
tit DES-SEP 82-25 

79-14 PRASE 11 Revision 0 

DISCREPAN~CY EVALUATION IFORM Page 1 of 2 
WATrs BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1 

U Discrepanc' No.: _______________________________________ 

3 Support No.: -_N/A 
Description of Discrepancy: Deviation No. 20C, Contact in the ±Zr- direction 

3 from insulated pipe to steel on horizontal I beam and t elevationa 747'-311, 

located at node pt. 30.  

Significant: No Nonsignificant: Yes 

3 Definite potential for loss of pressure boundary: No 

Basis for judgment: The maxim~um movement at mtode Pt 30 in theP +k AIr 4-q 

S0.01" and the horiz I-beam is considered riaid, therefore- the tntnl 

movement is 0.01" )1 0", (direct contact). Clearance must-be provided 3 Continued 2 of 2 

Rogolution: Clearance of 1/16" must be provided to Prevent contaet

PrprDate u st OL 

3Supervisor Date 

3 033131.25



\1EN DES-SEP 82-25 I Revision 0 
Page 2 of7= 

*Discrepancy No. 1TOI-0600200-06-04/03C 

*3auis for judgement:((r4 to prevent contact. This discrepancy is considered to 

h e nonsignificant on the following basis: The total MVT of 0.01" would cause an 

Iinsisnificant stress increase on either the Ri2e Of atrr. at1.. h&Am- thp rin~ 

would tend to be idented yresoluting in this negligible effect.



3 EN DES-SEP 82-25 

79-14 PHASE 11 Revision 0 

DISCREPANCY EVALUATION 'FORM Page 1 of 1 
W7TrS Ba1 NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1 

I Discrepancy NO-: 1TOI-0600200-06O04/OlP 

3 Support No.: P007 -15 D v a i n N .4 P G o a i e t o r m n d 
Descriptiot of Discrepancy:Deito No 4P Gba xdrcin fom oe 

3pt. 43 to node pt. 44 is 3V-3 3/4"' instead of 2'- 0'. as analyzed.  

9I gi cat No Nonsignificant: Yes 

3 Definite potential for los5 of pressure boundary: No____________ 

Basis for judgment: This discrepancy is considered to be nonsisnificant on

Sthe following basis: The stresses are low in the area of this discrepancy

U and a 1' - 3 3/4" support relotatioik would have a negligible effect on 
the 

stresses for the pipe support or the pipe.  

Resolution: The as-constructed 012e support locannion 13 antmblapn1 

I Isometric drawing No. 0600200-06-04 will be revised to 
reso!.ve this ds~~ny 

3Supervisor Date 

Cdocurrer 'Datewe Date 

3 033131.25



IN DES-SEP 82-25 

79-14 PHASE 11 Revision 0 

DISCREPI'NCY 'VALUATION FORM! Page 1 of 2 
mATS3 NUCLEAR PLANT? UNIT 1 

I Discrepanlcy No.: 1TO l-0600200-06-04/02P 

3 Support No.: N/A 

Description of Discrepancy. Deviation No. 45P:Elevatiofl of FT-1-28A and 

IFT-1-28B is constructed at 774'-0" instead of 775'-6" at node PT.6.  

Significant: No Nonsignificant: Yes 

3 Definite potential for loss of pressure boundary: No 

basis for' judgment: The maximu= stress ratio in the area of the discrenanc, 

Sis 50% of the allowable. A minor change in mass location would not 

significantly affect the system stresses. This discrepancy i-s considered 

U Continued 2 of 2 

Resolution: The as-constructed flow indicator location' &r& rpa~ 

UIsometric drawing 0600200-06-04 will be revised to resolve thin' diargXrApnnry 

5 Wrepa re r Date Waecker Date 

3 Spervisor Date 

IocreDate Date 

'r $orDate 

3 033131.15



Page Z-Of ,j 

UDiscrepancy No. ITO 1-0600200-06-04 /02P

r asis for judgement: ((Ck 4) to be nonsignificant on the following basis: These 

flow indicators have a negligible mars when compared to the to al rIA niA 

Umovement of V'-6" in either direction from its analyzed location would not affect the 

svstcm stresses significantly.



EIN DES-SEP 82-25 

79-14 PHASE 11 Revision 0 

DISCREPANCY EVALUATION FORM Pagt I of I 

WATTS LAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1 

U Discrepancy No.: lTOl-0600200-06-O4/ 03P 

Support No.: N/ 

Description of Discrepancy: Deviation No 46P - No change in outside damter 

Iof insulation along mainstream header between nodes 32 and 44. Isometric 

specifies changes in pipe diameter with same insulation O.D. 
at modes 35 and L1.  

Sinfcn:N 
Nonsignificant: Yes 

3 Definite potential for loss of pressure boundary: No

Basis for judgment: Per telecon with Danny Sawple. Watts Bar Figid! thpr. is 

Sa 2"1 gap in the transition from 35" to 33" pipe. The O.D_ nf the 4n"mijaron 

Ion the horizontal run is constant. Based on this fact. thorp is a naboligihle 

change which will have an insignificant effect on the analysis.  

Resolution: From an analysis point of view the as-eoinstrurfea r~nnfietuvat.I' 

U is acceptable, no discrepancy exists. Insure installation off inantlattn" 4A 

I correct.  

3r ý'? r ar a _ Date Cb* kr Date 

Supervisor Date 

ICosturrar Dateat 

P Datta 

3 033131.25



Ell DES-SEP 82-25 

UDiscrepancy No.: ITOI-0600200-06-0 4/04P 

3Support No.: P007-16 

Description of Discrepancy: Deviation So 48P:Global x dimensions from Node 

333 (Y - Z stop) to node 32 (west end M.S. header (horiz)) is 3'-l" to 

insulaced end o: pipe instead of 2'-0" as specified on the analysis isometric.  

I Significant: No Nonsignificant: Yes 

3 Definite potential for loss of pressure boundary: _ No 

Basis for judgment: This discrepancy is considered to be noncianf~ic~nt-? 

Sthe following basis: The stresses are low in the area of thiis dithirejugkca 

and a li-i" support relocation would have a negligible effect on the stresses I for the pipe support or the pipe.  

lesoltioU The as-constructed pipe support location is acceptable. Isometric 

3 drawing No. 0600200-06-04 will be revised to resolve this discrepancyL.  

Prepare? Date heerDate 

3Supervisor Date 

U~Vt 'OCIW? 
*Date 

3 033131.25



EN DES-SEP 82-25 

79-14 PHASE 11 Revision 0 

DISCREPANCY EVALUATION FORM Page 1 0f= 

NAMT BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1 

I Discrepancy No.: 1T01-0600200-06-O4/0lH 

Support No.: 1-IA-422 - REV 906 

Description of Discrepancy: Deviation 9H:Spring Cold Load Setting 

SIgnfiat No Nonsignificant: Yes 

Definite potential for loss of pressure boundary: No 

Basis for judgment: .The stress induced by load is not significant. spring 

Sis still ef fective, existing spring setting will stay in the spring rnnQ, 

Resolution: Drawing 1-OIA-422 will be revised to show correct cold lnAd go.  

Ireanalysis under ECN 3481 and the as-constructed setting.  

lrepar a? C heckeraDat 

I isor W 

IConcurrar Date Rve Date 

suieflsorDate 

033131.23



EN DES-SEP 82-25

I.  
I 
U 
I

Revision 0 
Page lo7f 1

1Discrepancy No-: 1TO1-0600200-06-04/O211 

Support No.: 1-01A-422 - R906 

Description of Discrepanlcy: Deviation 1OH:Rod Length 

Si~gniuficant: No Nonsignificant: Yes 

Defi.aite potential for loss of pressure boundary: No____________ 

Basis. for judgment: The length of the rod has no effect on its tension 

Sload condition.  

R esolution: Use as is, drawing 1-OIA-422 will be revised to show installed 

rod length and change gty. of hex nuts supplied with it&- 5 rn WI2 
nod 

I as#one nut each side'.  

.,.a~a.Date 
Checker Vats

3~sor

-_J

Date

4-_L*

SuperisorDate 

033131.25

79-14 PRASE 11 
DISCRZPANCY EVALUATION FORM 

WkTTS BAR 10CLEAR PLAIXT UNIT 1



EN DES-SEP 82-25

7.0-14 PHASE 11 
DISCREPAN~CY E-VALUATION FORM 

Uk2ATS BAvt NUCLEzAR PLANT U3NIT I

Revision 0 
Past 1ofI

Discrepancy No.: 1TOl-0600200-06-04/03H 

Support No. 1-01A-422 - R906 

Description of Discrepanlcy: Deviation 12H:Part Replacement

S ignif icant: Nonsignificanlt:- Yes

Definite potential for loss of pressure boundary: No 

Basis for judgment: The beau attachment would require significantly more 

loading (for failure) than would be induced. This part is not load raited 

for this condition.

