND TOTAL NUMBER OF WELDS: 
PERCENT TO BE EXAMINED: 

OVERALL SAMPLE SIZE: 

SYSTEM SYSTEM TE%OF 
TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL TE 
TE'S So'S + SD 

0 0 0.00% 

0 8 0.00% 

0 2 0.00%

16 

X 7.5 % 
16 (NOT LESS THAN 28 OR DO 100%)

SD % OF 
TOTAL TE 

+ SD 

0.00% 

100.00% 

100.00%

TE REQ'D 
SAMPLE 

0 

0 

0

SD REQ'D 
SAMPLE 

0 

8 

2

OTHER REQ'D TE'S SD'S OTHER 
SAMPLE SELECTED SELECTED SELECTED 

1 0 0 1 

0 0 8 0 

0 0 2 0

NOTES: 
1. Since the total number of welds requiring examination is less than or equal to 28, then a minimum of 28 non -exempt welds (or the total 

population) are subject to the rules of Code Examination Category C-F-i, and are selected.  

2. Code Examination Category C-F-1 includes all non-exempt Class 2 austenitic stainless steel, high alloy, dissimilar metal welds.  

3. The C-F-1 weld counts for total population, overall and system sample size include welds not required to be examined per C-F-1 rules.  
(i.e. piping welds < 3/8" nominal wall.) all other weld counts include only those welds subject to examination.

SYSTEM 

CS 

RHR 

RWCU

TOTAL 
WELDS 

1 

13 

2 

16

PERCENT 
OF GRAND 

TOTAL 

6.25% 

81.25% 

12.50% 

100.00%

SYSTEM 
SAMPLE 

SIZE 

1.00 

13.00 

2.00 

16.00



PRINTED: 12/14/01 SELECTION CRITERIA 
ATTACHMENT C

Specification No. NE-042 
Revision 3 

Appendix D 

Page 15 of 22

EXAMINATION CATEGORY: C-F-1 
WELD SELECTION TABLES PART 2

SYSTEM TOTAL 
SYSTEM LINESIZE ................ 6" 8" 10" 12" 14" 16" 18" 20" 22" 24" 26" 30" TOTALS LINESIZES 

CS TOTAL WELDS .......... 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

TOTAL SELECTED... 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

TOTAL WELDS .......... 6 

TOTAL SELECTED... 6 

TOTAL WELDS .......... 2 

TOTAL SELECTED... 2

0 0 2 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 13 

0 0 2 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 13

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0

4

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

GRAND TOTAL WELDS 16 
GRAND TOTAL SELECTED.. 16

NOTES: 
1. The C-F-1 weld counts contain only those non-exempt Class 2 austenitic stainless steel, high alloy or dissimilar metal 

welds subject to examination per C-F-1 rules, (i.e. does not include piping welds< 3/8" nominal wall.)

RHR

RWCU
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EXAMINATION CATEGORY: C-F-2 
WELD SECLECTION TABLES PART 1 

GRAND TOTAL NUMBER OF WELDS: 1580 
PERCENT TO BE EXAMINED: X 7.5% 

OVERALL SAMPLE SIZE: 118.5 (NOT LESS THAN 28 OR DO 100%) 

PERCENT SYSTEM SYSTEM SYSTEM TE%OF SD%OF 
TOTAL OF GRAND SAMPLE TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL TE TOTAl TF T: PFQoD 1n PIQ,D TnQ SD,' 

SYSTEM WELDS TOTAL SIZE TE'S SD'S + SD +S SAMPLE SAMPLE SELECTED SELECTED 
CRD 53 3.35% 3.98 0 43 0.00% 100.00% 0 4 0 4 
CS 243 15.38% 18.23 9 173 4,95% 95.05% 1 17 1 17 
FW 28 1.77% 2.10 2 26 7.14% 92.86% 0 2 1 2 
HPCI 203 12.85% 15.23 6 179 3.24% 96.76% 0 15 1 15 
MS 230 14.56% 17.25 4 104 3.70% 100.00% 1 17 1 17 
RCIC 129 8.16% 9.68 4 82 4.65% 95.35% 0 9 1 9 
RHR 692 43.80% 51.90 16 494 3.14% 96.86% 2 50 2 50 
RWCU 2 0.13% 0.15 4 0 100.00% 0.00% 0 0 1 0 

1580 100.00% 118.50 

NOTES: 
1. Class 2 dissimilar metal welds are included in Code Examination Category C-F-i, and are not included in C-F-2 weld count.  

2. The C-F-2 weld counts include all non-exempt Class 2 carbon steel/low alloy welds including those welds not required to be examined per 
C-F-2 rules. (i.e. piping welds < 3/8" nominal wall).  

3. In system where terminal ends are available for selection, at least one (1) terminal end shall be selected, even in the 
proration indicates essentially zero selections.
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EXAMINATION CATEGORY: C-F-2 
WELD SECLECTION TABLES PART 2

SYSTEM LINESIZE ................ 6" 8" 10" 12" 14" 16" 18" 20" 22" 24' 26" 30" 
CRD TOTAL WELDS .......... 0 45 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL SELECTED 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

TOTAL WELDS ..........  

TOTAL SELECTED...  

TOTAL WELDS ..........  

TOTAL SELECTED...  

TOTAL WELDS ..........  

TOTAL SELECTED...  

TOTAL WELDS ..........  

TOTAL SELECTED..  

TOTAL WELDS ..........  

TOTAL SELECTED...  

TOTAL WELDS ..........  

TOTAL SELECTED...  

TOTAL WELDS ..........  

TOTAL SELECTED...

SYSTEM TOTAL 
TOTALS LINESIZES 

53 2 

4

9 0 30 61 56 87 0 0 0 0 0 0 243 
1 0 2 4 4 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 18

1 13 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 6 0 0 
0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

C 30 Z; 7 G 26 
0 3 1 4 4 2

28 

2

4

I I 0 0 0 203 
0 1 0 0 0 0 15

24 3 0 0 20 0 10 0 0 0 173 0 230 
2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 13 0 17

101 10 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
8 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

49 32 0 15 4 

4 2 0 1 0

2 0 

1 0

57 346 

4 26

129 

10

62 1 76 0 50 692 

5 0 6 0 4 52

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

10 

102 
1

GRAND TOTAL WELDS.  

GRAND TOTAL SELECTED..

1580 

119

NOTES: 
1. The C-F-2 weld counts contain only those non-exempt Class 2 carbon stee'l/ow alloy welds subject to examination per 

C-F-2 rules, (i.e. does not include piping welds < 3/8" nominal wall).

CS 

FW

MS 

RCIC 

RHR 

RWCU
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CLASS 1 

CLASS 1 

CLASS 1 

CLASS 1 

CLASS 1 

CLASS 1 

CLASS 1 

CLASS 1 

CLASS 1
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ATTACHMENT D

CS 

FW 

HPCI 

MS 

RCIC 

RHR 

RR 

RWCU 

SLC

SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

TOTAL FOR ALL CLASS 1 SYSTEMS...

ANCHORS SNUBBERS 
2 8

2 16
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RIGID VARIABLE CONSTANT 
RESTRAINTS SUPPORTS SUPPORTS 

0 4 0

0 18

0

4 13

50 

30 

42

4 

3

3 

6 

21 

37

10

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6 

0 

0

24 

8 

11

NOTE: 
ASME Code requires a minimum of 25% of Item Fl.10, supports, be inspected each interval.
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CLASS 2 

CLASS 2 

CLASS 2 

CLASS 2 

CLASS 2 

CLASS 2 

CLASS 2

CRD 

CS 

FW 

HPCI 

MS 

RCIC 

RHR

SELECTION CRITERIA 
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SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

SYSTEM TOTALS.  

SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

TOTAL FOR ALL CLASS 2 SYSTEMS...

ANCHORS SNUBBERS 

0 0 

2 28

0 

6 

0 

2 

12
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'ILlIU VANI/ULt :,UUNWAINI 

RESTRAINTS SUPPORTS SUPPORTS 

35 0 0 

53 25 0

0

30 

6 

15 

158

45 

67 

44 

151

14

72

0

0

0

NOTE: 
ASME Code requires a minimum of 15% of Item F1.20, supports, be inspected each interval.
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CLASS 3 

CLASS 3
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ESW SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

MS SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

RHR SW SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

TOTAL FOR ALL CLASS 3 SYSTEMS...
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hIuIU VAHIAbLt: UUIN6I AN I 
ANCHORS SNUBBERS RESTRAINTS SUPPORTS SUPPORTS 

47 7 315 8 0 

39 50 47 49 0 

10 12 401 13 0

NOTE: 
ASME Code requires a minimum of 10% of Item F1.30, supports, be inspected each interval.
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CS SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

HPCI SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

RCIC SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

RHR SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

RPV SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

RR SYSTEM TOTALS ..........  

TOTAL FOR ALL CLASS SYSTEMS.,.

EXAMINATION CATEGORY F-A ITEM 
NO. F1.40 SELECTION TABLE 

ANCHORS SNUBBERS RESTRAINTS SUPPORTS SUPPORTS 

0 0 4 0 0 

0 0 1 0 0

0

16

0 8 

12

0 

6

0 

0 

0 

0

NOTE: 
ASME Code requires a minimum of 100% of Item F-1.40, supports other than piping supports, be inspected 
each interval.
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SYSTEM 
VESSELS RPV 

RHR

PIPING CRD 

CS 
ESW 
HPCI 

MS 

RCIC 
RR 

RHR 
RHR SW

PUMPS RCIC 
RR 

VALVES NONE

CAT. B-K 
TOTAL 
WELDS 

10 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
4 

0 
4 

1 
0

0 
8 

0

CAT. C-C 
TOTAL 

WELDS 

0 
16 

6 
5 
n 

14 
1 

4 
0 

49 
0

4 
0 

0

CAT. D-A 
TOTAL 
WELDS 

0 

0 

0 

0 
75 

0 
47 

0 

0 
0 

35

0 
0 

0

NOTE: 
1. Only systems having a component in the above population categories are listed.  
2. Category D-A count does not include MS per N-509, Table 2500-1, Category D-A, Note 3, not subject to corrosion.  
3. Category B-K selection for RPV shall include 10% of the length of welds FR and CG, examined fron RPV OD, and one stabilizer bracket attachment weld.  
4. Total weld count shown for RHR vessels and RR pumps. Multiple Component Selection criteria applies. See Attachment A for component groups.
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ATTACHMENT 1 

This attachment previously contained a report titled: 

Limerick GC nerating Station - Unit 1 

Inservice Inspection Program 
First Ten (ear Inspection Interval 

Cods Edition Upgrade 
1980/W81 to 1986 

EXAMINATION RECONCILIATION REPORT 

Prepared By: 
Gilbert i Commonwealth, Inc.  

