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Attn: i*. James P. 0Reilly, egionoal A inistrtor 
101 iarletta Street, m Suite 2900 
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Deer mr. O'Reilly: 

WATTS BAR IICLEAR PLANT UITS 1 AND 2 - 4RCpT OF COWIT AND PIPING 
SUPPORTS TO CAr . TRAY SUPPOTS - -67, BRD50-391/82-64 -/ 
FINAL 0RPORT 

The subjeot deficiency wus initially reported to NRC-OI Inspector 
L. . Crienjak on June 7, 1982 in aooardanoe with 10 CFt 50.55(e) as NCR 
VI SUP 8224. Interia reports were submitted on July 8, and Wovmber 29, 
1982, and February 23, 1983. Enolosed is our final report. TVA no longer 
considers the subject condition to be adverse to the safe operations of the 
plant. Therefore, we will amend our records to delete thir nonoonformoe 
as a 10 CPR 50.55(e) item.  

If you have any questions, please get in touch with R. H. Shell at 
FTS 858-2688.  

Very truly yours,

VALLET AUTHORITY

L. . i. nlls, nager 
Nuclear Licensing 

Enclosure 
oo: Mr. Richard C. DeToung, Director (Enclosure) 

Office of Inspection and Enforement 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Comission 
Washington, D.C. 20555
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It s later determined that the cable tray supports w not'dfd dsged 

to rigid requirements and that som of the apprtas, especially the 

cantilevered type, could hae gnificant movement during a seisic 

event. : 

The apparent cause was that the deslgnerari ir not uAr" ot he .  

significant movement of the 6able tray uP and evaluated them for 

structural adequacy only.  

Safety Implications 

TVA established a sampling program in aeoordance with the S and Watts 

Bar Design Project special engineering procedure (SP SP)I 823-An -order to 

evaluate the attachaet of divisional ocnduit, essential tubin, o- pping 

to all cable tray supports at VWtts BWr Nuclar Plat. Th ne tui al 

concern ws that seismioally-induod movements could adversely alfe4t 

either the cable try support laps or e attached onuit, -tu-ng.- or 

piping.  

TVA selected 59 of the wort ase cable tray supports for ewvaution. The

w.orst ase typically consisted of a oantilevered-tpe cable tray upport 

with attachmnt of appropriately-olased eodult, pipe, or tube k 

adjacent span with a seismat typical upport at each end which 1 
relatively no seisio design displaoen•t.  

The selected samples were oopared4 to the cable tray support aloulations to 

determine which samples exhibited a seismic movement grater than one-oth 

inch. Cable tray supports with a pOement equal to or less than one-fourth 

inch would not have an adverse effect on either the cables, conduit, tubing, 

or piping.  
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8. -^^^pi Mfeitt a piping

attached certain eandui a piping to cable tray spp*rt ing note 

on the typical support drawings. These attachments were Tr 
-relatively small loads. IBen evaluating these atta h , TVA 

evaluated the scable tray supports for structural integrity only and 

not for sesmic movement.
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* ;.The fl&UAtla of th. am6ple at.t U1i6ted tat no uappott aperieoefd 
aovfl~s i ~on f me-fwrt 1m. o ftlune In a awl. pulation 
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