Resolution:
U.-. .v4at$ne i~mrt vith B-P nart 276 as designed. No drawings

to be revised.

QT Date

Date

033131.25

I.
I 
I

U Ue

Date 

Date

No I M.-M a-4atina nart with B-P part 276 as designed.

Checker 'Datb

(ýN Ma 
(7 VSJp6visor 

010 zauýý Mviewer 

qP&,J!:U 
Supervisor



EN DES-SEP 82-25

79-14 PHASE 11 
DISCREPANCY EVALUATION FOLM 

WATTS AM NUCLEAR PLANT MNT 1

Revision 0 
Page 1 of -I

I Discrepancy No.: ITOI-O6OO20O-06-04/04H 

I Support No.: I-0IA-423 - R902 LDescription of Discrepancy: Deviation 15H:Plate Increase

Significant: No Nonsignificant: Ye 

Definite potential for loss of pressure boundary: No 

-Basis for judgment: Plate size has no effect on pressure boundary

5

lesolution Us@ as it, drawing I-OIA-423 -R902 will be revised to reflect 

the insItalled condition. Iteim 5 will be revised t, 8" vide in Detail C and 

B/m.section C-C will be redrawn to show item 5 larger than end attaichmnt,

/It _2-_DZ96ZJ41 
Checker Date 

- A 
I I LnL^ 
voervisor 

/,.T, )7j 
oils 4v 1-r __- IDAG

Date 

03313a.25

I..  
I 
I

reparer

11:0 2,44 
Supervisor



EN DES-SEP 82-25 

79-14 PRA.SE 11 Itevisior 0 

DISCREPANCY EVALUATION TOM Page I of I 
WkTTS BAR NUCLEAR PLAN~T UNIT 1 

D iscrepanicy No.: 1T01-0600200-06-04/05H 

3Support No.: 1-01A-423 - R902 

Description of Discrepanlcy: Deviation 19R Pipe Clamp Alteration 

Significant: NoNonsignificant: Yes 

3 :,jute~~ potential for loss of pressure boundary:_ No 

Basis for judgment: Clamp is rated for design load, no effect on pressure 

boundary.  

R esolution: Use as is, drawing I-OIA-4a32 -R902 will bf, revised to reflect 

* installed condition.  

IR9L2 iVi 10181 
PgreparaT'Dt Checker Dz 

04. ljjý.  
Dat 4owe Date 

U 033131.25



EN DE-S-SEI' 82-25 

79-14 PHASE 11 Revision 0 

DISCRZPIJCY EVALUATION FORM Page ,Lof I..  
Uk7-S BAR NUCLE-AR PLAICTI MNIT 1 

UDiscrepancy No.: 1T01-0600200-06-04/06H 

3 Support No.: 1-01A-425 - R904 

Description of Discrepancy: Deviation 23H:Cold Spring Setting 

Signiificant: No___________ Nonignlificant: Yes 

3 Dtfinite potential for loss of pressure boundary: No 

Basis for judgment: Induced loads are not significant._ Snrinf Is still 

Seffective, existing spring setting will, stay in the spring range.  

* esolution: Drwving 1-01A-425 - R904 will be revised to correct cold siprini 

* load to seet latest analysis requirements per ECN 3481. Spring will repuir' 

Ire-setting, to revised cold load.  

3r~ge_ -Date ahcer 'Date 

*7 V ~ pe r w so D at e

Date

I

ZRZ2a 40=
Date 

033131.25



79-14 ?WEAS 11 z'Cvisi. 

DISCRZ?A]NCY 7!VALUATION FOF-M Page 1 of1 
VI.,TTS it nUcl.ZAR PLkNT MNIT I 

IDiscrepancy No.: 1T01-0600200-06-04/071H 

- 1-01A-425 -R904 

S u p p o r t N o .:D e i t o 4 : e m S z I n r e c 
Description of DiscrepanICY: Deiio24BamSzInorc 

5 ignif icant: No Not's ignif icaft: Yes 

Definite potential 'for l .oss of pressure 
boundary: Nn____________ 

Basis, for judguent: Induced loads are not significant enough to overstress 

Pexisting W14 x 87 beam.  

Resolution: Use as is, drawing will be revised to show correct boasm ime-.  

This support is affected by a revised piping analysis and the suonort 
dwa.  

will be revised per ECN 3481 to show the correct loads and the W14 x 87 wil] 

bere-checked. Drawings 48W1700-04 & 06 to be revised per ECN 3481 to show 

rectelevtionof 1114 X 87.  

3 reac s Date Checker at

Councur? S Date e1W eu Uj; 
* supervisor 

XAOS

Date 

Date 

033131 .25

IRI

L



EK DE-S-SEP 82-25

I.  
I 0 U 
I

Revision 0...  
Page -I- of -..L

Discrepancy No-: 1T01-0600200-06-04/08H 

support Nc.: 1-01A-425 - REV 904 

Description of Discrepancy: Deviation 25H:Beam Notched 

Significant: No Nonsignificant: Yes 

Definite potential for loss of pressure bound~ary: No 

Basis for judgment: These beams are not part of the structure that support 

the pipe. These beaus were added to help oupport only the grating platform.

* gsolutiou: Use as is, drawing 1-01A-42,- will be revised to show amno 

1linch.atn 

3 rprDate Ch*ec'Dat

N/ui rvsor 

- evilewer

Date 

033131.25

79-14 PHASE 11 
DISCRZPANCY EvALUPTION T0RL1 

WA7TZS 3A1 NlrCLEAR PLA~h'r MNT I

a

Date



EX DES-SEP` 82-25

I.  
I 
I.  
I 
I

Revision 0 
Page I of IL

70- 14 PHASE 11 
DISCRlEPANCY EVALUATION FORM 

WkTTS IAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1

* Discrepancy No. : . TG 1-0600200-06-04/09H 

* ~1-OI1A-435 - R2 
Support No.: __ _ _ __ _ _ _ __ _ _ __ _ _ _ __ _ _ __ _ _ _ 

Description of Discrepancy: Deviation 27H:Stiffner Location 

S ignif icant: NO Nonsig-Aif icant: Yes 

Definite potential for lost of pressure boundary: No____________ 

B~asis for judgment: Stiffners are adequate for loading, no effect on pipe.  

* isoutin:Use as is, drawing I1-01A-435 will be revised to show installed 

* condition of 8" c-c dimt.nsion for stiffners.  

at Dt 

er~so 'D4t" 

I ~03.3131.25

p



EN DES-S~EP 82-25

I 

I
Revision 0 
Page I~L of I-

Discrepancy No.: IT01-0600200-06-04/1OH 

Support No.: 1-01A-434 - R903 

Description of Discrepalcy: Deviation 36H:Afchor Bolt Installation 

Significant:- No hionsignif icaft: Yes 

Definite potential fcr loss of pressure boundary! No 

Basis for judgmeni Bolt is adequate for loads. No effect on pressure 

Iboundary.  

Resolution: Use as 'is, drawing I-OIA-434 - R903 will be revised to reflect 

installed conditions of 3/16" imin. extension of threads.  

'Date Checker at

Date

033131.2 5

79-14 PBASS 11 
DISCRZPA1NCY EVALUATION FORM~ 

WAbTrS BAR NUcLEAR ~PLANT MNT I

If 
P DCsUanTODt

A ag 24-1 supervitsor



EN Dr-S-SEP 81-25 

79-14 PHASE 11 Revision -- 0 

DISCREPANCY EVALUATION FORM Page 1 OfFT 
IwATTs 3J, NUCLEAR~ P"LAN UNIT 1 

IDiscrepan~cy No.: ITO1-0600200-06-04/11H 

3 Support No.: 1-01A-434 - R903 

Description of Discrepancy: Deviation 38H:Strut Assembly Alteration 

S ignif icant: - No Nonsignificant: Yes 

3 Definite potential for loss of pressure boundary: No 

Basis for judvaent: Snubber aRsembly adequate for load. No affeprt nn 

Spressure boundary.  