In order to have a common Code Effective date with the LGS Unit 2 ISI Program, PECO Energy elected 
to perform a midterm program upgrade of the LGS Unit 1 ISI Program from ASME Section XI 1980 
Edition with Addenda through Winter 1981 to the 1986 Edition.  

The upgrade was implemented following the third refueling outage, 1 R03, which was the first outage of 
the second period of the first ten year interval.  

The Reconciliation Report was prepared to establish the extent of completion credit to be applied from the 
1980/w81 Program to the 1986.  

Since LGS Unit 1 has completed its first ten year inspection interval, the Reconciliation Report is no 
longer required.
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AFTACHMENT 2 

ASME SECTION XI 
ISI PROGFRAM POSITION PAPERS 

TABI.E OF CONTENTS

Sub je 

Interim Guidance, Class 1 Pressure Testing 

Class 2 & 3 Press ire Testing 

Insulation Removal for Component Support Examination 

Additional Examinations of Component Supports 

ASME Section XI Code for Components Added/Deleted From the Facility During 

the Inspection Interval.  

ASME Section XI Pressure Testing and Core Criticality 

Snubber Operabil-ty and LCO Log 

Successive Inspetions

Position No.  

PSL-92-001 

PSL-92-002 

PSC-92-003 

PSC-92-004 

PSL-95-001 

PSC-98-001 

PSL-00-001 

PSL-01 -001
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POSITION PAPER No. PSL-92-001 

Revision 1 

Subject: This ISI program position has beei developed to provide guidance for the implementation of 

specific pressure testing requirem ants of the ASME Section XI Code.  

Reference: This position is intended to be used in conjunction with the 1986 Edition of ASME Section XI.  

Applicability: This position applies only to systel ns and components classified as "Class 1" for the purposes of 

applying the Section XI Code. Se,, Position Paper PSL-92-002 for discussion of Class 2 and 

Class 3 systems.  

Discussion: Deleted from Revision 3 of the Program. This position paper is NO LONGER REQUIRED.  

Position was incorporated into ASMVIE Code Case N-566. See Appendix A, Relief Request Table 

RR-12-5 for details.
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Position Paper No. PSL-92-002 
Revision 1

Subject: This ISI program position has been developed to provide guidance for the implementation of 

specific pressure testing requirements of the ASME Section Xl Code.  

Reference: This position is intended to be used in conjunction with the 1986 Edition of ASME Section XI.

Applicability: 

Discussion:

This position applies only to systems and components which are classified as "Class 2 or 3" for 

the purposes of applying the Sectbn XI Code. This position is not applicable to Class 1 

components, except as discussed in PSL-92-001.  

Deleted from Revision 3 of the Program. This position paper is NO LONGER REQUIRED.  

Position was incorporated into ASI AE Code Case N-566. See Appendix A, Relief Request Table 

RR-1 2-5 for details.
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Position Paper No. PSC-92-003 
Revision 0 

Supersedes Po,,ition Statement IPS # 87-002

This ISI program position provides guidance for the implementation of specific component support 

examination requirements of the ASME Section Xl Code.

Reference: This position is for use in conjunct on with the 1980 Edition of ASME Section XI, through the 1989 

Edition.

Applicability: 

Discussion: 

Position:

This position applies to all compor ent supports which are within the jurisdiction of the Section XI 

Code. It pertains to nonintegrally attached supports which have bolted or other mechanical 

connections buried beneath the cc mponent insulation.  

ASME Section X1 (subparagraph INF-1300(e)) allows the component support visual examination 

boundary to extend from the surfa.e of the component insulation, provided the nonintegrally 

attached support either carries the weight of the component or serves as a structural restraint in 

compression. This rule assumes that loss of integrity of the bolting or other mechanical 

connection buried beneath the insulation, and not accessible for visual examination, will become 

obvious on the external surface of the insulation. Therefore, the subject component support must 

be carrying the weight of the component at all times.  

If a component support required t( be examined, is a nonintegrally attached support, and contains 

a mechanical connection which is buried beneath the component insulation, the insulation need 

not be removed provided the support carries the weight of the component (either in tension or 

compression), or acts as a restraint in compression during normal plant operations (per design 

calculations). Snubbers do not qualify for this position, since they do not carry the weight of the 

component.  

If the bolted or other mechanical c.nnection of a nonintegrally attached support is able to be 

examined without removing the in,';ulation, then this position does not apply, since the insulation 

does not need to be removed.

Subject:
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Examples: 

1. Component supports which qLalify for use of this position paper.  

- spring hangers 

- rod hangers 

- spring supports 

- vertically oriented struis (above or below component) 

- frame supports or restraints (containing bolted or other mechanical connections) 

which bear the weight of the component 

- restraints acting in compression during normal operations 

2. Component supports which do not qualify for use of this position paper.  

- snubbers 

- horizontal struts (not acting in compression) 

Summary: 

1. Component supports must carry the weight of the component (in tension or compression) or 

act as a restraint in compressi )n during normal operations to qualify for this position paper.  

2. Snubbers do not qualify for thik position paper.  

3. If the mechanical connection is not buried within the component insulation, then the insulation 

need not be removed.  

Reference: 

1. ASME Section XI Interpretation No. IN92-010, dated March 10, 1992.  

2. ASME Section XA Interpretation No. IN92-006B, dated March 10, 1992.  

3. ASME Section XI Position Statement IPS# 87-002, dated November 28, 1988.



Specification NE-042 
Revision 3 

Attachment 2 
Page 6 of 26

Position Paper No. PSC-92-004 
Revision 0 

Supersedes Position Statement IPS # 91-001

Subject: This ISI program position provides guidance for the implementation of specific component support 

examination requirements of the ASME Section Xl Code.  

Reference: This position may be used in conjunction with the 1980 Edition of ASME Section Xl, through the 

1989 Edition. It may also be used i i conjunction with the Limerick (LGS) 1 & 2 component 

supports examination program corducted in accordance with Section 9.1 of this ISI Program.

Applicability: 

Discussion:

This position may be applied to all component supports which are within the jurisdiction of the 

station ISI or alternate ISI Program (LGS) for component supports examination. It shall n=t be 

applicable to the examination and testing programs for snubbers, which are conducted in 

accordance with the plant Technical Specifications.  

ASME Section Xl, subparagraph IWNF-2430(a) requires additional examinations of component 

supports, if the results of regularly scheduled ISI examinations of component supports require 

corrective measures in accordance with the provisions of IWF-3000. Paragraph IWF-3122 

provides four methods for acceptance of the results of examinations: IWF-3122.1 Acceptance by 

Examination; IWF-3122.2 Acceptance by Repair; IWF-3122.3 Acceptance by Replacement; and 

IWF-3122.4 Acceptance by Evaluation or Test.  

Component support examination results which do not satisfy first-line screening or acceptance 

criteria, do not automatically requir9 repair or replacement as described in subparagraphs IWF

3122.2 and IWF-3122.3 respectively. Generally, such unacceptable component supports may be 

found acceptable for continued/intended service via evaluation or test, as described in 

subparagraph IWF-3122.4. This acceptance by evaluation or test is not considered a corrective 

measure.  

Occasionally, component support examination results found acceptable by evaluation or test may 

still require some minor rework of the support, often to avoid making unnecessary changes to the 

applicable design documents. Suc i rework, after the support has been determined to be 

acceptable for continued/intended service, is also not considered a corrective measure.
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Position: Component supports found acceptable for continued/intended service1 by evaluation or test (even 

though examination results deviate from screening/acceptance criteria), are not considered 

supports requiring corrective measures as referenced in IWF-2430a. Accordingly, additional 

examinations need not be performed. Additionally, minor rework of a component support after it's 

acceptance for continued service by evaluation or test, is also not considered a corrective 

measure, and does not require additional examinations to be performed.  

Component supports found unacceptable for continued/intended service after evaluation or test 

do require additional examinations to be performed. Likewise, component supports requiring 

automatic rework, repair, or replacement as a result of examination results, will also require 

additional examinations to be performed.  

1. For the purpose of this position paper, "continued/intended service" is defined as a condition 

within the design basis of the component, and the condition will not compromise the long 

term use of the component.  

Examples: 

1. A variable spring hanger has cin as-found spring load setting which deviates from the design 

drawing specified setting by more than the tolerance allowed in the examination procedure.  

After evaluation, the as-found load setting is determined to be acceptable for intended and 

continued service, however the design drawing setting would then have to be revised. In lieu 

of revising the design drawings, the variable spring hanger is field adjusted (reworked) to the 

design load.  

2. Examination of a variable spring hanger reveals that the spring can load scale (provided for 

measuring load setting) is missing. Subsequent evaluation of linear measurements recorded, 

indicate that the as-found sprii ig position represents an acceptable load setting, and the 

support is acceptable for its intended service. Minor rework is conducted however, to attach a 

new load scale to the spring can. Additional examinations of IWF-2430a are not required in 

this situation.  

3. Examination of a rigid sway str'ut reveals a completely cracked weld between the strut body 

and the extension tube. Evaluation (if conducted) reveal that the support would not fulfill its 

intended function in a tension mode. Repair of the support is required. Additional 

examinations arm required in this situation.
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Summary: 

1. Component supports with unacceptable examination results which are found to be acceptable 

for continued/intended service by evaluation or test, do not require the examination of 

additional supports.  

2. Minor rework performed on ccmponent supports found acceptable for continued/intended 

service need not be considered corrective measures. Additional examinations do not need to 

be performed.  

Reference: 

1. ASME Section XI Interpretation No. XI-1-86-30 dated April 30, 1986.  

2. ASME Section XI Position Sta~ement IPS# 91-001, dated December 30,1991.
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Position Oaper No. PSL-95-001 
Revision 0 

Subject:This ISI Program Position provides guidance for the implementation of examination requirements of the 

ASME Section XI Code for compor ents added to, or deleted from the facility during the inspection 

interval.  

Reference: This position may be used in conjunction with the 1980 Edition of ASME Section XI, through the 

1995 Edition.  

Applicability: This Position Paper applies to LimE~rick Generating Station, and is applicable to the examination 

requirements imposed by ASME Section XI through the ISI Program. It is not applicable to the 

examination requirements imposecd by other source documents through the Augmented Inspection 

Programs.  

This position supercedes position F'SC-95-001, Revision 1 in its entirety.  

