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CONCERN N O IN-85-545-X0O3

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

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

DETAI LS
CLARI FI CATI ON OF THE CONCERN DURI NG ERT FOLLOW UP:

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

PERSONNEL CONTACTED: CONF I DENT I AL

PROCEDURES/ DOCUMENTATI ON REOQUI REMENTS REV | EVEED:

ASME 111, NA 8000,, 1971 Surmmer 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 CCl - 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 docunrentat ion generated prior to Novenber
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 - Eval uation of Code Data Report Program

Presently in effect at Bellefonte Nuclear Plant
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This concern is not substanti ated. PDR

based on the investigation and review of the N5 program at MWatt* Bar
(WBN) and Bellefonte (BLN)9 the statement that there Is a "difference
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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 111, Summer 1974 Addenda. ASME Subsection NF "Supports" are
applicable at BLN whereas "NF' is not applicaole at WBN. Both programs
are similar in nost other cases and in fact, WBN s N5 program i's

"tighter" tnan BLNP and not "less stringent".

FI NDI NGS

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
engi neering and OC units.

Bel |l efcnte FSAR Section 3.2 "Cassification of Structures, Systens and
Components" reference tme code of record as ASME Section 111 1974
Summer 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
systens in accordan~ce with ASME

The scope of Watts; Bar QC 1.45 "N5 Preparation"v addr esses
fabrication-installation to ASME

CONCLUSI ONSs

The concern is rnot substantiat Ced.

Based on the investigation and the review of the applicable N5

procedures to WBN and SNP both prograns satisfy the applicable code of
record requ~irements. "The Code of Record" for both sites are different

years and WBN is more stringent based on this difference.

PREPARED BY: 7

REVI EVED bY: ;-1 4/11~



REQUEST FOR REPORTABILITY EVALUARTION

1. Request No. IN-85-545-X09 . B
(ERT Concern No.) (ID No., if reported)

5. Identification of Item Involved:_ N5 Preparation
(Nomenclature, system, manuf., SN,

Model, etc.)
3. Description of Problem (Attach related documents, photos,
sketches, etc.)

The Watts Bar requirements are far less stringent than Bellefonte. _

4. Reason for Reportability: (Use supplemental sheets if necessary)

(X >

A. This design or construction deficiency, we. e it ¢to have
remained uncorrected, could have affected adversely the safety
of operations of the nuclear power plant «t any time throughout
the expected lifetime of the plant.

No __X _Yes _____ If Yes, Faplain:
AND .
B. This deficiency represents a significant breakdown 11n any
) portion of the gqguality assurance program conducted N
P accordance with the requirements of Appendix B.
No __X _Yes _____ 1f Yes, Explain: .
OR_ T T T

C. This deficiency represents a significant deficiency in final
desigrn as approved and released for construction such that the
design does not conform to the criteria bases stated 1in the
safety analysis report or construction permit. T

No ¥ Yes If Yes, Explain:

—— - —— s - —— ——— ——————— ——— —— - ——————— -

-—————-————.———__—__-_.._.._—_.._-_.._____._.__—_--_-——————————v———--ﬁ—-—-—.—

c—-——-———-————-—————-———--—-—__———-.-.._-—_-——_———_-_-——-——————————_—_-_

ERT Form M




¢ REQUEST FOR REPORTABILITY EVALUATION

OU. This defici1ency represernts a e1gnr“icant ceficiercy in
construction of or sxgnxfxnant gamage ¢~ a structure, system or
comprment  whitch will recurre extensive evaluation. extensive
rececian, - externsive repair to meet the rrriteria  anc raves
stated 1n thne safety aralvsis reaort o construction osrrmit o
t- otherwise establish the adgeqguacy ~f tne structwmre, systemnm,
e component to pertform 1ts intended safety functiorn.

Mo _ X Yes _ If Yes, Explain:

Qr

E. This deficiency represents a significant deviation from the
performance specifications which will require extensive
evaluation, extensive recesign, or extensive repair to
establish the adegquacy of the structure, system, Or component
to perform its intended safety function.
No __ XY Yes If Yes, Explain:

IF ITEM 4A, AND 4B OR 4C OR 4D OR 4E ARE MARKED "YES", IMMEDIATELY
HAND-CARRY THIS REQUEST AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION TO NSRS.

This Condition was Identified by: %77/7‘1_" 3200
ERT Invedtiga oY ' Phone Ext.
Mz( }éf:ﬂéf___
- ERT Project Marager .. Phone Ext

-~

Acknowledgment of receipt by NSRS

7/ / |
//%/Zré‘_é,.__—— __ Date _2’%"/// o Time /335

P et

Signed 7T - T
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