R esolution: Use as is, drawing will be revised to show (V-groove) f ield 

*weld on the' strut assembly. Field verification that a PSA-100 anjibber in 

I installed is sufficient. ________________________ 

-a ý* '--Date Checker Date 

- o~ulfDate R-evieverat 

9Iupervisor Date 

I D033131 .25



EN~ DT-S-SEP 82-25 

79-14 P US E 11 Revision 

DISCREPAN~CY EVAL.UATION FOR?%1 Page 1 of 1 
Wk=S BAP, NuCLEAR PLANT UNIT I 

IDiscrepancy No.: 1TO1-0600200-06-04/12H 

3 Support No.: 1-01A-428 - R901 

Description of Discrepancy: Deviation 40H:Pipe Clamp Dimension 

S Signif icant: No Nonsignificant:l Yes 

3 Definite po-ential for 1os5 of pressure boundary'. No 

Basis for judgment: Diinensional differences does not significantly alt~er 

the load capacity of the pipe clamp. Applied lo, is ronm~.nsdrh1Xlower., than 

I load capacity.  

zesoiaut on: Use as is, drawing will be revised to show an 'E' dimension on 

* clazqp of2-5' 

5 are Date Checker 

Cont Reviewer Date 

Pnurr Date 
'DtI



EN DES-SEP 82-25

79-14 PHASE 11 
DISCREPANCY EVALUATION FORM 

WATTS BAR NUJCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1

Revision 0 
Page Ilof 1

Discrepancy No.: ITO 1-0600200-06-04/ 13H

Support No.: 1-01A-432 Revision 904

Description of Discrepancy- oeviation 52H, lugs are mislL~cated, pipe to

sleeve contact area is less than design.

Significant: Yes Nonsignificant: No 

Definite potential for loss of pressure boundary: No 

Basis for judgment: This discrepancy is significant because the stress 

induced will exceed the pipe reserve stress. However, localized yielding 

will occur- and stresses will not go to tda~atP. Pipp de~formation at the.  
it - J-..-.

lugs will not exceed 0.15 per TrIPt. computer prJintutL was~"~ 
microfilm roll 50001. ______________________

Resolution: Redesign of the lug bearing surface with the new-lower loads_ 

from ECN 3481. ______________________

Date

I ~Concurr~er 

w -

I/ - 3 -f 3> 
Date 

Date 

Date

Date

033131.*25

I

I

CWVO*a____ 
JýWsujrervieor



IN DEES-SEP 82-25

I.  
I 

I
Revision 0 
Page 1 of

IDiscrepancy No.: 1T01-0600200-06-04/14H 

Support N~o.: 1-01A-432 REV904 

Descriptior of Discrepanlcy: Deviation 53H :Support Location 

Significant: No Nonsignificant:_Yes 

Definite potential for loss of pressure boundary: No 

Basis. f Or judgment: This is the same Probler as identified- onn discrepancy 

I TO1-0600200-06-04/13H. But this identified dimension is a reference dimension 

I only.  

R esolution: Redesign of the lug bearing surface with the new lower loads 

from ECN 3481 will be accomplished undetr the resolution for Ajarr~psne; 

I No. 1TO1-0600200.-06-04/ 13H.

I ~ Date 

p Cosuc~rrer at

VV~uorisor 

supervisor

Date 

Date 

D -A ; 

Date 

033131.25

79-14 PHASE 11 
DISCREPANCY EVALUATION FORM 

W~TS BaR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1



I 
I

79-14 PHASE II 
DEVIATION EVALUATION FOMX 

WATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1

EV DES-SEP 82-25 

Revisioin 0 
Page 1 of 2

Package No.: lT67-47W450-217 inspection Drawing: (1) See Package No.

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.

N/A

(4) 

Acceptanc~e 
Criteria 

See reverse side

(5) 
Phase 11 
Discrepancy 

No.

-ý N A

See reverse side 
2P N/A nf thig arrrr~hmnnr N/A N/A 

3P NIA - a.13N/A N/A 

iS: N/A 2--1-17 N LiAi N/A 

fi Ri____ AS__________ N/A N/A N/A 

(1) This is an analysis isomietric drawi:,g number.  

(2) All deviations are to be listed consecuLiVe-1y.  

U(3) If this deviation was previously assigned a Phase I discrepancy number, 
identify the number and do not address columns (4) and (5).  

(4) If this deviation is acceptable per existing acceptance criteria, 
identify the acceptance criteria and page number and do not address 
column (5).  

(5) If this deviation was not assigned a rhase I discrepancy number or is 

not acceptable per existing acceptance crieria, then this deviation 
must be assigned a Phase 11 discrepancy number per EN~ DEi-SEP 82-25, I Attachment 4t page 4.

Any related comments ..f interest should be recorded.

I Prepared by 

P Revieved by

cousANu DES/

aH~p

August~ 27-. 1QR'A 
Date 

-Auut2,IA 
Date

033131.25
Additional coments on reverse side.

(2) 
Devia

t ion 
No.

(6) 

Comment s

N/A

1 (6)
harr r uryaw



ACCEPTANCE CRITERIA 

Node p~ints 95 and 96 identify hanger locations. The as-constructed loca
tion of the supports at NP 95 and- 96 is acceptable per GCS - G-43 R6, 
Sect. 2.8.1.3. The overall length of the pipe segment is acceptable per 
drawing requirements.

I 
0 
I 
I

DEVIATION 

lP 

2P Node points%17l-9O is within allowable 
G-43 R6, Sect. 2.13.3.

dimensional tolerances per GCS -

I 
U 
S 
I 
I 
U 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I.



EN DES-SEP 82-25

79-14 PHASE II 
DEVIATION EVALUATION FORM1 

WATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLAN`T UNIT 1

Package No.: 1T67-47W450-217

Revision 0 
Page 2 of 2

inspection Drawing:(' See Package No.

U (2) 
Devia

tionI

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.

TIR67-k 7W14 SO-21 7 /12P

(4) 

Acceptance 
Criteria

N/IA

(5j 
Phase 11 
D is crepancy 

No.

8V N/A _N/A IT67-47W450-217/IV &'/A 

9 V N/A N/A 1T67-47W450-217/2'V-' N/A

I Prepared by 

i~evimved by 

I NIotes See

Robert C. McKay 
C0HST/Etl DES 

lirst deviation evaluation form for notes.

August 27. 1983 
Date 

August 27, 3983 
Date

033131.25

I ,
1.

(6) 

Couents

N/A



- -

EN DES-SE? 82-25

79-14 PAE 11 
DEVIATION EVALUATION FORMt 

WATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1

Revision 0 
pagel1 of 4

Pack 

DavisUtaon 
I T67-47W450117 R/6 -ilH

age No.: IT67-47W450-217 R/6 _

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.  

IR67-47W450-21 7-02Y

inspection Draving:(l) See Package No.

(4) 

Acceptance 
Criteria 

SEP 82-2 5 Att. 2 P&.  
1 of 4 Sect. 2.0-B

(5) 
Phase 11 

Discrepancy 
No.

-ý N/A

(6) 

cosments 

Pending FCR H-9177

2HN/A 47A050-lM R/5Note16 N/A _______I ~~-3H N/A 47A050-1M R/5 Nore)6 N/A _______ 

-____H_ I___ N/A_____ 4 7A050-1C R/6 Note? 7 N/A i_________
-SR N/A N3C-912 Sect. 4.1.1

_______N/A jN3C-912 Sect. 5.1 N/IA ______ 

C1) This is &" analysis isometric drawing ntumbe'r.  

(2) All !.zvistions are to be listed consecutively.  

(3) if this deviation was previously assigned a Phase I discrepancy number, 

identify the number and do not address columns (4) and (5).  

(4) If this deviation is acceptable per existing acceptance criteria, 

identify the acceptance criteria and page number and do not address 

coluin (5).  

(5) If this deviation was not assigned a Phase I discrepancy number or is 

not acceptable par existing acceptance crieria, then this deviation 

&jst be assigned a Phase 11 discrepancy number per EN DES-SE? 82-25, 

Attachment 4, polls 4..  

(6) Any related coinmnts of interest should be recorded.

I Prepweared by 

~Ipe~uievd by

lab.rt C. McKay Auguat An 1OR'4 
Date 

Augsut 20. TR 
Date

033131.23

I 0 U

Coldt/zi ES 

00 0-1
zo na



EN DES-SEP 82-23I 
0 I

package No.: 1T67-47W450-217 R/6

I (2) 
tics 

217 R/6-711

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy

Revision 0 
Page 2of '4

Inspection Drawing: (1 e akg o 

(5) (6)
Phase It 
Discrepancy 

No.  