Discussion: ASME Section XI, sub-subparagraphs IWB, IWC, IWD, IWE-2412, and subparagraph IWF-2410 

discuss implementation of the required examinations during the course of the ten year inspection 

interval, using Inspection Program B. The referenced Code Editions do not contain discussions on 

how to deal with components which may be added to, or removed from the facility during the course 

of the inspection interval. Since components are frequently added to, or deleted from the total 

population of items subject to ISI examination as a result of plant modifications, a standard approach 

for dealing with these components s needed.  

Position: Added Components* 

When components (e.g. items or welds) are added to the facility (and the ISI Program) during the 

course of the ten year inspection interval (i.e. the added components increase the total population of 

items subject to ISI examination), the following guidance will apply for determining the selection of 

components for ISI examination during the remainder of the inspection interval: 

The selection bases are not required to be revised as a result of changes in plant configuration 

from repairs, replacements, or modifications throughout the inspection interval. Repaired, 

replaced or modified components shall have a Section XI baseline inspection performed as part of 

the ASME Repair and Replacement Program. The baseline inspections are sufficient to satisfy the 

ISI requirements for those initially ,elected components that have been repaired, replaced or 

modified but had not yet been examined during the inspection interval. Due to the requirement to 

perform baseline inspections on re-paired, replaced or modified components, a reconciliation of
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the selection bases with changes n plant configuration is only required as part of the ISI Program 

update at the beginning of each inspection interval.  

Deleted Components: 

When components (e.g. items or welds) are removed from the facility (and deleted from the ISI 

Program) during the course of the len year inspection interval (i.e. the deleted components decrease 

the total population of items subject to ISI examination), the following guidance will apply for 

determining the selection of components for ISI examination during the remainder of the inspection 

interval: 

- If the items or welds have beern examined as part of the ISI Program prior to their removal from 

the plant, credit toward satisfaction of the ten year inspection interval requirement shall be 

retained.  

- If the items or welds have not been selected and scheduled for examination during the 

inspection interval, and their deletion from the program reduces the total number of 

examinations required to be performed during the interval, then components may be deselected.  

Scheduled examinations for th,3se deselected components may be cancelled.  

- If the items or welds have not Net been examined, but were selected and scheduled to be 

examined at a later date, reselrctions may be required. The need for reselection would be based 

on the remaining population of components within the specific Examination Category and Item 

Number. If the total examination requirement for the remaining population of components does 

not reduce, then alternate com onents must be selected and scheduled for examination in lieu 

of those which have been dele ed.  

Summary: 

1. Component (items or welds) added to the ISI Program during the inspection interval, need not 

be scheduled for ISI examination during the remainder of the inspection interval since the added 

components will receive a baseline inspection as part of the ASME Section XI Repair and 

Replacement Program.  

2. Components which are repairel during the course of an inspection interval (i.e. no impact on 

total population of components subject to examination), are not applicable to this position.

3. Completion credit shall be retained for components which have been examined, to satisfy ISI
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Program requirements, prior to removal from the facility.  

4. Components which are deleted from the facility during the course of the inspection interval (i.e.  

reduce the total population of components subject to ISI examination) can be directly reconciled 

with the total inspection interval examination requirements.  

NOTE - Periodic system pressure testing is not affected by the addition/deletion of 

components. Previously completed periodic system pressure tests need not be reperformed 

following additions/deletions of components, provided breeches of the pressure retaining 

boundary are pressure test ad as part of the modification causing these breeches. The 

original schedule, for subsEquent periodic pressure tests of the affected components, may 

be maintained.  

Reference: 

1. ASME Section XI Code, 1992 Edition, through the 1994 Addenda.  

2. ASME Code Foreword, 1992 Edition, including the 1992 Addendum.
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Position -1aper No. PSC-98-001 
Revision 0

Subject:This ISI Program position provides guidanc,. for the performance of ASME Section XI pressure testing of the 

Reactor Coolant Pressure Boundaly.  

Reference: This position is for use in conjunction with the 1980 Edition of ASME Section XI, through the 1995 

Edition.

Applicability: 

Discussion:

This position applies to the: 

1. ASME Section XI, Table IWB-2500-1, Periodic pressure tests of systems comprising the 

RCPB following each refueling outage.  

2. ASME Section XI, IWA-5214/Oode Case N-416-1, Repair and Replacement pressure tests of 

affected RCPB components.  

3. Procedure A-C-26, non-ASME Code, Post Maintenance Tests (PMT), of the RCPB systems 

or components.  

This position was originally documented in a white paper prepared for use during 1 R07 and 2M23 

(both in 1998) at Limerick Generaling Station. The paper, which has been presented to and 

accepted by the LG Leadership Team with copies submitted to the LG USNRC Resident 

Inspector and Region I, is reprinted here in its original format.
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Position: 

PECO ENERGY 

LIMERICK GENERATING STATION 

PEACH BOTTOM ATOMIC POWER STATION 

ASME SECTION XI PRESSURE TESTING AND CORE CRITICALITY 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

A 1996 revision to 1 OCFR50 Appendix G, "Fracture Toughness Requirements" for the reactor coolant pressure 

boundary (RCPB), included an explicit prohibition zigainst completing ASME Section XI pressure tests after 

initiating core criticality (i.e. nuclear heat may not be used to achieve pressurization). This prohibition was the 

result of issues involving pressure testing at Plant Hatch, and related backfit appeals by NUBARG in the late 

1980's and early 1990's. This issue resurfaced in 1997 when Quad Cities Station performed an ASME Section XI 

leakage test of the "RPV" after startup from a refuling outage (i.e. the OPS HYDRO was performed using nuclear 

heat). The NRC issued Information Notice 98-13 t( remind licensees of the prohibition on core criticality prior to 

the completion of Section XI pressure tests.  

Although 10CFR50 Appendix G applies to the entire RCPB (i.e. all ASME Class 1 systems), it is important to note 

that the specific prohibition applies only to ASME S ection XI pressure testing of the "Reactor Vessel". It is also 

noted that during the 1996 Rule Making process the ACRS and NEI both took specific exception to the Staff's 

prohibition.  

At issue are the three (3) types of pressure tests tlrat include the RPV in the boundary of the test: 

1. ASME Section XI, Table IWB-2500-1, Period c pressure tests of systems comprising the RCPB following 

each refueling outage.  

"* The ASME Code clearly requires that these pressure tests be performed "prior to plant startup" from 

each refueling outage.  

"* Core criticality (i.e. nuclear heat) mas ilot be used to achieve pressurization.  

2. ASME Section XI, IWA-5214/Code Case N-416-1, Repair and Replacement pressure tests of affected RCPB 

components.  

"• The ASME Code allows the component(s) to be tested "prior to or immediately upon return to service".  

"• Per the ASME Code, either flood-up and pressurization from external sources (non-nuclear heat) or 

core criticality (nuclear heat) may be used for pressurization.
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3. Procedure A-C-26, non-ASME Code, Post Maintenance Tests (PMT), of the RCPB systems or components.  

"* Pressure tests, performed solely to meet A-C-26 PMT requirements, are not subject to the 

prohibitions of 1OCFR50 Appendix G.  

"* By procedure, either flood-up and pres.surization from external sources (non-nuclear heat) or core 

criticality (nuclear heat) a= be used for pressurization.  

In all applicable documentation, the USNRC Staff has identified this as a compliance issue. However, the Staff's 

basis for their position that ASME Section Xl pressure testing provides assurance that GDC-1 4 requirements to 

design, fabricate, erect and test the RCPB so as tc have an extremely low probability of abnormal leakage, of 

rapidly propagating failure, and of gross rupture ha /e been met, cannot withstand technical challenge. Extensive 

research by the ASME has shown that Section XI pressure testing of the RCPB is adequate for determining leak 

tight integrity but is of little to no value for determin ng structural integrity. RCPB structural integrity is best 

measured by the periodic performance ASME Section Xl surface and volumetric nondestructive examinations and 

best protected by adherence to T.S. operating limits.  

The Staff's risk determination also cannot withstand technical challenge. A review of the risks involved in 

performing ASME Section XI pressure tests by flocd-up and pressurization from external sources (non-nuclear 

heat) has concluded that this type of testing represents the most significant challenge to plant safety. Although 

there is no USQ involved with the conduct of the pressure test; the margin to brittle fracture is reduced; the highest 

operating stresses are imposed; an additional thermal cycle is imposed; fatigue usage is increased; infrequently 

used/abnormal system alignments are required and; the potential for violations of Plant Technical Specifications is 

increased.  

Based on our analysis we concur with the USNRC Staff that the issue of ASME Section XI pressure testing and 

core criticality is one of compliance and not an issLe involving nuclear safety provided we remain in compliance 

with the applicable Codes, Standards and Regulations. Although permitted by the ASME Code, to ensure 

compliance with 1OCFR50 Appendix G, for ASME Section XI Repair and Replacement pressure tests (Type 2 

tests, above) to the RPV shell (pressure retaining membrane excluding bolting), out to and including the safe 

ends, and interior attachment welds to the RPV shell (pressure retaining membrane only, internal components 

excluded) shall not use core criticality (nuclear heat) to achieve pressurization.
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A review of previous and current pressure testing aictivities at both PB and LG has determined that PECO Energy, 

as summarized above, has complied and shall remain in compliance with all requirements related to the issue 

ASME Section XI pressure testing and core criticaiity, including the 1996 revision to 10CFR50 Appendix G.  

Prepared by: 

R. E. Ciemiewicz 

R. J. McCall 

R. E. Simpson 

D. L. Schmidt 

BACKGROUND 

Effective January 18, 1996, the NRC issued a final rule (Ref. 2) which revised Appendix G of 10 CFR Part 50.  

This revision included a clarification to explicitly prohibit the initiation of core criticality prior to completing ASME 

Section Xl required pressure tests and leak tests. Of the reactor vessel Specifically, Paragraph IV.2.d (of 

Appendix G) states: "Pressure tests and leak tests of the "Reactor Vessel" that are required by Section XI of the 

ASME Code must be completed before the core is critical" [emphasis added]. This explicit prohibition was 

apparently deemed necessary as a result of issue, which arose on the topic in the late 1980's and early 1990's.  

The issues involved ASME Section XI pressure tec,;ting at Plant Hatch, and related backfit appeals by NUBARG.  

Recently, this topic has resurfaced via the issuanc,. of USNRC Information Notice (IN) 98-13 (Ref. 4). This IN 

described an event which occurred at the Quad Ciiies Station in 1997. The event involved performance of the 

ASME Section Xl required post refueling outage piessure test after initiation of core criticality. This pressure test 

is required by the Code in order to complete Examination Category B-P visual examination requirements. Core 

criticality prior to completion of this pressure test was clearly prohibited by 1 OCFR50 Appendix G at the time of the 

Quad Cities event The IN was intended to remind licensees of the prohibition on core criticality prior to the 

completion of Section XI pressure tests.  

