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ATTACHMENT 7.1 INSPECTION CHECKLIST
Sheet 2 of 2
IP3 6-inch Fire Protection Line (N/S) at N'W INSPECTION
Piping / Tank _corner of the WHUT Pit DATE: 81111
ELEVATION: El 48'-0" LOCATION DWG: 9321-F-41823 INSPECTOR: J. Peterson
NOTE
YES
1. ANY BLISTERING (COATING)? O No [X]
YES
2. ANY PEELING (COATING)? O Nno [X )
YES
3. ANY FLAKING (COATING)? O No X
YES
4, ANY DELAMINATION (COATING)? 1 No [X] -
YES
5.  ANY EMBRITTLEMENT (COATING)? | No [X]
YES
6. ANY EMBEDDED ROCKS (COATING AND/OR METAL)? 1 NO [X] coating inspection only
YES
7.  ANY CRACKING (COATING AND/OR METAL)? O No [X]
YES ;
8.  ANYRUST (METAL)? O No [X] .
. YES
9.  ANY CORROSION (METAL)? O no X
YES N/A - carbon steel piping was
10.  ANY FLAKING OR SCALING (METAL)? O NO [X] externally coated.
YES
11.  ANY MECHANICAL DAMAGE (METAL)? [l NO DX N/A- as above
YES
12, ANY NICKS, GOUGES OR ARC STRIKES (METAL)? NO [XI N/A- as above
YES
13.  ANY TUBERCLES (METAL ~ IF INTERNAL INSPECTION)? ] No [] NA

GENERAL APPEARANCE (Inspector):
This inspection was an opportunistic inspection conducted during excavation of the excavation of the area between the IP3 RWST and Waste Holdup
Tank Pit (see attached sketch) for the Dry Cask Travel Path mod. All exposed 6-inch piping was externally coated and wrapped carbon steel. The
coating and wrap was in very good condition, with no evidence of flaking, embrittlement, separation from metal, bubbling, blistering, delamination, etc.
In total the entire length of exposed 6-in. fire protection piping was approx. 20 feet. This included the 6-inch fire protection header, from which the 6-in.
branch to the PAB teed off. Of the exposed length of piping, approx. 8 feet was inspected in detail, as the header, at lower elevation was covered over,
prior to the visual inspection. The inspected length of piping, however, was deemed to be typical of the éntire length of the excavated piping..
Photographs of the excavated piping is attached to this report.
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DEGRADATION FOUND? yes[] No[X CR-

FURTHER EVALUATION REQUIRED? vyes[ ] no[X

COMMENTS (Inspector):

1. The attached photos of the excavated 6-inch fire protection piping were taken during the changing field conditions. First pictures taken include a 6-
inch FP supply header, from which the 6-in. branch to the PAB tees off of. Additional photos, however, were taken afier the header piping at the

lower elevation was covered up.
2. Buried portions of the 8-inch fire protection line in the area was also uncovered and inspected during this excavation activity. A separate inspection

report was written to document those inspections.

INSPECTOR(S) PRINT/SIGN/DATE: J. Peterson &/ //4?9//

EVALUATION: ACCEPTABLE [X] ACCEPTABLE WITH DEFICIENCIES [ ] UNACCEPTABLE []

RECOMMENDED ACTION (Program Owner): The results of this inspection will be captured in the Underground Piping and Tank
Program database, and used to establish Reasonable Assurance of Integrity, and/or update future piping inspection priorities and
schedules.

FUTURE MONITORING: []

The results of this inspection did not identify any problematic areas in the piping that would warrant future monitoring.

PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE: D

None recommended.

CORRECTIVE ACTIONS: []
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PHOTOGRAPHIC OR VIDEO RECORDS ATTACHED? vyesX] no[

PROGRAM OWNER PRINT/SIGN/DATE: R.C. Lee AC/%\, &// Z// /
/ o’ 77—
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