N /A
0 0 F 9

N/A N/A

comeuts

-9H N/A_______ 47AO50-IM R/5Note16 NIA______ _______ 3-1011 1R67-47W450-217 01X N/.. N/A Not documented 

-11H1 1R67-47W450-217-C1X N/P, N/A Not documented 

-1HN/A 47A050-1C R16 late 7 N/A_______ 

-13H1 N/A NX 91 SeA .1.______ 

-1HN/A at N/A____ ____ 

1= 1HN/A N/A N/A tAn 

-16H N /A, 47A050-1M R/5 fte IfN/A _______ 

-1HN/A N3C-912 Sect. 5.1 N/A _______ 

-18H1 N/A 47A050-IQ R/3 tbte N/A _______ 

-19H on None - X 
3 . -2011 N/A NoeN/IA _______ 

-211H N/A N3C-912 Sect. 5.1 J/A_______ 

-22 N/A N/A N/A *(Sheet 4 of 4) 

*-2311 N/A N/A -N/A *Sh 4 of4

ML- --- 24.3 N/A 103C-912 Sect, 5 /A________

Robert C. McK&X422!tVt-.fj=;gk 00..ý 
CONST/Zl US 

G e-x &-.4 , , e
ff IN NJ

August An_. 14R' 
Date 

August 30. 1983 
Date

I Ntata See first daytatloo evaluation form for notes. 31312

0

79-14 PAE 11 
DEVIATION EVALUATION FORM 

WATTS BAR~ NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT I

~RH

Acceptance 
criteria 

47A050-1C R/6 
Notes 7 & 101

033131.25



ExN ES-SEP S2-25

79-14 PhASE 11 
DEVIATION EVALUATION FORM 

WATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT I

Revision 0 
Page 3. of 4

Package No-: 1T67-47W450-217 R/6

3(2) 

ties 

UT6 -4.7W4 50-' 
217 1/6 -25H1

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.

N/A

(4) 

Acceptance 
criteria

N/A

It~spection Drawing: ()See Package so.  

(5) (6)
Pb#.se It 
Discrepancy 

No. commmnts

'(~h..t L~ i~f LA

-2HN/A N/A N/A *(Sheet 4 of 4) 

Z27H -N/A N/A ____Sect._N/A 

-2HN/A 47AO5O-1I'R/3 NM 5 NIA 

-29H1 N/A N/A N/A *(Sheet A of 41j 

-3HN/A N/A N/A Not documented 

-31HN _ _ _i / / o outne 

3HN/A N/A NI/A Not documented 

-_ 3 HNone None 1T67-4I/J45O-217/O2H _ _ _ __ _ _ _ 

-34H N N/A N/A *(Sheet 4 of 4) 

--35HNI N/A N/A_ 

-36H1 N/A________ N/A NIA *(Sheet e4 of 4) 

37 oeNone lT67-47W450-217/03N ________ 

.1 R67...Ams-7171..27/ 7A 5-1H R/3J 9 N/A________ 

S-39H1 NIA NIA N/A *(SheetiA4Jof 

___ -40H__ N/A N3C-912 Sect.-5-1 NIA________ 

-413 N/A I~)- / / 

-48None None_______ A6- 45DiSO217/04H.  

-38 _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ N/A ____________M__j H/

I Prepared by 

P viand by

Itaert C. McKay, 'r - I±
CONST/Z3 ISS

0* A h•4Ai~~~~/1 13V.5I

Date 

August 30. 1963 

Date

I 11pas Se first deviation evaluation foris for notes.031.2

I .* .

I 
I

033131-25



EN MS-SEP 82-15

79-14 PHASE 11 
DEVIATION EVALUATION FORM 

WA S AIL 1WCLEAR PLANTY UNIT 1

Revision 0 
page _j_~ of 4

Package Mo.: 1T67-47W450-217 R/6

U(2) 
tics 

T67-47W450
'217 1/6 -&AN

-45H

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrep ancy 
No.  

N/A

(4.)

Acceptance 
criteria 

47A050-1M R/5 Mm16

NIA N/A

Inspection Drsvim$:( 1 ) See Package No.  

(5) (6)
?hase 11 

Discrepancy 
No.  

N/A

Coment e

*(Sheet 4 of 4)N/A

-4H- N/A N/A N/A *(Sh~eet I. of 4) 

=A71R67-47W450-217-15H N/A N/A_________ 

148H N/A N/A N/A *(Shoot 4 of 4) 

-49H N/A 47A050-12 N/A _______ 

-50H N/A 47A050-1T Note 3 N/A ________ 

-51H R67-47W450-217-14H N/A N/A ________ 

-5HN/A N3C-912 Sect. 5.2 - N/A 

*Note: Un TVA and Teledyne rainspection, no- dWv Misr_____a

UP11reprdby 
1 .Alvieved by

Robert C. Mca
CO*TJN 195

D.-,

Ame 0. lm 
Date 

Auxuat 30, 1983 
Date

Mebt No finst daysiatna avaluatisi form for sotee 033131425

1.

--- 9 9 1 9

do ~

I



I 
I 
I 
U 
I 
I 
U 
I 
I 
S 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I.  
I 
I 
I.  
I

79-14 PHASE 11 
DISCREPANCY EVALUATION TOMN 

WATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT I

Revision 0 
Page 1 of 1

Discrepancy No.: 1T67-47W450-217/O1V 

Support No.: N/A 

Description of Discrepancy: Deviation No. 8V 

Valve operator orientation (installed) does not agree with analysis 

isometric, installed at 450 skew in the YZ plane.  

Significant: No Nonsignificant: Yes 

Definite potential for loss of pressure boundary: No 

Basis for Judgment: This discrepancy is considered to be nonsignif icant on 

the following basis: The orientation of valve 1-LSV-67-533B will have a-; 

insignificant affect on the analysis, due to weight of 13 lbs. and a relatively 

(continued on next page) 

R~esolution: -The aso-constructed val e operator is acceptable. Isometric 

drawing 47W1450-217 will be revised to resolve this discrepancy. Piping 

drawing 47W1450-6 will also be revised.

.fepare? ,Da to
Date 

01120.10

EN DES-SEP 82-25

+1V"*&P ft V8007 C 
ý;L ýOMM 
ýP.AA 9 -O"i"T

'ej 'L /'d.2 FA llt"_ Sets
:VAO-- J 

St "041



Page 2,f 

Ai-eac No. 1T67-47W450O217/01V 

334 I=frY iii 

small center of gravity d imension of 2-9/16". Any rotation of the valve would cause* 

IAn Insignificant increa-se' in the stress levels of the analysis problem.  

utlzdawih f1. bada.etro raiyo -11" 

I . = ic fi onevtvb& niin ftpn trI



EN DES-SEP 82-2.5

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
U 
I 
I 
1 
S 
I 
I 
I

Revision 0 
Page _L ofj

Discrepancy No.: IT67-47W450-217/02V 

Support No.: -N/A 

Description of Discrepancy: Deviation No: 9V 

Valve operator orientation (installed) does not agree with analysis 

isometric. Operator is installed in -Z direction 

Significant: No Nonsignificant: Yes 

Definite potential for lose of pressure boundary: No 

Basis for judgment: This discrepancy is considered to be nonsignificant 

on the following basis: The horizontal accel. are greater then the vertical 

accel. so that the analyzed valve operator is more conservative. Also a 

tuontinued) 

Resolution: The as-constructed valve operator orientation is acceptable.  

Isometric drawing 47W~450-217 will be revisamd to resolve this discrepancy.  

Piping drawing 47W450-6 will also be revised.

1 Prepmarer, Date

1Dte

Date 

013305.10

79-14 PRASE II 
DISCREIANCY EVALUATION FORM 

WATTS BAR NUCLEA PLANT UNIT 1



' ,

P~ 3M.sSt- 82-25 

Page L.Of 7,

D~cepancy N~o. 1T67-47W450-217/( 

Btus ir~ judgcma%': (CLI.4' greater mass (126 vs. 118) was used.

I 
I

I.1.

I0 
I



EN DES-SEP 82-2.5

U 
I 
U.  
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
S 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I.  
I

Revision -Q-
Page _L ofL

Discrepancy No-: 1T67-47W450-217/O1H 

Suppcrt No.: 67-IERCW-RI67 

Description of Discrepancy: Deviation No; 19H: Bolts in pipe clamp are 

loose on one side.  

Signif icant: No Nonsignificant: Yes 

Definite potential for loss of pressure boundary: No 

Basis for judgment: The pipe clamp is used to transfer load from the 

lug to the sway struts. A small gap between bolts an-d. clamp wouldn't 

effect the overall design.  

Resolution: Construction to tighten loose bolts on clamp.

Preparer 

44r

"/7,4.  