PRESSURE TESTING REQUIREMENTS 

ASME Section XI (Editions applicable to PECON, Ref. 1) requires the following pressure testing of the reactor 

coolant pressure boundary (RCPB): 

a) A system leakage test following each refueling outage, prior to plant start-up 

(Examination Category B-P). A system hydrostatic test must be substituted for this system leakage test 

once every ten years, at or near the end ol the interval 

The ASME Code clearly requires these tests to be performed "prior" to plant startup.

Flood-up and pressurization from 3xternal sources (non-nuclear heat) is required.
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Core criticality (i.e. nuclear heat) nmlay..not be used to achieve pressurization.  

Once this test is performed, the Code requirement is satisfied for the entire fuel cycle.  

b) A pressure test (hydrostatic, leakage, func:ional, or inservice) following certain 

Section XI repairs and replacements (IWA-5214 & Code Case N-416-1).  

Only required when a non exempt (from pressure testing) ASME Section XI repair or replacement 

has been performed.  

Test boundary may be limited to tl' e specific component repaired or replaced.  

Code allows the component(s) to Ihe tested "prior to or immediately upon return to 
service".  

Code does not specify the method for achieving pressurization. Therefore, flood-up or 
core criticality may be used for pressurization.  

10CFR50, Appendix G applies to Ihe pressure boundary of the RCPB. Therefore, 

limitations on the Code pressure tosts shall apply only to Code repairs and replacements of the 

RPV shell (out to and including thE nozzle safe ends) and interior attachments to the shell. Either 

flood-up or core criticality may be used for pressurization to conduct testing of Code repairs and 

replacements of RPV internal components.  

Repair or replacement of bolting of the RCPB is under the jurisdiction of the Code 

rules, however bolting is exempt fi om the Code pressure testing requirements. Therefore, flood

up or core criticality may be used ior pressurization to conduct testing of RCPB mechanical 

connections associated with boltin I repair or replacement.  

Additionally, Procedure A-C-26, non-Code, Post M 3intenance Tests (PMT) of the RCPB may be needed.  

Opening / closing of the RCPB at a mechanical connection, without repairing or 

replacing pressure boundary components, is not a Code repair or replacement. Therefore, Code 

pressure testing does not apply.  

Pressure tests performed solely tc meet A-C-26 PMT requirements are not subject to the 

prohibition of 1OCFR50, Appendix G.  

Either flood-up or core criticality may be used for pressurization to perform PMT pressure tests.  

The removal of a fuel bundle from the RPV during a planned or forced maintenance outage is not 

a Code repair or replacement, nor is it a refueling outage activity. Therefore Code repair /
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replacement and periodic pressunra testing is not required.

The Section XI Code rules for pressure testing do iot contain direction regarding core criticality. When asked the 

specific question regarding use of nuclear heat (vicL the Code Inquiry Process), the Code Committee's official 

response was that the Code did not address such ssues (Ref. 10).  

USNRC STAFF BASIS 

In the NRC response to the NUBARG appeal (Ref. 5), the NRC denied the appeal and provided further clarity as 

to their intent regarding the prohibition on core critii,,ality. The basis of the Staff position is as follows:

Defense in Depth: 

Examinations:

Any "testing" of a barrier used for the prevention of accidental release of fission products 

is inappropriate using nuclear power (i.e. core critical) 

The quality of examinatiors conducted under the conditions of core criticality are 

potentially questionable, considering the temperature, radiological, and access conditions.

PECON RECOMMENDATIONS 

As required by 10 CFR 50, Appendix G, core criticE.lity shall n=t be initiated before the completion of the following 

ASME Section XI required pressure tests: 

1) Post refueling outage leakage or periodic hydrostatic test (Examination Category B-P), 

2) Pressure tests required by ASME Section '1 following repairs or replacements 

associated with the reactor vessel shell (nc.zzle safe ends inward).

All other pressure tests of the RCPB can be conducted after initiation of core critical.
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Examples- Replacement of Main Steam ReliEf Valves following the completion of the Examination Category 

B-P testing.  

ASME Section Xl repair or replacE ment of mechanical connections associated with lines 

connecting to the reactor vessel ((?.g. head vent line).  

Subsequent non-refueling outage )reaches of the RCPB, where no ASME Section XI repair or 

replacement has been performed ýe.g. change-out of leaking fuel element).  

PECON BASIS 

The explicit prohibition of 1 OCFR50 Appendix G al plies to ASME Section Xl pressure testing of the reactor vessel.  

Other ASME Section XI pressure tests required fo, components outside the reactor vessel (but within the RCPB) 

are not subject to the prohibition.

Defense in Depth: 

Examinations: 

Operational: 

Test Performance:

Following completion of th a periodic pressure test required by ASME Section Xl, 

Examination Category B-F or IWA-5214, requiring sub-critical core conditions prior to 

conducting other pressure tests of the RCPB would result in additional thermal cycling of 

the reactor vessel. This would represent an unnecessary challenge to the vessel from 

both a fatigue usage and brittle fracture margin perspective.  

Examinations of portions c(f the RCPB are reasonable to perform successfully, even 

under core critical conditions, since access and ambient temperatures are not significantly 

different prior to and following criticality. Radiation exposure for the smaller scope of 

examinations performed aý low power levels is not a concern.  

Maintaining applicable Mode conditions (i.e. no core criticality) to conduct all pressure 

tests of the RCPB can result in unnecessary cycling of the RCPB and unnecessary 

operation of associated components due to Mode limitations. This can contribute to 

degradation of the structural components, which is contradictory to the goal of safe 

operation.  

Verification of leak tight intagrity may require the benefit of full thermal 

expansion, which is not achievable with artificial heating. Installation of alternate heating 

sources, to achieve full thE rmal expansion, is not warranted.
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REGULATORY RISK 

The Final Rule's prohibition explicitly applies only t•i the "reactor vessel", and only during required Section XI 

pressure testing. The ASME Section XI Code reqUirements do not explicitly prohibit core criticality. Current Code 

requirements and Interpretations (Ref. 11 through1 3) for pressure testing imply core critical conditions may be 

used (i.e. Inservice Pressure Test, by definition, requires system to be operating). Additionally, the ACRS 

response to the proposed Final Rule (Ref. 6) included a recommendation to revisit the prohibition, as they felt it 

could not be justified in terms of risk. Nevertheles,;, after review of all documents associated with this issue, NRC 

Staff challenge for use of nuclear heat to conduct aLny pressure testing of any portion of the RCPB, cannot be ruled 

out. Undocumented discussions with the Staff and industry experts indicated some disagreement about the 

appropriate extent of the subject prohibition.  

REFERENCES 

1. ASME Boiler & Pressure Vessel Code, Section XI, Rules For Inservice Inspection Of Nuclear Power Plant 

Components; 

1980 Edition w/ Addenda through Winter 1981 (PBAPS), 

1986 Edition (LGS).  

1995 Edition w/ 1996 AddendumCode Edition currently proposed for NRC endorsement per 

62FR63892, dated 12/3/97 

2. Federal Register, (60FR65456, dated December 19, 1995); Final Rule 10 CFR Part 50, 

"Fracture Toughness Requirements for Lic ht Water Reactor Pressure Vessels".  

3. SECY-95-205, Revisions to Regulatory Requirements for Reactor Pressure Vessel Integrity in 10 CFR 

Part 50, dated August 4, 1995.  

4. NRC Information Notice 98-13: Post-Refueling Outage Reactor Pressure Vessel Leak Testing Before 

Core Criticality, dated April 20, 1998.  

5. NRC letter: James M. Taylor, NRC Executive Director for Operations, to Messrs. Reynolds and Stenger of 

the Nuclear Utility Backfitting and Reform Group (NUBARG), dated February 2, 1990.  

6. Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards (ACRS) letter to J. M. Taylor, "Proposed Final Rule and 

Regulatory Guide for Fracture Toughness Requirements for Light Water Reactor Pressure Vessels", 

dated June 16, 1995.  

7. ASME Section XI Code Case N- 515, Class 1 Mechanical Joint Pressure Tests Section XI, Division 1.
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8. ASME Section XI Code Case N-508-1, Rotation of Serviced Snubbers and Pressure Relief Valves for the 

Purpose of Testing Section Xl, Division 1.  

9. Draft Regulatory Guide DG-1 050 (Revision 12 to Regulatory Guide 1.147), May 1997.  

10. ASME Section XI Code Inquiry XI-1 -86-53 dated 2/11/97.  

11. ASME Section XI Code Case N-416-1, Alternative Pressure Test Requirement for Welded 

Repairs or Installation of Replacement Iterns by Welding, Class 1, 2 and 3.  

12 ASME Section XI Code Case N-498-1, Alternative Rules for 10-Year System Hydrostatic 

Testing for Class 1, 2 and 3 Systems.  

13. ASME Section Xl Code Inquiries:

XI-1 -83-25 

XI-1 -83-37R2 

XI-1-83-70R 

XI-1 -86-13R 

XI-1 -86-34 

XI-1 -89-08 

XI-1 -89-15 

XI-1-89-33 

XI-1 -92-23 

XI-1-92-30 

XI-1 -92-65 

XI-1 -95-50

dated 10/27/83, Jse of steam for pressure test 

dated 9/19/89, h'ydro testing repair & replacements 

dated 1/26/90, lEakage test disassembled components 

dated 6/10/91, p ýessure tests disassembly / reassembly 

dated 9/18/86, Examination Category B-P pressurizing medium 

dated 11/14/88, 3ressure test for replacement of bolts 

dated 5/17/89, p-essure tests Class 1 components 

dated 2/7/90, pressure testing after disassembly 

dated 3/16/92, Examination Category B-P pressurizing medium 

dated 5/22/92, IVA-5214 pressure tests 

dated 2/7/94, pressure test, replacement of bolting 

dated 11/12/96, equired system pressure tests

a.  

b.  

C.  

d.  

e.  

f.  

9.  

h.  
i.  

j.  
k.  

I.
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POSITION PAPER No. PSL-00-001 

Snubber Operability and LCO Log 

The purpose of this engineering evaluation is to document the process that is currently being used to control the 
Tech Spec 3/4.7.4, Snubber, Allowed Outage Time and to verify that these additional administrative controls meet 
the requirements of approved Operations and Main tenance procedures.  

