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ISSUE: Licensee Evaluations of Relevant Conditions
SUMMARY: The NRC recently conducted a meeting of the Nondestructive Evaluation

(NDE) Technical Advisory Group (TAG). The NDE TAG is comprised of representatives from
the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation, Office of New Reactors, Office of Nuclear Regulatory
Research, and Regions. The purpose of the NDE TAG is to provide a forum to discuss

regulatory perspectives, inspector oversight issues, and NDE-related research results. An area
of focus is issues related to the effectiveness of NDE and in-service inspections of nuclear power

plant components.

An ASME Code-related issue that was raised at the NDE TAG meeting was the application by

some licensees of ASME Section Xl definitions for relevant conditions, planar flaws, and
analytical evaluation. Some licensees do not consider relevant conditions to be analytical
evaluations as discussed in IWB-3600 because IWB-3600 applies to planar flaws.

The table below provides a few examples from one licensee’s 90-day summary report.
Regional inspectors have discovered that some licensee’s are not expanding the scope of
examinations, performing successive inspections, or reporting relevant conditions.

PROPOSAL.: That the cognizant working groups contemplate the example provided below
and consider revisions to Section Xl to ensure consistent application of the definitions and
ASME Code requirements (e.g., clarifying definitions of “relevant indication” and “analytical
evaluation,” providing additional guidance, where necessary, with regard to examination scope
expansion, successive inspections, and reporting relevant conditions).

DISCUSSION:  The issue centers around the definition of a relevant condition as defined in
IWA-9000: relevant condition — a condition observed during a visual examination that requires
supplemental examination, corrective measure, correction by repair /replacement activities, or analytical
evaluation. Some licensee’s interpretation of this definition is that an evaluation of a relevant
condition does not meet the definition of an analytical evaluation as defined by IWB-3600, which
applies to planar flaws. Because they do not consider these types of evaluations to be an
analytical evaluation (i.e., it does not meet definition of relevant condition), the licensee is not
required to expand scope, perform successive inspections, or report the evaluations and
relevant conditions.



The table below is an excerpt from one licensee’s 90-day summary report showing examples of
an evaluation of relevant indications. Regional inspectors have discovered that some licensees
are not including such evaluations in their reports due to their interpretation of the ASME Code.



TABLE

ITEMS WITH FLAWS OR RELEVANT CONDITIONS THAT REQUIRED
EVALUATION FOR CONTINUED SERVICE

Examination
Category and Item Description Evaluation Description
Item Number
F-A/F1.20a ISO#: 1S1-13142-62 Engineering evaluation performed in conjunction with
Comp. ID: H-2, FPWH-111 CAP AR# 1281071. Bent items, lack of thread
Restraint Hanger engagement.
Determined to be acceptable "as-is".
F-A/F1.20c ISO#: 1S1-13142-42-A Engineering evaluation performed in conjunction with
Comp. ID: H-6, PSH-104 CAP AR# 1262741. Bent rod and improper setting on
Spring / Clamp hanger PSH-104.
Determined to be acceptable "as-is".
F-A/F1.40a ISO#: 1S1-97005-C Engineering evaluation performed in conjunction with
Comp. ID: H-10, RCAKR-22A | CAP AR# 1274943. Arc strike on restraint.
Restraint Determined to be acceptable "as-is".
B-N-2/B13.40 Comp. ID: C-7x Engineering evaluation performed in conjunction with
Shroud Support Legs CAP AR# s 1177677, 1282530, 1283709 and 1283715.
H-10 Weld Linear indications in shroud support leg welds.
Determined to be acceptable "as-is".