Dat

013305.10

79-14 PEASE 11 
DISCREPANCY EVALUTION 70DM 

WATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT WNIT 1

.-I./sfiI

Date

a46.-nj44--- ýff4/0 

vupirviisrr -Eta



1n1 D!S-S!" 82-2.5 

79-14 R3S l evisiot 

DISCMEAYCY ZVJl:UTI0 TOMM ?ate j o 

UCTZS SAR )ILL&R ?LAXAT VWM I 

Discrepancy No.: T67-47W450-217/02IH 

ISUPPort NO-: 61-1ERtCW-R174 

~es~i~i~oofDiscrep&nzcy: Deviation No: 33H1 pipe -SuDy DROAt ~* n ot 

I ixn accordance with design drawing.3/32" gap on borwrn'" nfnIn-p 

3 iu~iat No Nons .p-ficntn: Yes 

*exfinite poteztial tor loss of pressure bouzdary: No 

S~sfoT3ugue::Load table 4 7B4S&- 391 R3 cal ls f or US(Y) it i oint 15 UL

carry -5.2M0.00- lb.Larerfrti support to restrain the pipe as 

-U designed) the 3/32" gap should be elluinated.' One of the adjacent supports is not 

W (continud on next :)age) 

Ials~o13:ion: Provide itays as shown on pipe supyort- dealm r¶7n A~VI-~A 

Preatee 
Date 

Supervisor Date 

Supemao 'Date 

033131.2.5



ZEN~ 3FE-SEP 82-25 I R evis ion 
.000' Page 2-Of j2 

PsrtrpiiDcy N~o. IT67-47W450-217/02H 

ors C judgemlezt: __________________________ 

iin contact as per G-43 section 2.10.2.2.D. This discrepancy is tnnni~rP1~A tn hP 

nonsignificant on the following basis: As the pipe beuins to deflect under Innd 

all supports would become effective.  

U 0



DISC R:P Y ' V AL T:visM Page 1 

Dscrepanhcy No.: lT67-!47W450-217/03H 

Support No.: 67-1ERCW-R1 76 

Dtscriptioz of Discrepancy: Deviation No: 37H1 

Pipe support gaps are not in accordange with dprinyv Aw na -Gap between 

I6WF and pipe is 3/16".  
Siniic:: No Nonsiinificaut: Yes 

3 Zef~izie pote~ntial for loss of pressure bou-da-.y: No 

* asit.f or judgment: The design of the lateral support calls for a 1/8" total 

P.In order for this rigid support to restrain the pipe as designed, 1/32" 

of the existing lateral gap should be eliminated. (continuied on next page) 

K icm..u Provide gaps as shown on pipe support design draving 067-lERCW-.  

R176 or G-43 

Supervi.sor Date 

033131.25



I ES-SEP 82-25 

Re~vision 
Page 2.d-= 

repancyNo. 1T6~-47W4'5O0-217/O3H 

fors j dgmpi 

Tis discrepancy is considered to be nonsignificant on the following basis: The 

I ifforence in~ the gap w~o~uld not have a significant affect on the stress levels of the



79-14 MAS TI Revision 0 
DISM-PAiNCT ZVA1.UA-TION MM ~ Page 1 of 2 

1Wk7TS Ma NJMZAR P1JXT U1W.7 I 

Discrepancy No.: IT67-47W450-217/04H 

I S~portNo.: 67-IERCW-RI92 

D)escription of Discrepancy: Deviation: No 42H 

Small-dimension differenc~es amn np'a trlnmp 

Siguifitant: No y~ons gificant: Yes 

I'e .imite poteti'al far ioss of -pressure boundary: No 

~ ss or 3udgre~:: After vicheeki~nD rfiamp Arva" n- original

WImenions are correct. See memo - MEDS *WBN-83-.1025-003. The only remaining 

@5discrepancy is the diuension between the clauDp halves. Thin dimannInn w.hjrh 

(continued on next page) 

*R63so'13:ionu: yield to construct an d.osin. to obrain 1-%VR" clearanc.Lkýy:tween 

clamp halves as stated on drawing.  

Iln 
DaeI k- Dt 

u/i 

033131.25



?Discrepancy No.  

UBaais for judge 

should have b 

f fi.'ction.-

EN DES-SEP 82-25 

Revision 
Page 2 of-

1T67-47W450-217/34H 

ment: (Lon+) 

een 1-5/8" -is 1-3/4". This will have no adverse effect upon the support

I 
I 
S 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
U 
I 
I, 
U



ENM S-SEP 82-25

79-14 PEAS 11 
DEVIATION EVALUATION VORN 

WATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1

Package No.: lT70-47W464-242

Revision 0 
Pag~e 1 0 f L.

inspection Drawing:" 1 ) See Package No.

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.

N IA

(4) 

Acceptance 
Criteria

(5) 
Phase II 

Discrepancy 
No.

IT1T7A-L7I.UAL-')L- / lP

Comments 
EN DES to check 
for dimensions3 -- _____________used on analysis 

GCS G-43 iltn ie 
- P2 N/A Sect, 2,13.3 ..........N/A..* ot lince 

* P3 N/AGCS G-43 
P3 N/A________ Cart 7 A 11 Mý /A________ NIA 

9DTE: 

I (1) This is an analysis isometric drawing number.  

I(2) All deviation$ are to be listed consecutively.  

(3) if this deviation was previously assigned a Phase I discrepancy W mber 
identify the number and do not address columns (4) and (5).  

(4C) if thi's deviation is acceptable per existing acceptance criteria, 
identify the acceptance criteria sad page number and do not address I column (5).  

(5) If this deviation was not assigned a ?base I discrepancy 3umber or is 

sot acceptabl2 per existing acceptance crieria, then this deviation 
msot be assigned a Phase 11 discrepancy sumber per ZY 11541? 82-25, 
Attachment 49 page 1..  

(6C) Any related Comments of interest abould be recorded.

I Peparead b7 oetC c&Xt 

LaVieved by August 31. MIL.....  
Date

033131.25

I 
U.

(2) 
fevia
t ion 
No.



EN DES-SE? 82-25

79-14 PHASE 11 
DEVIATION EVALUATION FORM 

WATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT I

Package No.: 1T70-47W464-242 R/2

Revision 0.2..  
Page 1 of4

inspection Drwig.)SePakgNo

(2) 
Davis

1T70-47W464
1. n /AU

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.

(4) 

Acceptance 
Criteria

21022

(5) 
Phase 1I 

Discrepancy 
No.

- N/A

,0HN/A G-43, 2.10.2.2 N/A _______ 

/03H1 N/A G-43, 2.10.2.2 N/A________ 

/04H1 N/A t;-43, 2.10.2.2 N/A ________ 

J/0511 N/A L-- 4 3, 2.10.2.2 __N/A _______ 

SV5NIA G-43. 2.10.2.2 N/A________ 

C-4 7102:

II (1) This is an analysis isometric drawing amber-

(2) All deviatioub are to be listed consecutively.  

(3) If this deviation was previously assigned a Phase I discrepancy smaber, 

identify the number and do not address celumns (4) and (5).  

(4) if this deviation is acceptable per existing acceptance criteria, 

identify the acceptance criteria aod page amber and do not address 

column (5).  

(5) If this deviation was not assigned a Phase I discrepancy umb~er or is 

not acceptable per existing acceptance crieria, then this deviation 

oust be assigned a Phase 11 discrepancy number per EN V.541?P 82-25, 
Attachment 4, page 4.

Any related 9000ents Of interest Should be recorded.

I Prepared by 

10evigusd by 

I

August 31, 19M 
Date 

August 31. 1983 
Date

033131.25

I 
i.

(6) 

comments

1 (6)
Robert C. McKa 

CONSTAN US



EN DES-SEP 82-25

79-14 P1ASZ 11 
DEVIATION EVALUATION FORM 

WATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNiAT 1

Package N~o.: 1T70-47W464-242 R/2

Revision 0 
Page 2 of 4

inspection DraviTng:ýI) See Package No.

(3) 
?base I 

Discrepancy 

No.

Acceptance 
criteria 

G-43, 2.10.2.2

(5) 
Phase 1.I 

Discrepancy 
No.