The structure of snubber related Work Orders as p lanned in PIMS does not provide for efficient control of the 
Tech Spec 3/4.7.4, Snubber, Allowed Outage Time. Accordingly the Snubber LCO Log, a LAN based system 
similar to a Narrative Log, has been developed for this purpose.  

From this review it was concluded: 

Snubber related Work Order Activities should be s atused in PIMS in accordance with the Maintenance/Outage 
Schedule.  

The actual equipment (snubber) status shall be do ,umented in the Snubber LCO Log by entries made by the 
Work Group.  

The LCO/TS Action and ST/RT Logs in the MCR roquire only a single entry at the beginning of the Snubber 

Inspection (outage) and may remain open until the end of the Inspection at which time they may be closed.  

The start of the Snubber AOT shall be the "Pin Oul" time entered in the Snubber LCO Log.  

The end of the Snubber AOT shall be the "VT-3 SAT" time entered in the Snubber LCO Log.  

The PMT for all snubbers removed for testing or maintenance work is a VT-3 Visual Examination after 
reinstallation.  

An entry in the Snubber LCO Log documenting the satisfactory completion of the PMT is sufficient to return the 
snubber to operable status.  

BASES: 

NOM-C-8.4, Unavailable Equipment/Equipment Release 

Q or Tech Spec snubber activities do not require a clearance (Section 4.4). Levels of administrative control, 
comparable to a Clearance, are provided by the Work Order Activity Description, LCO/TS Action Log and Snubber 
LCO Log.  

Unavailability Review (Section 5.3) - Unavailability Reviews have been completed for 100% of the snubber 
population. Engineering and at least two (2) members of Shift Management performed the review. Unavailability 
Reviews do not require re-review each outage unlEss there is a Modification involving the addition/deletion of 
snubbers or other supports within the Snubber Inspection System (SIDS No.). Details of the review are 
documented in Work Order Activity Description "Special Clearance Requirements".  

Two (2) members of Shift Management, one of wh am is the Control Room Supervisor, shall authorize snubber 
Work Order Activities.  

Shift Management authorization of snubber Work Order Activities releases the snubber to the Work Group but 
shall not be considered as starting the TS 3/4.7.4 Allowed Outage Time (AOT). See NOM-C-1 1.1, Operability, 
below.  

Shift Management authorization of the first snubber Work Order Activity for the Snubber Inspection shall require 
an entry to be made in the Regulatory Action (LCO/TS Action) Log. See NOM-L-6.4, Section 12.1, Regulatory 
Action, below.
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NOM-C-11.1, Operability 

Affected SSC's are identified by the Snubber InspEction System (SIDS No.) and Snubber LCO Log No.  

SSC's required to be operable, remain operable with the snubber removed during the 72 hour Allowed Outage 
Time (AOT) provided by TS 3/4.7.4. See USNRC position, below.  

The snubber AOT shall start with the "Pin Out" time recorded in the Snubber LCO Log and shall end with the "VT
3 SAT" time also entered in the Snubber LCO Log.  

USNRC Position on Snubber 72 Hour Action Statement: 

If a snubber is removed from its installation for tesling, the action requirement for the supported system is not 
applicable, as long as the 72 hours limit is not exceeded. The snubber could be removed one at a time and 
replaced, or all snubbers are removed at the same time, and replaced as a group at the same time. The Tech 
Spec operability requirements do not require consiJeration of supported system redundancy or impact until the 
snubbers are out of service in excess of 72 hours. The supported system will have to be declared inoperable if the 
72 hours limit is exceeded.  

If a snubber is found to be inoperable, the action sl~atement requires that an engineering evaluation of the 
supported system be performed or that the suppor:ed system be declared inoperable immediately.  

The engineering evaluation is to determine if the si pported system was affected by the inoperable snubber. This 
does not relate to the capacity of the attached system to withstand a seismic event.  

If the results of the evaluation show, prior to the end of the 72 hours, that the supported system was made 
inoperable by the inoperable snubbers and those snubbers were not restored or replaced, then the supported 
system Tech Specs should be entered then, and n~t at the end of the 72 hours.  

Note: when a snubber is removed from service for the purpose of testing, an engineering evaluation is not 
required.  

When a supported system LCO is not met due to z support system LCO not being met, only the support system, 

and not the supported system LCO actions are required to be entered.  

NOM-C-8.1, Equipment Status Control and Documentation 

The Plant Information Monitoring System (PIMS), Regulatory Action (LCO/TS Action) Log and the Snubber LCO 
Log shall be used to control and document the stalus of snubber activities on SSC's required to be operable.  

The most timely information is provided by the SnL bber LCO Log.  

NOM-L-6.4-1, ST/RT Status Log 
Requires only one entry per ST per Snubber Inspection (OUTAGE). The entry may remain open for the duration 
(until the end) of the Inspection at which time they may be closed.  
ST-4-103-000-0, Generic Snubber Visual Inspection 
ST-4-103-301-1(2), Snubber Functional Test 
ST-1-103-300-1(2), 24 Month Snubber Functional Test Program 
ST-i -103-990-1(2), Snubber Service Life Monitor 

NOM-C-6.2, Narrative Logs / Scope of Entry 

The Snubber LCO Log is analogous to Narrative Lgs for the CRS, ACRS, the ROs, and the PRO.  

The Snubber LCO Log is available to be viewed in the MCR by CRS, ACRS, the ROs, and the PRO on the LAN 
which is accessible from terminals in the MCR.
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The Snubber LCO Log includes the following information for each snubber: 
Outage number 
Snubber number 
Work Order No.  
Date and time the snubber was removed for testing or maintenance 
Calculates and displays the 72 hr AOT 
Date and time snubber was replaced 
Status of visual/functional examinations, SAT/UNSAT 
The supported system 
Other affected systems 

The Snubber LCO Log is updated by the Work Group (Station Maintenance). This pdate will always precede 

updates in PIMS W/O Completion Remarks (CREM) 

NOM-L-6.4, Section 12.1, Regulatory Action 

Upon authorization of the first TS Work Order for snubber inspections/maintenance, Shift Management shall make 

an entry in the LCO/TS Action Log.  

The entry shall direct the reviewer to the Snubber I.CO Log for the status of a specific snubber.  

Only one (1) entry in the LCO/TS Action Log is required for all inspections/maintenance to be performed on TS 
snubbers.  

The LCO/TS Action Log entry may be closed wher the last TS snubber Work Order is in "ACT COMPLETE" 
status in PIMS at the end of the Refueling Outage.  

AG-CG-26.4, Work Order (W/O) Work Performance 

Snubber Work Order Activities may be taken to "S,OHED" or "INPROG" status in PIMS any time following 
authorization by Shift Management. "SCHED" or "I qIPROG" status in PIMS shall not be considered as starting the 
TS 3/4.7.4 Allowed Outage Time (AOT).  

The entering, by the Maintenance Work Group, of 'he snubber "PIN OUT" time in the Snubber LCO Log shall 
constitute: 
the start of the 72 Hour Allowed Outage Time 
Prior notification to Shift Management of the actua! start of work.  

See NOM-C-1 1.1, Operability, above.  

AG-CG-26.6, Post Maintenance/Modification Testing (PMT) 

Snubber Post Maintenance Testing is included in tMe PIMS Component "C" Type Activity for the 

removal/maintenance/reinstallation of a particular snubber.  

Completion of the Post-Installation Verification section of procedures M-200-043, M-200-044 or M-200-045, as 

applicable to the size and make of the specific snubber shall be considered as completion of the PMT for that 
snubber.  

NOM-C-8.5, Equipment Return to Service 

A member of Shift Management shall authorize the return of equipment or systems back to an Operable status.  

after confirmation of the following information as appropriate: 

A snubber is considered returned to service and operable status following the satisfactory completion of the PMT 
based on the following:
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Proper housekeeping and equipment condition ha,,; been verified by the PMT.  

Completion of a Work Order search is not requirec since the PMT is required to be completed satisfactorily and 
deferral of the VT-3 Visual examination is not permitted.  

The PMT is the final required Surveillance Test for that snubber and its satisfactory completion indicates the 
snubber is in surveillance.  

Required Independent/Double verifications have bi en completed as specified by individual procedure and NOM
C-9.1 and NOM-C-9.4.  

The system/equipment has been walked down as appropriate to verify that it can be safely operated to fulfill its 
design function.  

The snubber is considered a support system and coes not require other auxiliary and support systems for 

operability.  

No Operating Procedures, including COLs, are required to return equipment/systems to service.  

No compensatory actions other than completing th , snubber work within the snubber 72 Hour AOT are taken or 
needed to be closed out.
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Position Paper No. PSL-01 -001 
Revision 0 

Succ essive Inspections 

Subject: This ISI program position provides guidance for determining the practicality of performing 

component examinations during SL ccessive inspection intervals following the sequence of 

examinations established during the first inspection interval.  

Reference: This position may be used in conjLnction with the 1980 Edition of ASME Section XI, through the 

1995 Edition.  

Applicability: This position may be applied to all Class 1, 2, 3 and MC component and their supports subject to 

the successive inspection requirements of ASME Section XI, IWX-2420.  

Discussion: ASME Section XI, IWX-2420 requires that, "to the extent practical ", the sequence of component 

examinations established during th a first inspection interval be repeated during each successive 

inspection interval.  

Position: There are a number of factors that affect the practicality of repeating the sequence of component 

examinations established during the first inspection interval. The list of factors below is not 

intended to be all-inclusive rather ii serves to illustrate the potential need to modify the sequence 

of examinations in a manner that optimizes, safety, radiological, scaffolding, insulation removal, or 

other considerations.  

1. Revised ASME Code requirements that may result from the 10-year update of the IS3 Program.  

2. Revised Regulatory requirements that may result from new or revised generic issues or rule making.  

3. Plant repairs, replacements or modifications that may result in the addition or deletion of components or new 

baseline examinations.  

4. An increased length of the typical fuel cycle that results in a decrease in the number of refueling outages in a 

10-year inspection interval.  

5. The reselection of components to maximize examination coverage or to address safety and radiological 

issues.
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Position Oaper No. PSL-01 -001 
Revision 0, continued 

Summary: 

Factors exist that add, delete or olherwise change the components requiring examination. These 

factors affect the inspection strategy established during the first inspection interval and thus the 

practicality of repeating the seque ice of examinations during subsequent inspection intervals. To 

the extent practical, the sequence of component examinations established during the first 

inspection interval shall be repeatod during each successive inspection interval. However, the 

practicality of the inspection strategy may make it necessary to modify or otherwise establish a 

new sequence of examinations in a manner that optimizes, safety, radiological, scaffolding, 

insulation removal, or other consicierations. In all cases, existing, modified or new inspection 

sequences shall satisfy the intervFl percentage requirements established by the ASME Code.  

