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The eMbiest -aefiiemoywea initlallk/— reported to NRC-033 Inspeotor
n aec

U-1. *ivht  anmbeeer179 1980, adanele with 10 CR1 50.55(¢) as NCR-l
46.40i.. T

Ati-ad S S P{E PHRY MR SRS caed-BRHa iyfnreb 2,
fiual revert ftr unit 1v andurseventh Interls report flor unit 2. ~ Bpet to
prvol dea.4ddtimual @vnonti 2 cii or about July 2, 1954 This

~msmfbt'n  ves:alsorepcfted for SequgyAb Nuclear Plant as NCR SC CM 8039.

if Mocahave any questions,. please get In touch with 1. H. Shen
a TS85-286
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~lgSdotioa of Deficiency

aad pipe support’' design efforts for 01 wss. 1, 2, and 3
it insie containmemt were contracted to | DS Nuclear, Inc. (3DM), as a
t Sty effort. Su%‘aort designs -were issued and revised by 3DS until
appCsimSs| 197 waltts Bar. "W41i0 WDad design and revisio
responsibility,. any -piping-reanalysis results were reviewed by - DS-for-lowst on
existing Support delsigs If 16creased support load ddnot ‘require design
medificatio,  banger drawings were not revised to increase the loads tabulated
on thdmn  drawlfd Design control responsibility for all hanger drawings
was shsaequetly turned over to TVA, and subsequent design modifications by TVA
wer- based on the design loads tabulated on the drawings. Therefore, the design
-modificationt by TVA my be based on unoonservative loads.

TWA vao not aware of the IDS policy of not revising the support loads on the
-support dravings unless structural changes were sade to the supports.
Caoasequently, when TVA took responsibility for the control of the support

Framginglse TVA assumed that the support drawings depicted the current support.
oads.

-safety Imoliotione

Pipe supports whose design In based on unconservative loads could booone
overstressed and fail during a design basis seisuic event. Pipe support failure
-onc-lasess 1, 2, and 3 system could overstress the piping and nossibly result

i Ina Pipe failure which could adversely affect the safety of operations of the
plant.

Interim Progres on Unit 2

Due to IN DM's support of the VIN unr.. 1 near-term operating license effort,
design work associated with this problem on 1IN unit 2 has heen temporarily

VIAsupnded. TVA will provide the next report on unit 2 upon conclusion of the
unit 2 support design work.

Corrective Action for Unit 1

TVA has reviewed and evaluated all unit 1 supports on piping originally
analysed by ! M5 and ensured that the support drawings reflect and are
designed for the current loads.

All applicable support drawings for unit 1have been conpleted and Issued
under engbieering chane notice (¢CR) 2891. TVA's Division of Construction
(OWST) rework for unit 1, under EC 2891, will be completed by December 31,
|18  Control of pipe support revisions has been transfarred from DS to TVA

therl by, mitigating the posasibiliy of recurrence of this problem