/08H ~ None iNonelT04W4-2/1 

/09H1 N/A G-43, 2.9.1 N/A________ 

/10H1 N/A G-43, 2.9.1N/ 

/11H1 N/A G-43, 2.10.2.2 N/A________ 

/12H1 N/A G-43..2.10.2.2 N/A ________ 

/13H1 N/A 47A050-1C Note 7 N/A________ 

114H1 N/A G-43, 2.10.2.2 N/A________ 

/15H1 N/A G-43, 2.10.2.2 N/A 

/1H N/A 47AOSO-IC Note 7 N/A ________ 

/1HNIA 47AOSO-lC Note 7 N/A________ 

/18H1 N/A -- G-43, 2.10.2.2 N/A ________ 

/19H1 N/A 47A050-1C-Note 7 NIA________ 

/20H1 N/A G-43. 2.10.2.2 N/A ________ 

/21H1 N/A 47A050-1C- Note 7 N/A ________ 

22H1 N/A 47AO50-IC Note 7 N/A ________ 

/23H1 70-47W464-242/1311 N/A N/A_________ 

/2411 N/A G-43. 2.10.2.2 N/A ________ 

_ /2511 N/A IG-43, 2.10.2.2 N/A ________

Avipan~ by dg~

August 31, 1983 
Date 

AUurt 31. 196 

Date

Nbte: I" filrat deviation evalnatin form for notes*03112

.2:

I 
I.

(2) 
Devia

tioni 
10.

(6) 

Coinent a

I 
3. zy w f

033131-25



j~I~P7~~ 

I 
I.

EN 19S-SEP 92-25

79-14 PHASE 11 
DEVIATION EVALUATION FORM1 

WATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT I

Revision 0 
fage 3 of 6

Package No.:

(2) 
Davis
tion 
50.  

1"AU

1T70-47W464-242 R/2

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.

N IA

(4) 

Acceptanci 
Criteria

Inspection Dravinz:(1 ) See Package go.  

(5) (6)

a

Phnse 11 
Discrepancy 

No.

N/A

C smumts

12HNIA Q-43, 2-In-2-2-d NAO~b 

N/A learance 

/28H1 N/A -G-.ý3. 2,10-2.2 N/A _______ 

/2911 N/A G-439 '2.8.1.3 NA________ 

3011 N/A G-43, 2.8.1.3 N/A________ 

131H1 N/A G-43, 2.10.2.2 N/A 

/32H1 N/A .812N/A 

/33H1 N/A -43, 2.10.2.2 N/A________ 

/34H1 N/A 47A050-1B Note 67 N/A 

/3H NIA 47AA ___ENot&_47_N/ 

/36H1 N/A 47A050-1H -Note 16.25, NIA ________ 

/37H1 N/A 7A050-1C Note 7 N/A ________ 

/3811 N/A -43,_2.8.1.1 N/I r____ 

3911 N/A N/A N/A 

/40H1 N/A -43.__2.10.2.2 _ N/A________ 

./428 1170-47W464-242/18H N/A N/A_________ 

/43K N/A IG-43,_2.10.2.2 N/A ......____

*Per TVA and

I awupu 67 

P ivievsd by

Teledyne reinspection, ac deviation exist 

Robert C. ca -- L -
cONS?/3U ~S / Ci

a.  

August 31, 1963 
Date 

August 31, 1963 
Date

I 31ete: See firs: deviation evaluation form f0r Got*&.
033131.23 
0



EN ES-SZ? 82-25

79-14 FlASE 11 

DEVIATION EVALUATION FORM~ 
WATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1

Package No.: lT70-47W464-242 .

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.

Revision 0 
Page 4 of 4

inspection Disving:( 1 ) See Package No.  

(5) (6)

Acceptance 
criteria 

G-43. 2.10.2.2.d

Phase 11 
Discrepancy 

No.- Coment 5 
Adjacent supports! 
determined to have
0" clearance at 

botom of pipe.  

/45H1 N/A G-43, 2.10.2.2 N/A________ 

/4611 lR70-47W464--242 /20H NIA N/A________ 

/4HNIA 47AO50-lE Note 47 N/A ________ 

/481 N/A 4A5 12N/A________ 

/491NoneNon:lT7O-47W464-242/ 

47A050-1M 
/50A NIA _____________%I___ 

/511 NI/A -32, 5.3.1 --- N/AI______ 

/S28 NIA 47A050-1C Note 7 N/A________ 

/531 N/A -43, 2.10.2.2 N/A________ 

/ /54H N/A_____ -43. 2.1U.2.2 N/A 

/4A4H NIA

* 
si4md b,

Augstet 31 lo 

August 31, 19F~3 
Date

033131.25I OW 36~a Meefst deviation evluation fom for no008.

SW
I 
I.

(2) 
ftwia

so.

!2bdrt W-re ýýv COM/ly as I" 

J &i&6og 
Zz &N KS r



I 
I 
a.  
I 
I

79-14 PHASE 11 
DISCREPANCY EVALUATION FORM 

WATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1

Revision 
Page L- of J

Discrepancy No.: 1T70-47U464-242/O1P 

Support No.: N/A 

Description of Discrepancy: Dev'iation No: P1 

True length dimension from control pr'at. C17 to C16 is 7' - 6".

Significant: No Nonsignificant: Yes 

Definite potential for 105s of pressure boundary: No 

Basis for juaguent: Field measured pine segment is 7' 6½". Computer 

analysis pipe segment is 7' -Ox", therefore no significant affect.  

Radius to node point 119 is incorrectly shown on isometric.  

Resoluti~on: Isometric drawing 47W464-242 will be revised to resolve 

this discrepancy.

Preparer Date Mocker Dto; 

Sup Date

6Z44 sueft so

013305.10

EN DES-SEP 82-2.5

I 
I 
I 
I.  
I 
I 
I.  
I

m9to-q-VdIsm, k.  
QM"Tter



I 
I 
I.  
I

79-14 PEASE II 
DISCREPANCY EVALUATION FORM 

WATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1

Revision 'n 

Page _j Of

Discrepancy No.: 1T70-47W464-242/01H 

Supi'ort No.: 1-70-310 

Description of Discrepancy-. Deviation No: 08H 

Item 05 not called out on body of drawing.

Significmnt: No Nonsignificant: Yes 

Definite potential for lose of pressure boundary: ___________ 

Basis for judgment: Item 05 is installed. Minor drawing error.  

Resolution: Drawing 1-70-310 to be revise d to c~all out item 05 in body of 

drawing.

od/0 3 
D"ati

Date 

013305.10

EN DES-SEP 82-25

I 
I 
I 
I 
I.  
I

vir 

uperw $or 

if 

AWMIONST 

rc *P;21.A--S*62fteor

PrepaAr 

a4guhr-ne--r-



EN DES-SEP 82-25

I 
I 

I
Re-,,ixsion 0 
Page I o;f I

Discrep.z~cy No.: 1T70-47W464-242/02H 

Support No.: 1-70-340 

Description of Discrepancy: Deviation No: 49H 

6" dimension to vent hole is 10" on item #4.  

Significant: No Nonsignificant: Yes 

Definite potential for loss of pressure boundary: No 

Basis for judgment: The vent hole locatio~n has no effect upon the support 

Resolutiun: Revise drawingl-70)-34O to show 10" to the vent hole-on 

item#4

_rAL,=1 Date eCb ec 

7.k 

sýr 
A . - a

5-idi-radkV 
Supervisor 

A'Le"T

Dto 

013305 .10

79-14 PEASE IT 
DISCREPANCY EVALUATION FORM 

WATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1

I 
S 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
p 
I

Q.,*1 
Supervisor



EN DES-SE? 82-25

79-14 PUAE 11 
DEVIATION EVALUATION ?OR)I 

WATTS BAR NUCI.AR PLANT UNIT I

Package No.: IT03-47W401-208

Revision 0 
Page 12. of 2

Insecton rawng(1) See Package No.

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.

(4) 

Acceptance 
Criteria

(5) 
Phase 11 

Discrepancy 
No.

1W N /A

(6) 

commute

PDO-7-20
rý&- - -N/ 

2C N/A N3C-912 Sect. 6.3.1 N/A PO72 

3C NIA N3C-912 qprt. 6-3-1 N/A vflA-7-?9A 

4C N/A N3C-912 Sect. 6.3.1 N/A PDO-7-20 

5C LR03-47W401-208/06P N/A N/A PDO-7-20 

6C N/A N3C-912 Sect. 6.3.1 N/A- PDO-7-19

(1) This is an analysis isometric drawing number.  

(2) All deviations are to be listed consecutively.  

(3) If this deviation was previously assigned a Phase I discrepancy 
numbert 

identify the number and do not address columns (4) and (5).  

(4) If thi s deviation is acceptable per existing acceptance 
criteria, 

identify the acceptance criteria and page number and do 
not address 

column (5).  

(5) If this deviation was not assigned a Phase I discrepancy 
number or is 

not acc~eptable per existing acceptance crieria, then this 
deviation 

must be assigned a Phase 11 discrepancy number per EU WS-41P 
82-25, 

Attachment 4,9 page 4.  

(6) Any related comments of interest should be recorded.