Reference:

1. ASME Section XI Code Case No. N-624, Successive Inspections, dated May 7, 1999.
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A"TACHMENT 3 

ASIvIE SECTION XI 
SUBSEC TION IWE AND IWL 

ACCEPTANCE CRITERIA 

Purpose: This attachment describes in detail the acceptance criteria for the inspection of Class 
MC and Class CC components.  

Criteria: 
For Class MC components, if flaws are detected, flaw evaluations shall be performed in 
accordance with the Code, IWE. 3000, as detailed by the following standards.  

1. Standards for Examination Category E-A, Containment Surfaces 

A. IWE-3510.1 Visual Examinations- General 

This requirement states that," (a) the General Visual Examination shall be 
performed by, or under 1he direction of, a Registered Professional Engineer or 
other individual knowledgeable in the requirements for design, inservice 
inspection, and testing cf Class MC and metallic liners of Class CC 
components. The examination shall be performed either directly or remotely, by 
an examiner with visual acuity sufficient to detect evidence of degradation that 
may affect either the coi itainment structural integrity or leak tightness".  

IWE-351 0.1 does not provide any specific requirements other than visual 
acuity, for the qualification of personnel performing the General Visual 
Examination. Personnel performing the General Visual Examination should be 
familiar with or have trai iing on the type of containment being examined. The 
LGS QA program is folklwed for the qualification of the inspection personnel 
performing the General Visual Examination. It is acceptable to use Visual, VT
3 certified personnel for the General Visual Examinations if they meet the 
requirements of IWE-35 10.1, and have had additional instruction on 
containment inspection as specified by the individual directing the program 
required under IWE-3510.1.  

B. IWE-3510.2 and IWE-3,1 0.3 Visual Examinations - VT-3 

IWE-3510.2 and IWE-3,1 0.3 address acceptance criteria for Visual, VT-3 
examination of coated and non-coated surfaces.  

2. Standards for Examination Category E-B, E-C, E-D, and E-F 

IWE-3511, IWE-3512, IWE-3513, and IWE-3514 address acceptance criteria for 
Categories E-B, E-C, E-D, and E-F.  

3. IWE-3515 Standards For Examination Category E-G, Pressure-Retaining Bolting 

Acceptance criteria for visuel examination of pressure-retaining bolting are 
addressed in IWE-3515.1. 1: states that bolting materials shall be examined in 
accordance with the material specification for defects that may cause the bolted 
connection to violate either tne leak tight or structural integrity. Material 
specifications only provide for material properties, e.g., tensile strength, hardness, 
etc., and fabrication disconti iuities. For inservice bolting, acceptance criteria 
specific to inservice disconti iuities, e.g., corrosion, cracking, etc., are most
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applicable. The utility can u 3e the material specifications or develop an alternative 
for acceptance criteria. Perlorming an evaluation to show that the Visual, VT-1 
acceptance criteria of Exam nation Category B-G-1 or B-G-2 is equivalent or better 
than the material specification may be the best alternative for establishing 
pressure-retaining bolting ac ceptance criteria.  

4. Reportable Conditions for C.atings on Class MC Components 

If evidence of degradation is detected during the general visual examination, 
perform a detailed visual exaimination and determine (by a visual comparison to the 
applicable ASTM standard) f any of the conditions listed below are present. Any 
one of the conditions listed below shall be identified to Engineering.  

A. Blistering GREATER THAN size No. 6 (medium ) as specified in ASTM D 714 
B. Checking GREATER THAN standard No. 2 as specified in ASTM D 660 
C. Cracking GREATER THAN standard No. 6 as specified in ASTM D 661 
D. Flaking GREATER THAN standard No. 6 as specified in ASTM D 772 
E. Rusting EQUAL TO OR GREATER THAN Grade 7 as specified in 

ASTM D 610 

NOTE: Rust staining, a,,cumulated dirt, or dirt containing iron compounds 
should not be confused with the actual rust involved. Only rusting of the 
pressure-retaining mate'ial is to be considered.  

5. Reportable Conditions for C ass MC Components 

If evidence of degradation is detected during the general visual examination, 
PERFORM a detailed visual examination and DETERMINE if any of the conditions 
listed below are present. Ar y one of the conditions listed below shall be identified 
to Engineering.  

A. Excessive Corrosion/Pit:ing (generally represented by dark discoloration 
(red/brown), spalling fro n swelling, rust ejection, deep pits, and/or other severe 
manifestation) 

B. Deep Gouges or Dents excluding fabrication or installation marks) 
C. Excessive Wear (genera lly represented by shiny surfaces, ridges, evidence of 

motion, or other materia wastage) 
D. Bulging of the Liner (a separation of the metallic liner from the reinforced 

concrete structure) 
E. Other Damage, Deformaition, or Degradation (any condition (e.g., cracks, arc 

strikes, tears, broken wElds, etc.) that is not listed above and may be 
detrimental to the mater al condition within the examination boundary).  

NOTE: Degradation that is not detrimental to the pressure-retaining boundary, 
such as general corrosion or light surface pitting is acceptable and need NOT 
be recorded.
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For Class CC - Concrete Containment Cor iponents: 

1. Subarticle IWL-2510 states that "Concrete surface areas, including coated areas, 
except those exempted by I L-1 200 (b), shall be VT-3C visual examined for 
evidence of conditions indicative of damage or degradation, such as defined in ACI 
201.1 R-92, in accordance wvith IWL-2310 (b). Selected areas, such as those that 
indicate suspect conditions, shall receive a VT-1 C examination in accordance with 
IWL-2310 (a).  

Although this subarticle mandates that examination of concrete surfaces for 
evidence of conditions indicative of damage or degradation and a detailed 
examination of suspect areais, no prescriptive criteria is specified for recording 
conditions that may be indicative of damage or degradation or what constitutes a 
suspect condition.  

The objective of this part of the ISI Program is to establish a consistent approach 
in: 

A. recording conditions that should be monitored; 

B. defining what conditions,; constitute a suspect areas that require a detailed or 
VT-lC examination, and; 

C. defining conditions that are to be investigated by the IWL Responsible 
Engineer.  

Since Subarticle IWL-2510 references the use of ACI 201.1 R-92, a similar format 
to that outlined in this docurient was used. As an additional aide, the 
corresponding identifier (e.c., A.1, A.2.1) and applicable photograph(s) specified in 
document were referenced.  

2. A.1 CRACKS - a complete or incomplete separation, of either concrete or 
masonry, into two or more Farts produced by breaking or fracturing. The different 
types (e.g., pattern, checking, hairline, D-cracking) of cracking are illustrated by 
photographs in ACI 201.1 R-92 (see Figures(A.1.6a-f, A.1.1, A.1.3) 

Cracking of the concrete coier is a common mechanism for any concrete structure.  
This condition is normally a result of normal expansion and contraction that occurs 
within the concrete due to variations in temperature and stress.  

Passive cracks observed in the concrete cover are acceptable for continued 
service and do not warrant a review by the IWL Responsible Engineer. Passive 
cracks are defined as those having an absence of growth (when compared to the 
baseline examination results) and absence of other degradation mechanisms at the 
crack (e.g., bulging caused :y corrosion buildup).  

Cracking may contribute to the corrosion of the reinforcing steel or evidence of 
fatigue. To assure these concerns are recorded and monitored, cracking greater 
than 1 mm (0.04") in maxim im width should be recorded during the baseline 
examination. The threshold of 1 mm in maximum width is consistent with the 
guidance provided in ACI 349.3R-96.  

Cracking meeting the recordable threshold should be monitored to determine if it is 
passive or active. Passive c'acks are defined as those having an absence of 
growth (when compared to Ihe baseline examination results) and absence of other 
degradation mechanisms at the crack (e.g., bulging caused by corrosion buildup).
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If the crack is determined to be passive, further review by the IWL Responsible 
Engineer is not warranted.  

If for some reason a crack becomes active (e.g., a change in crack width or length 
when compared to the baseline exam data), this condition should be classified as 
suspect and a detailed or V*-I C examination should be performed to determine 
the magnitude and extent. If confirmed by this examination, the IWL Responsible 
Engineer should investigate this change.  

In the unlikely event, if a crack degrades to the point that reinforcement steel is 
exposed and severe corrosion is present, signs of distress would also be observed 
during the examination. Typical signs of this type of distress would be corrosion 
staining emerging from the crack or bulging of the cover caused by corrosion 
buildup. Since both of these conditions are evidence of potential structural 
degradation, these conditiors should be classified as suspect and a detailed or VT
1C examination should be performed to determine the magnitude and extent. If 
confirmed by this examination, the IWL Responsible Engineer should also 
investigate either of these conditions.  

Table 10.8-1 
Reportable Condil ions for Class CC Components 

A.1 Cracks

Thresholds Action To Be Taken 

Recordability: Any crack that visually appears to be Record the condition and any 
greater than 1 mm (0.04") in maximum supplemental information necessary to 
width. identify the location of the area for future 

monitoring.  

Suspect Evidence of corrosion staining emerging Perform a detailed or VT-1 C examination 
Condition: from the crack, active changes in crack to determine the magnitude and extent of 

width or length (when compared to the the suspect condition and record results.  
baseline exam), or other deg;radation 
mechanisms at the crack (e.g., bulging 
caused by corrosion buildup).  

IWL Corrosion staining, active cl-anges in Investigate the condition to determine if 
Responsible crack width or length, or othor further evaluation or repair is warranted.  
Engineer degradation mechanisms at the crack is 
Review: confirmed.
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3. A.2 DETERIORATION 

A. A.2.1 Distortion - any abnormal deformation of concrete from its original 
shape. This condition is illustrated by photograph in ACI 201.1 R-92 (see Figure 
A.2.10).  

Distortion of the concrele structure would be a result of abnormal loading 
conditions (e.g., earthquake, water hammer) and the damage would be primary 
concentrated in the conzýrete cover. However, internal structural degradation 
may be possible.  

For this reason, any abnormal deformation should be recorded and 
investigated by the IWL Responsible Engineer.

Table 10.8-2 
Reportable Condiions for Class CC Components 

A,.2.1 Distortion

Thresholds Action To Be Taken 

Recordability: Any abnormal deformation of concrete Record condition and any supplemental 
from its original shape. information necessary to identify the 

location of the area for future monitoring.  

Suspect Any abnormal deformation of concrete Perform a detailed or VT-1 C examination 
Condition: from its original shape. to determine the magnitude and extent of 

the suspect condition and record results.  

