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CONCERN N'O: IN-85-545-XO3 

CONCERN4: The Watts Bar Code Requiremwents are far less istringent than 
Bel.lefonte.  

INVESTIGATION 
PERFORMED BY: W. M. Kemp, Jr.  

DETAILS 

CLARIFICATION OF THE CONCERN DURING ERT FOLLOW UP: 

"There is a big difference between reoutromonts, N5 Responsibility, for 
Bellefonte and Watts Bar. Watts Bar is far less stringent than 
Bel.lefonte.  

PERSONNEL CONTACTED: CONF IDENT IAL 

PROCEDURES/DOCUMENTATION/REOUIREMENTS REV IEWED: 

ASME 111, NA 8000,, 1971 Summer 1973 Addenda - Watts Bar - Cod& of 
Record 

ASME 111, NA 8000, 1974 Summer 1974 Addenda - Bellefonte Code of Record 
BI.NP QCP-10.17, Rev.0 #-# Preparation of N5 Code Data Report 
WBNP OCI-1.45, Rev.0 to Rev.5 - N5 Preparation 
Informwal Mernos/Meraorand urs: 

2/2/83 - WBNP - Information of task force to review ASME 
Code documrentat ion generated prior to November 
19 1982.  

12/3/83- WBNP - Method of Review on ASME Code 
dor~urentat ion 

12/26/83-BLNP 841226-301 BFN - N5 Task Force Final 
Report 

4/29/85 -BLNP - Evaluation of Code Data Report Program 

Presently in effect at Bellefonte Nuclear Plant 

SUMMARY OF INVESTIGATION 86026R 4 A0 

P 05066o-27 

This concern is not substantiated. PDR 

based on the investigation and review of the N5 program at Watt* Bar 
(WBN) and Bellefonte (BLN)9 the statement that there Is a "difference
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CONCERN NO: IN-85-545-XO:9 

DETALLS_, _co~n~t iniec - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

SUMMARY OF INVESTIGATION, continued 

between recuiretwents. N5 responsibility" is true. WBN's Code of Record 
is ASME 111 1971, Summer 1973 Addenda wnile BLN's Code of Record is 
1974 ASME III, Summer 1974 Addenda. ASME Subsection NF "Supports" are 
applicable at BLN whereas "NF" is not applicaole at WBN. Both programs 
are similar in most other cases and in fact, WBN's N5 program is 
"tighter" tnan BLNP and not "less stringent".  

FIND INGS 

The review of the applicable procedures for Watts Bar's, and 
Bellefonte's N5 programs determined that the review of inspection 
documentation at WBNP is on a one to one basis ,however at BLN this 
review is performed on a sample basis. Comouter programs are used 
basically to the same extent at both sites. The Code Data Report Unit 
at WSPAP generates a separate computer program to identify problems to 
engineering and OC units.  

Bellefcnte FSAR Section 3.2 "Classification of Structures, Systems and 
Components" reference tme code of record as ASME Section 111 1974 
Summner of 1974 Addenda.  

The scope of Beitefonte OCP-lv.17 Rev (5 "Preparation of N5 Code Data 
Report" addresses installation and fabrication piping, hangers. and 
systems in accordan~ce with ASME.  

The scope of Watts; Bar QCI 1.45 "N5 Preparation"v addresses 
fabrication-installation to ASME.  

CONCLUSIONSs 

The concern is rnot substantiatCed.  

Based on the investigation and the review of the applicable N5 
procedures to WBN and SNP both programs satisfy the applicable code of 
record requ~irements. "The Code of Record" for both sites are different 

years and WBN is m~ore stringent based on this difference.  

PREPARED BY: 7 

REVIEWED bY: ;-_1 4/11~



REQUEST FOR REPORTABILITY EVALUATION 

1.Request No. TX-85-545-X09 
(ERT Concern No.) CID no., if reported) 

2.Identification Of Item Involved:_115 Preparaa~ion 
(Nomenclature, system, manuf. ,SN, 
Mlodel, etc-) 

3. Descr &pti on of Problem (Attach related documents, photos, 

sketches, etc. ) 

The Watts Bar requirements are far less sticn hn elfne 

4. Reason for Reportabi~lity: (Use supplemental srieets if necessary) 

A. This design or construction deficiency, we.e it to have 

remained uncorrcted, could have affected adversely the safety 

of operations of the nuclear powe. plant do any time throughout 

the expected lifetime of the plant.  

No0 X Yes ___ If Yes, Fý.Plain:........  

B. This defi ciency represents a Slanificant, breakdow.n in any 

Port ion of the quality assurance program conducted in 

10 accordance with the requirements of Appendix 9;ý 

No X-L Yes-----If Yes, Explain:-- --

-- - - ---R 

C. This def iciency neoresents a sintficant def iciency in f inal 

design as approved and released for construction such that the 

design does not conform to the criteria bases stated in the' 

Safety analysis report or construction permit.  

No -2--.. Yes --- i Yes, E"Plain:------------------------------

-------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------

ERT Form MY



NEWLEST FOR 11EPONTaBILITY EVQALUATION

U. This ctwfacictency reoresents a elI ant'I rart cefe IC i encv in 

ce.'snetrijctiof Of Or significant cat'ace -C .4 strojct.Jre syvstem or 

CC-m.v'taww~t which will reasitre extenstve eValset&iW.r. extersi1'C 

rU4!eta~rl. .. rt ewternsive repair to meet the criter'ia Ar.c hat3.e 

stated ir, trio safopv an.~lv-si rvoort *..r (-.-ý"StrOiCti-7f OPI-fiit OV 

tc. >Ahosr-wise establish1 theu adwo'iacy -~f frie stroiCtosov. system, 

-7- Ci:ft1pC'rICv~ to pert fcrm its irtendea %.*fetv funbct ionr.  

X Yes __If Yes, ExplaIn: _____________ 

E.. This deficien~cy repwresents a jgi ifigant- deviat ion from the 

pewf ormance specifications whuich will Iequire i*wteS~tIN 

ea 1 esat son. gaffljjif redesi n, or Oggn-imz repai r to 

establish the adequacy of the structure, system, or component 

to perform its intended safety funct ion.  

No 7 Yes _ If Yes, Explain: 

IF ITEM 4A.AN 48 OR 4C QR_ 4D QR 4E ARE MARKED -YES% JýFDZATELY 

HADCAR THIS REOLEST AND SUPPORTING DOCUMIENTATION TO NISRS.  

This Condidtion was Identified byz .9.2-00 
ERT laveigyl r Phone Ext.  

ERT Project Plarager Phone E xtt 

Ackno..le .ourenk of receipt by NSRS 

Date Tm 

Sigra7

ERT Form Mt