I Prepared by 

PRevieved by

Robert C. McKsy/7519 ýy -42

-- CONSTIEN IE5

August 28. 1983 
ýDate 

August 28. 1983

033131.15

I 
I.

(2) 
Devia

t ion

-w NES:



I.  
I

79-14 PRASE 11 
DEVIATION EVALUATION FORM 

WrATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT I

Revisionl 0 
Page 2 of 2

Package No.: 1T03-47W401-208 Inspection Driving: (1 See Package No.

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.

N/A

Acceptance 
Criteria

N3C-912 Sect. 6.3.1

(5) 
s'hase 11 

Discrepancy 
No. colmets

PDO-7-19

8CNAN3-1 Sc.6.31 N/A PDO-7-19 

'CNIA N3C-912 Sect. 6.3.1 N/A_ _PDO__7__19 

9C N/A N3C-912 Sect. 631NAPO71 

1CN/A N3C-912 Se-ct. 6.3.11 N/A FDO

N/A N3C-912 Sect. 6.3.1
NI N-91 Set 6..  I/ IPDO-

Sect. 6.3.1
Sect. 6..

N3C-ý12 Sect. 6.3.11 N/A __________

Se t I 6 -.

Sect.___ __ _ 6- .1

Sect. 6.3.1

~.ct. 6.3.1
sect----.3.
Sect. 6.3.1

N/A N3C-912 sect. 6.3.1 N/A PDO 

N/A N/A N/A s erse s; atah

I Prepared by 

10svev~ed by

Robert C. McKsyh, 4 ~
CONSTIEW DE5,

August 28. M19 
Date 

August_28, 19C3 
Dats

033131.25
m otes ses first deviation evaluation form for notes.

ENq DEs-sP 82-25

(2) 
Devis

t ion 
no.

111' N/A

N/A PDO

PDON/A

PDO

PDO

PDONiA

N/A



EN DES-SEP 62-25

79-14 ?WAE 11 
DEIV ATlO14 EVALUATION FORM 

I4ATTS BAR NUCLEA&R PLANT UNIT I

Revision 0..  
Page 1 0 L

3 Pack 

IDevia
t.ion 

1T03-47W401-1

age No.: 1T03-47W401-208 E:/2

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.

inspection Draving:( 1 ) See Pacatge No.

(4I) 

Acceptance 
Criteria

(5) 
Phase II 

Discrepancy 
No.

1. W/A

£uo-.Lrl £- 11_.LF6 4 -a ______________ 

&47A050-1M R/5 

-2H N/A G-43 Sect. 2.8.1.1 N/A________ 

-3H N/A N/A VIA *Sheet 2 of 2 

- .l.LL..... W4-91 ect. 5.1 NIA ______

a M I A

MMES:

(1) This is an analysit isometric draviug number.  

(2) All deviations are to be listed consecutively.  

(3) If this 6eviation vas Previously assigned a phase I discrepancy sumber, 

ident~ify the number and do not address columns (4) and (5).  

(4) If this deviation is acceptable per existing acciptance criteria, 

identify the acceptance criteria and page nupeer and do not address' 
column (5).  

(5) If this deviation vas not assigned a Phase I discrepancy number 
or is 

not acceptable per existing acceptance crieria, then '.his S-sviation 

must be assigned a Phase 11 discrepancy number per ZN D9SSEP 62-25t 

Attachment 49 page 4.

1 (6) Any related comments of interest should be recorded.

(~I.2 Ca~.4 7 R17

I prepared by 

los~eview~ed by

Robert C. McKayjlý 
CONSA =6DE

August 30, 1983
Date

August 30. 1983
Date

033131.23

I 
i.

(6) 

Coemnts

lilA~ -=........... A I



EN DES-SEP 82-25

79-14 PHASE 11 
DEVIATION EVALUATION FORM 

wATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1

Package No.: 1T03-47W401-208 R/2

I(2) 
Devis
tion 

* no. _ 

~T03-47W401
IM

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.

I..  
I

inspection Dravilns:Cl) See Pack.age No.  

(5) (6)

Acceptance 
Criteria

N/A

Phase 11 
Discrepancy 

No.

N/A

Craeats

-HN/A N/A N/A * 

88N/A G-43 Sect . 2.8.1.2 N/A 

-9H1 N/A N!A N/A* 

-10H1 N/A 4i7AO50-1M R/5 N/A________ 

Note 25 

.111N/A A7N/A ______R/3_N_/A 

-_12H1 N/A G-43 Sect. 2.8.1.1 NIA________ 

-13H1 N/A N/A N/A ___ 

-14H NM.. N/A N/A 

-15H N/A G-43 Sect. 2.9.3-b *gIA ______ 

*UpjJon TVA and Teledyne reinspe :ion no deviationt e lists.._______ 

**Teled nd dimensions are from mirror insulation tc edgte of hanger. Dravinit is 

dimensicnialtedze of sleeve w edgte of hanarr. _________

Robert C. McKav 

ON5- E all

Auglist 30-. MAIý 
Date 

August 30, 1983 
Date

033131.25I Nte: 8ee first dvistios evalustmtlo = e for notes.

Revision 0 
Page -I-. of



EN 1ZS-SEP 82-25

I.  
I

79-14 PHASE 11 
DEVIATION EVALUATION FORMI 

WATTS BAR N'JCLEAR PLANT UNIT I

Package No. : 1T03-47W427-200

Rev isaion 0 
Page -I-L. of .2..

inspection Daig()SePcB o

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.

(4) 

Acceptance 
Criteria

N3C-912 Sect. 6.3.]

(5) 
Phase 11 

Discrepancy 
No.

1W N/A

2C NIA 1 N3C-912 Sect. 61.3. N/A N/A 

3C NIA 5§472744? 0 /A jN/A 
I I~N3C-912 Sect. 6.3.1I 

4C N/A -I T rDur 1.142-6 NIA N/A4

N/A

1.1/A

NV~Q17 ~ert.. AA1 
4..---------------------- II NIA

NIA

I (1) This is an analysis istometric drawing number.  

(2) All deviatic4ns are to be listed consecutively.  

I- (3) If this deviation was previously assigned a Phase I discrepancy numberl 

identify the number and do not address columns (4) and (5).  

I(4) If this deviation is acceptable per existing acceptance criteria, 
identify the acceptance criteria and page number and do not address I column (5).  

(5) If this daviation was not assigned a Phase I discrepancy number or is 

not acceptable per existing acceptance crieria, then this deviation 

must be assigned a Phase 21 discrepancy ==mber per Z8 1254E1 82-25, 

Attachment 49 page 4 .  

I (6) Any related ceme nts of interest should be recorded.

I Prepared by 

ei, v ewd by

3,.have. f!~ M~.VmJZZMbiVc~.~,d~.
M No - I~

August 27, 1983 
Date

Aumuat 27, 1983
Date

033131.15

(2) 
Devia

t ion 
No.

(6) 

Comments

NIA

M/A WAr-al ? Q t A 'A



I.  
I 
I

79-14 PHIASE 11 
DEVIATION EVALUATION FORM 

WATTS BAR NUCLZAR PLANT UNIT 1

Package No.: 1TO3-47W427-200

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.

lev: &ion 0 
Page 2 of2

Inspection Draving:(I See Package So.  

(5) (6)

Acceptance 
criteria

N'~C-Qi2 Sect. 6.3.1

Phase 11 
Discrepancy 

No. coment s

N/A

SP TVA inspection and Teledyne reinspection reveals no deviation exists.  

9P N/A N/A 1T03-47W427-200/01P TV1A inspection 
finds dimension

____ ___ ____ ___ _ _ ____ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ____ ___ _ i be 71-8 3/p1' 

inistead of 7'-9' 

by Teledyne.  

TA inspection and Te edyne reinspection reveals no deviation exists.

Augupst 27- IGRA 
Date 

August 27-- 1983 
Date

033131.25Mote: see first deviatiom evalustiom for.s for mutes*

t Lewd by

EN M.S-ST.P 82-25

(2) 
Davis
tion 
No.

C - me-was LIAlb= 

COUTAY =5 

WSW



Ew DEs-SEP 82-25

79-14 PWE 11 
DEVIATION EVALUATION TORM 

WATTS BAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1

Package No.: lT03-47W427-200

Revision 0, 
Page .Lof

Inspection Draving:(l) See Package No.

(2) 
Davis

t ion 
no.  

1T03-47W427-

- Li,

(3) 
phase I 

Discrepancy 
-No.

(4) 

Acceptance 
criteria

(5) 
Phase It 

Discrepancy 
No.