IWL Any abnormal deformation (if concrete Investigate the condition to determine if 
Responsible from its original shape. further evaluation or repair is warranted.  
Engineer 
Review:
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B. A.2.2 Efflorescence (Leaching) - a deposit of salts, usually white, formed on 
a surface, the substance having emerged from below the surface. This 
condition is illustrated by photograph in ACI 201.1 R92 (see Figure A.2.12).  

Efflorescence (also referred to as leaching) is caused by exposure of the 
concrete to flowing or penetrating water that results in the leaching of certain 
salts, including calcium hydroxide, from the concrete paste. This condition 
normally occurs at locations of high moisture penetration and flow, such as 
cracks.  

Since leaching normally occurs at cracks, further degradation of the crack may 
occur and may contribuze to the corrosion of the reinforcing steel. As stated 
earlier, corrosion of the reinforcement steel could potentially affect the 
structural integrity of thE concrete containment. Thus, any leaching should be 
recorded and monitorec. Since corrosion of the reinforcing steel is the main 
concern, any evidence of corrosion staining emerging from the degraded 
surface or other degradcation mechanisms at the crack (e.g., bulging caused by 
corrosion buildup) has Ieen established as the threshold for classifying this 
condition as a suspect condition. At this point, a detailed or VT-1C 
examination should be performed. If the detail or VT-1C examination confirms 
corrosion staining, an in iestigation by the IWL Responsible Engineer should be 
performed.

Table 10.8-3 
Reportable Condci ons for Class CC Components 

A.2.2 Efflorescence (Leaching) 

Thresholds Action To Be Taken 

Recordability: Any leaching. Record condition and any supplemental 
information necessary to identify the 
location of the area for future monitoring.  

Suspect Evidence of corrosion staining emerging Perform a detailed or VT-1 C examination 
Condition: from the degraded surface c r other to determine the magnitude and extent of 

degradation mechanisms at the crack the suspect condition and record results.  
(e.g., bulging caused by cor,'osion 
buildup).  

IWL Corrosion staining or other degradation Investigate the condition to determine if 
Responsible mechanisms at the crack (e.g., bulging further evaluation or repair is warranted.  
Engineer caused by corrosion buildup) are 
Review: confirmed.



Specification NE-042 
Revision 3 

Attachment 3 
Page 7 of 11 

C. A.2.3 Popout- the bree king away of small portions of a concrete surface due 
to internal pressure that leaves a shallow, typical conical depression. This 
condition is illustrated b'j photographs in ACI 201.1 R92 (see Figures A.2.1 9, 
A.2.19.1, A.2.19.2, A.2.19.3).  

Popouts on the concretE] cover would not compromise the structural integrity of 
the containment. For this reason, they should be acceptable for continued 
service and a review by the IWL Responsible Engineer would not warranted.  

However, the concrete (over at this affected area may continue to degrade and 
expose the reinforcing steel. For this reason, any popout that visually appears 
to be greater than 50 mm (2.00") in diameter or equivalent surface area should 
be recorded and monitored. The threshold of 50 mm (2.00") is consistent with 
the guidance provided in ACI 349.3R-96.  

Since corrosion of the reinforcement steel could potentially affect structural 
integrity of the concrete containment, any evidence of corrosion staining 
emerging from the degraded surface and/or exposed reinforcing steel detected 
during the general or VT-3C examination should be considered suspect and a 
detailed or VT-1C examination should be performed. If corrosion staining 
and/or exposed reinforc ng steel is confirmed by the detail or VT-1 C 
examination, an investication by the IWL Responsible Engineer should be 
performed.  

Table 10.8-4 
Reportable Condil ions for Class CC Components 

A.2.3 Popout 

Thresholds Action To Be Taken 

Recordability: Any popout that visually appears to be Record condition and any supplemental 
greater than 50 mm (2.00") ii diameter or information necessary to identify the 
equivalent surface area. location of the area for future monitoring.  

Suspect Evidence of corrosion staining emerging Perform a detailed or VT-1 C examination 
Condition: from the popout and/or there is evidence to determine the magnitude and extent of 

of exposed reinforcing steel. the suspect condition and record results.  

IWL Corrosion staining and/or exposed Investigate the condition to determine if 
Responsible reinforcing steel is confirmed. further evaluation or repair is warranted.  
Engineer 
Review:
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D. A.2.4 Scaling (including peeling) - local flaking or peeling away of the near 
surface portion of concrate or mortar. Scaling may be loss of coarse aggregate 
particles, as well as moitar. This condition is illustrated by photographs in ACI 
201.1 R92 (see Figures k.2.20.1 a, A.2.20.1 b, A.2.20.2a, A.2.20.2b, A.2.20.3a, 
A.2.20.3b, A.2.20.4a, A.2.20.4b).  

Similar to a popout, scaling of the concrete cover will not compromise the 
structural integrity of the containment. For this reason, scaling would be 
acceptable for continued service and a review by the IWL Responsible 
Engineer would not be warranted.  

Since the concrete cover could continue to degrade in this affected area and 
expose the reinforcing steel, scaling that visually appears to be greater than 30 
mm (1.125") in depth should will be recorded and monitored. The threshold of 
30 mm (1.125") is consistent with the guidance provided in ACI 349.3R-96.  

Any evidence of corrosion staining emerging from the degraded surface and/or 
exposed reinforcing steel that is detected during the general or VT-3C 
examination should be considered suspect and a detailed or VT-1 C 
examination should be performed. If corrosion staining and/or exposed 
reinforcing steel is confirmed by the detail or VT-1 C examination, a review by 
the IWL Responsible Engineer should be performed.  

Table 10.8-5 
Reportable Conditions for Class CC Components 

A.2.4 Scaling (including peeling) 

Thresholds Action To Be Taken 

Recordability: Any scaling that visually appears to be Record condition and any supplemental 
greater than 30 mm (1.125") in depth. information necessary to identify the 

location of the area for future monitoring.  

Suspect Evidence of corrosion staining is Perform a detailed or VT-1 C examination 
Condition: emerging from the scaling and/or there is to determine the magnitude and extent of 

evidence of exposed reinforcing steel. the suspect condition and record results.  

IWL Corrosion staining and/or ex:osed Investigate the condition to determine if 
Responsible reinforcing steel is confirmed. further evaluation or repair is warranted.  
Engineer 
Review:
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E. A.2.5Spall- a fragment, usually in the shape of a flake, detached from a larger 
mass by a blow, by the action of weather, by pressure, or by expansion within 
the large mass. A spall is normally a circular or oval depression or in some 
cases elongated depreE sion over a reinforcing bar. This condition is illustrated 
by photographs in ACI 201.1 R-92 (see Figures A.2.21.1, A.2.21.2).  

A spall on the concrete ,over would not compromise the structural integrity of 
the concrete containme it. Thus, spalls would be acceptable for continued 
service and a review by the IWL Responsible Engineer would not be 
warranted.  

Since the concrete coVE r could continue to degrade in this affected area and 
expose the reinforcing steel, any spall that visually appear to be 20 mm 
(0.750") or more in depth and 200 mm (8.00") or greater in any dimension 
should be recorded and monitored. The threshold of 20 mm (0.750") or more 
in depth and 200 mm (8.00") or greater in any dimension is consistent with the 
guidance provided in AI 349.3R-96.  

Since corrosion of the reinforcement steel could potentially affect structural 
integrity, any evidence of corrosion staining emerging from the degraded 
surface and/or exposed reinforcing steel that is detected during the general or 
VT-3C examination should be considered suspect and a detailed or VT-1C 
examination should be performed. If corrosion staining and/or exposed 
reinforcing steel is confirmed by the detail or VT-1 C examination, a review by 
the IWL Responsible Ergineer should be performed.  

Table 10.8-6 
Reportable Conditions for Class CC Components 

A.2.5 Spall 

Thresholds Action To Be Taken 

Recordability: Any spall that visually appears to be 20 Record condition and any supplemental 
mm (0.750") or more in depti and 200 information necessary to identify the 
mm (8.00") or greater in any dimension. location of the area for future monitoring.  

Suspect Evidence of corrosion stainirig emerging Perform a detailed or VT-1 C examination 
Condition: from the spall and/or there is evidence of to determine the magnitude and extent of 

exposed reinforcing steel. the suspect condition and record results.  

IWL Corrosion staining and/or exposed Investigate the condition to determine if 
Responsible reinforcing steel is confirmec. further evaluation or repair is warranted.  
Engineer 
Review:
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F. A.2.6 Stalactite - a downward pointing formation, hanging from the surface of 
concrete, shaped like a icicle.  

G. A.2.7 Stalagmite - stalagmite are similar to stalactite with the exception they 
are an upward formatio'i.  

Stalactite and/or stalagmite are caused by exposure of the concrete to flowing 
or penetrating water that results in the leaching of certain salts, including 
calcium hydroxide, from the concrete paste. This condition normally occurs at 
locations of high moisture penetration and flow, such as cracks.  

Similar to leaching, this mechanism normally occurs at cracks. Since 
degradation of the crack may occur and contribute to the corrosion of the 
reinforcing steel, either Mf these conditions should be recorded and monitored.  

Since corrosion of the rninforcing steel is the main concern, any evidence of 
corrosion staining emerging from the degraded surface or other degradation 
mechanisms at the crack (e.g., bulging caused by corrosion buildup) has been 
established as the threshold for classifying this condition as a suspect 
condition. At this point, a detailed or VT-1C examination should be performed.  
If the detailed examination or VT-1C examination confirms corrosion staining, 
an investigation by the IWL Responsible Engineer should be performed.  

Table 10.8-7 
Reportable Condi.ions for Class CC Components 

A.2.6 Stal ictite / A.2.7 Stalagmite

Thresholds Action To Be Taken 

Recordability: Any stalactite or stalagmite. Record condition and any supplemental 
information necessary to identify the 
location of the area for future monitoring.  

Suspect Evidence of corrosion staining emerging Perform a detailed or VT-1C examination 
Condition: from the degraded surface cr other to determine the magnitude and extent of 

degradation mechanisms at the crack the suspect condition and record results.  
(e.g., bulging caused by corrosion 
buildup).  

IWL Corrosion staining or other degradation Investigate the condition to determine if 
Responsible mechanisms at the crack (e.g., bulging further evaluation or repair is warranted.  
Engineer caused by corrosion buildup) are 
Review: confirmed.
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H. A.2.8 Corrosion - Disintegration or deterioration of concrete or reinforcement 
by electrolysis or by chE!mical attack. This condition is illustrated by photograph 
in ACI 201.1 R-92 (see Figure A.2.5).  

Since conditions associ ated with concrete disintegration and/or deterioration 
has already been discussed, no further discussion of this condition will be 
provided.  

Under most conditions, concrete provides adequate protection of embedded 
materials against corros ion. The protective value of the concrete is attributable 
to its high alkalinity. The degree to which concrete will provide this protection 
is a function of the quality of the concrete, the depth of the concrete cover, and 
good construction pract ces.  

Corrosion of the reinforcing steel is not limited to cracked concrete surfaces.  
Corrosion can occur in uncracked surfaces when the concrete cover over the 
steel is insufficient.  

In both cases, rust stains can be observed in the pores of the concrete and in 
small cracks at the surface during the early stages of corrosion. As the 
corrosion advances, prominent cracking of the concrete in a direction parallel 
to the reinforcement and delamination of the concrete will occur. In severe 
cases, spalling down to the level of the reinforcement will occur.  

Since excessive corrosion of the reinforcing steel may be evidence of potential 
structural degradation, ýtny corrosion staining emerging from the concrete 
and/or other evidence of corrosion (e.g., bulging caused by corrosion buildup) 
should be recorded and established as the suspect condition threshold. If the 
detail or VT-1 C examination confirms either condition, an investigation by the 
IWL Responsible Enginaer should be performed.  

Table 10.8-8 
Reportable Condilions for Class CC Components 

A.2.8 Corrosion 

Thresholds Action To Be Taken 

Recordability: Evidence of corrosion staining emerging Record condition and any supplemental 
from the concrete surface or other information necessary to identify the 
evidence of corrosion (e.g., bulging location of the area for future monitoring.  
caused by corrosion buildup).  

Suspect Evidence of corrosion staining emerging Perform a detailed or VT-1 C examination 
Condition: from the concrete surface or other to determine the magnitude and extent of 

evidence of corrosion (e.g., )ulging the suspect condition and record results.  
caused by corrosion buildup).  

IWL Evidence of corrosion staining emerging Investigate the condition to determine if 
Responsible from the concrete surface or other further evaluation or repair is warranted.  
Engineer evidence of corrosion is confirmed.  
Review:
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AFTACHMENT 4 

PROGRAM No. AUG-13 
Technicail Specification 3/4.7.4 

Snubber Examination and Test Program 

TABLE AUG-1 3-1 
Refuelina Outaae-flased Visual Examination Table

NUMBER OF UNACCEPTABLE SNUBBERS 
Population Column A Column B Column C 
or Group for Extended Interval Maximum for Same as for Interval Reduction by 

Note 1 Notes 2 and 3 Previous Interval 1/3rd 
Notes 2 and 4 Notes 2,5,6 

1 0 0 1 
80 0 0 2 

100 0 1 4 
150 0 3 8 
200 2 5 13 
300 5 12 25 
400 8 18 36 
500 12 24 48 
750 20 40 78 

1000 or Greater 29 56 109 

NOTES: 

1. Interpolation between population or group sizes and The number of unacceptable snubbers is permissible. Use the next lower 
integer found for the permissible number of unacceptable snubbers.  

2. The basic interval shall be the normal fuel cycle up tc 24 months. The examination interval may be as great as twice the fuel 
cycle (Note 3) or as small as 1/3d of the fuel cycle (Notes 5b and 6). The maximum (previous interval) value used to determine 
the next examination interval shall be one normal fuel cycle. The examination intervals may vary by ± 25% to coincide with the 
actual outage.  

3. If the number of unacceptable snubbers is equal to o less than the value in Column A, then the next examination interval may 
be increased to twice the past examination interval, i.e., the next exam according to the former interval may be skipped. When 
the former interval is the refueling cycle, the snubben; may be examined only every other refueling cycle interval so long as the 
results of the visual examination meet the requirements of Column A. The snubbers that are installed at locations where the 
snubbers were unacceptable at the previous examination shall be examined during the skipped refueling outage.  

4. If the number of unacceptable snubbers exceeds the value in Column A, but is equal to or less than the number in Column B, 
then the next visual examination shall be conducted at the same interval as the immediately preceding interval. When the 
former interval is the refueling cycle the next interval s the current refueling cycle.  

5. If the number of unacceptable snubbers exceeds the number in Column B, but is equal to or less than the value in Column C, 
then one of the following shall apply: 

a. A review and evaluation to justify continued use of the snubbers shall be performed. The previous examination interval 

may then be used. When the former interval is the refueling cycle the next interval is the current refueling cycle, 

OR 

b. The next examination interval shall be decreased by 1 /3rd of the previous examination interval or in accordance with the 
interpolation between Columns B and C, in proportion to the exact number of unacceptable snubbers.  

6. If the number of unacceptable snubbers exceeds the value in Column C, then the corrective actions and justifications of Note 
5a shall be performed and the examination interval shall be decreased to 113 rd of the previous interval.

I
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PROGRAM No. AUG-13 
Technical Specification 3/4.7.4 

Snubber Exaýnination and Test Program

TABLE AUG-1 3-2 
Snubber Visual Examination Discrepancy Report Disposition

Action Required to Determine Visual 
Discrepancy Report Action / Disposition8 

Engineering Review 

Potential Snubber Repair 
Affect on Stroke Functional Sign-off or Replacement 

Condition 9  Operability Test' Test11  Evaluation on D. R.  
Cold Set / Hot Set No No No 7 7 1,6 
Out of Tolerance 
Not Bottomed Out 

Cold Set / Hot Set Yes Yes 3 Yes Yes 1,2,5,6 
Out of Tolerance 
Bottomed Out 

Body or Transition Yes Yes 3 2 3 2, 5 
Tube 
Dent > 1/8" 

Body or Transition Yes Yes 3 2 2 2, 5, 6 Blend 
Tube and Paint 
Arc Strike 

Telescoping Cylinder Yes Yes 3 3 3 2, 5, 6 Clean 

Heavy Rust on OD 

Internal Corrosion Yes Yes 3 3 3 2, 5 

Internal Torque Broken No No No No No 5 

PSA-35s and PSA- No No No No No 4 
100s 
Center Torque Broken 

End Cap / Transition No No No No No 4 
Tube Broken Torque 

Spherical Bearing No No No No No 4 
Displacement > 1/16"
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TABLE AUG-13-2 
Snubber Visual Examination Discrepancy Report Disposition

Action Required to Determine Visual 
Dis -repancy Report Action / Disposition8 

Engineerinq Review 

Potential Snubber Repair 
Affect on Strok, Functional Sign-off or Replacement 

Condition 9  Operability Test1" Test11  Evaluation on D. R.  
Spherical Bearing Yes Yes 3 Yes Yes 2,5,6 
Frozen will not Clean, Free or 
Rotate"0  Replace 

Bearings 

Spherical Bearing No No No No No No 
Frozen will Rotate10 

Clamp or End Bracket Yes Yes 3 Yes Yes 1,2, 5, 6 
Wear Marks Caused 
by Binding 

Mechanical Yes No Yes Yes Yes 1, 2, 5, 6 
Interference 
or Misalignment 
Indication of Binding 
and/or Bending 

Mechanical No No No Yes Yes 6 
Interference or Unless 
Misalignment Accept-As-Is 
No Indication of 
Binding 

Clamp Nut No No No No No 6 
Loose or Inadequate 
Thread Engagement 

Clamp Yes Yes 3 2 3 1,2,5,6 
Loose and Affecting Tighten Clamp 
Snubber Movement 

PSA-1/4, 1/2, 1, 3, 10, Yes Yes 3 2 3 2, 5 
Lisega 3018 
Used as Step 

PSA-35, 100, PSB No No No No Yes No 
Used as Step 

Load Pin Yes Yes 3 Yes Yes 1, 4, 6 
Bent, Worn or Missing
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TABLE AUG-13-2 
Snubber Visual Examiration Discrepancy Report Disposition

Action Required to Determine Visual 
Discrepancy Report Action / Disposition8 

Encoineering Review 

Potential Snubber Repair 
Affect on Strok 3 Functional Sign-off or Replacement 

Condition9  Operability Test1 1  Test" Evaluation on D. R.  
Washers No No No No No 
Missing or Incorrect 

Load Pin Retainers or No No No No No 6 
Cotter Pins 
Missing or Improperly 
Installed 

Safety Wire No No No No No 4 
Incorrect 

Dust Cover Screws No No No No No 6 
Loose or Missing 

Weld Indications Yes No Yes Yes Yes 1,2, 5, 6 

Serial or ID Number No No No No No No 
Incorrect / Missing 

ST Data Sheet No No No No No No 
Typo / Error 

Hydraulic Snubber No Yes 3 2 2 5 
Evidence of Fluid 
Leakage from 
Reservoir Level Still 
Satisfactory 

Hydraulic Snubber Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 5 
Evidence of Fluid 
Leakage from 
Reservoir Level 
Unsatisfactory 

Condition Re-verified No No No No No No 
as Not Discrepant
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PROGRAM No. AUG-13 
Technical Specification 3/4.7.4 

Snubber Examination and Test Program 

TABLE AUG-1 3-2 
Snubber Visual Examination Discrepancy Report Disposition, continued 

NOTES: 

1. Potential Structural Rework deperding on Engineering evaluation.  

2. Required only if unacceptable Furctional Test Results obtained.  

3. Required only if Stroke Test fails.  

4. Correct condition per applicable rr aintenance procedures.  

5. Rebuild or Replace per Note 4.  

6. Correct condition per Work Order instructions.  

7. Not required if acceptable per Design Drawing or within range of thermal movement 
previously determined as acceptable. Reference applicable documentation on Discrepancy 
Report.  

8. Special cases involving a combinzttion of conditions or based on the judgement of Engineer 
may result in additional evaluation or testing than noted above.  

9. Conditions not addressed will be reviewed on a case-by-case basis and will require sign-off 

by Engineering.  

10. Rotation shall be defined as follows: 

a. For PSA-1/4, 1/2, Lisega 3018 - hand force only, no mechanical assistance.  

b. PSA-1, 3, 10 - may be rotated with assistance of standard screw driver or equivalent 
(maximum overall length 13").  

c. PSA-35, 100 - may be rotated with assistance of heavy duty screw driver or equivalent 
(maximum overall length 29"). Care shall be taken not to damage snubber or affect 
torqued connections.  

11. Testing as listed may be waived with concurrence from Engineering.
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PROGRAM No. AUG-13 
Technicill Specification 3/4.7.4 

Snubber Examination and Test Program, continued 

Figure AUG-13-1 
Snubber Scope of Examination/Testing

SNUBBER ASSEMBLY (PIN to PIN)

PD
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FIGURE AUG-1 3-2 
THE 37 TESTING SAMPLE PLAN
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