W/NA

-21H N/A jN3-912 Sect. 4.1.1 N/AA 

- HN/A 147A050-1B R/6 Note 2 N/A ________ 

- 4H1 N/A IN3-912 Sect. 5.2 1N/A ________

ti-I &7AA~A~1C Nnr~ 7 N /A
Al is I NI

dOTS: 

(1) This is an analysis isometric drawing MMub~er 

(2) All deviations are to be listed consecutively.  

(3) If tha' deviation was previously assigned a Phase I discrepancy aumbar# 

identify the number and do not address columns (4) and (5).  

(4) If this 4eviation is acceptable per existing acceptance criteria, 

identify the acceptance criteria and page number and do not address 

column (5).  

(5) If this deviation was not assigned a Phase I discrepancy number or is 

not acceptable per existing acceptance crieria, then this deviation 
oust be assigned a Phase 11 discrepancy number per 13 XS5-5EP 82-25p 

Attachment 4, pate 4.  

(6) Any related comesnts of interest should be recorded.

N/A

I Prtepared by 

Po £eviod by

AUgft__t29. 1993 

-August 29, 1983 
Date

033131.15

I 
i.

(6) 

Comments

Robert C. McKa 
con-r/rim 117 

&14A& 
Ity US



EN Es-SE? 82-15

79-14 PHASE It 
DEVIATION EVALUATION FORM 

WATTS BAR 1m3CLLAR PLANT UNIT 1

IRevision 0 
Page 2 0

1 Pack 

Davie

No.to 
IT03-4 7142 7-

T4

age No.: 1T03-47W427-200

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.

'.. I.

(4) 

AcceptancE 
Criteria

I. ~A~~A1 U

61 &G;43 Sect.

inspection Drawing: ()Sao PackageD.

(5) (6)
Phase It 
Discrepancy

-i

U I~ W,~** 7

Cemats

N/T A/ Not m/ ______ 

S- Mý 147A05- 1Ný fNI

9HN/A 47A050-1M R/5 Note N/A 

-1011 N/A 47A0Y50-IC R/6 Note N/A _______ 

RN/A N3C-912 Sect. 5.1 N/A 

2H1 N/A 47A050-1C R/6 Note 7NIA 

-1 3H, N/A 47A505-IM R1/5 Noteb NIA 
UP-14H1 N/A 47A050-1C R/6 Note 7N/A _______ 

4 -15 11 N/A *47A050-1M R/5 Notelf N/A 

-16H1 N/A ýG-43 Sect. 2.9.3.b N/A ________ 

G-43 Sect. 2.8.1.1 _________ 

-1UT' Per TVA reinsnection and Teledyne X&L=a ketign- ~ aitn 

-163 N/A N3C-912 Sect. 5.1 N/A________ 

V1911 N/A 47A050-1C R/6 Note 7 N/A ________ 

-2011 N/A 47A050-IT R/1 Note 3 N/A_______ 

1-21H N/A G-43 Sect. 2.8.1.1 N/A ________ 

-22L N/A G-43 Sect. 2.8.1.3 NIA________ 

-2311 N/A G-43 Sect. 2.6.1.3 tN /A________

IPreoaed by 

pawivedby

10 IOWA 

Date 

August 29, 1963 
Date

misule
L ft 3 UNo tinst isylattm evaluattam ftm Leg "ets

IU.
I 
0 I

Robqrt S, HcK&XAW=.Q", 
0MT79N WS I 

/1 -- 0. &&&, 
A I/ to =5 F



EN DES-SE? S2-25

79-14 PAE 11 
D~EVIATION EVALUATION FORM 

wATTS DAR NUCLEAR PLANT UNIT 1

Revision 0 
Page _ Of 3

Package No.: 1T03-4 7W42 7-2 00 Inspection rwn:ISePakgNo

I(2) 
DavisRtion 

go.  
T03-47W427-

(3) 
Phase I 

Discrepancy 
No.

(4I) 

Accept ance 
Criteria

(5) 
Phase 11 

Discrepancy 
No.

-25HI 1R03-47W427-200/04H N/A N/A 

:-26H N/A G-43 Sect. 2.8.1.1 N/A

- -

I ftepared by 

lpoYevie4o by

August 22, 1983 
Date 

August 290 1983 
note

033131.15I Netel oe filrst doviatie evaluation t.I= for gotO

I 
p

(6) 

Comments

Robert mcx&,jb,= emz V CNIT19N NX d

C-41 -qpr-t - 2 -A ý , -2



EN MS-SE. 92-23

I.  
I 
I.  
I

R~evision 0 
Page I... of j1*

Discrepancy No. : 1T03-47W427-200/01P 

Support No.: N/A 

Dexcripti@ of Discrepancy: Deviation No: 9P The 

of 7' -9" exceedq the analyzed diiiension of 7' - 5".  

line determined dimension to be 7' - 7½"). Reference

installed pipe length 

(I~einspection of this 

HEDS memo WBN 83-1025-003.

Sitnificant: No loans ~i~f ica~nt Yes 

Tefizite Potettis.l tor ioss of pre5ssur bounda=: No 

~aai. f 3i~dgunz: The stresses are low in the region and this nonsignificant 

61hange in the pipe segment lenigth will have an*!.nsignificant affect on the 

analysis.  

3sslu~ou:The as-constructed pipe configuration Is acceptable. Isometric 

drawing No. 47W427-200 will be revised to resolve this diacrepancy.

9* 
U ý Z - -ijis Vats

Date

ga 2.4,e-, 
Su-p*rwi&*T 

III(P-JA/ '2--,IMrvf 
ON Ift

Reviever 

9222miC V valrpdrwwr

[Dat-i;e 

Date 

Date 

Date 

033131.25

79-14 PBASE '1 
DISCP.ZAYCY ZEVAL.UkTI0)N T0LM, 

U&ITS Le~ NUCLWb PLAIrT UNIT I



WBN NRC-OlE BULLETIN 79-14 IN~SPECTIONS 

I As a result of the NRC-OIE Bulletin 79-14, TVA develcped the 79-14 phase I 
and phase 11 programs. The phase I program was a detailed inspection 
performed by CONST of all ca~egory 1 safety-related p~ping, 2-1/2 inches in 
diameter and greater, and all category I piping, regardless of size, which 
was dynamically analyzed by the computer. The inspection drawings wý:re :he 

piping analysis isometrics, the piping mechanical drawings, the support 
design drawings, and the valve drawings. The phase I program did not U measure pipe member lengths, support locations, or support member sizes; 
however, most other items were inspected as shown on the inspection 3 drawings. The phase II program was a detailed inspection performed by 
Teledyne Engineering Services (TES) of nine piping analysis isometrics of 

di~fferent systems agreed on with NRC. The paase 11 program inspected those 
icems inspected under ri ' ase I and those items not inspected under phase I 
(e.g., the measurements of pipe member len~gths, support locations. and 
support member sizes). The phase 11 program was a sampling program to 

audit the quality of TVA's phase I program and TVA's QA program in order to 3 satisfy the requirements of the NRC-OIE Bulletin 79-14.  

The phase I inspections began in January 1983. By August 1983, the 
ins-ýecttons were approximately 70-percent complete. The phase II 3 inspections began August 22, 1983, and were completed on September 1, 1983.  
A NRC phase 11 inspection exit meeting Was held on August 31 at che plant 
sithe. A, preliminary assessment of the dincrepancies, used at the exit 
meeting, is attached.  

During the phase I program, all construction deviations which were outside 
of TVA tolerances were identified as discrepancies to be tracked, 

evaluated, and resolved by TVA. During the phase It program, all 
construction deviations which were outside of TVA tolerances were 
identified as cdiscrepancies, unless already identified under phase 1, to be U tracked, evaluated, and rusolved by TVA. All discrepancies under phase II 
are being classified as nonsignificant, significant, or definite potential 
for lost of pressure boundary. So far, all phase II discrepancies have 
been clessifitd as nonsignificant. No phase 11 discrepancies have been 

identified as having significant impact on the piping analysis. The 
majority of the phase 11 discrepancies has been clearance discrepancies, 
due to conduit, steel, instrument lines, etc., being recently installed too 3 close to the pipe. The phase 11 clearance discrepancies could result in 
potential damage to the insulation on the piping, so some field changes 
will be performed tu prevent the interferences from occurring. All other 

phase 11 nonclearance discrepancies require no field changes whatsoever, as 

3Future schedule dates related to the 79-14 inspections are as follows: 

Item Completicn Date 

ITES report of trip 9-23-83 
Phase 11 discropaney evaluation 10-15-83 pfinal report to close 79-14 NCR 12-1-83 

033258.03
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