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Ladies and Gentlemen: 

By letter dated August 11, 2016 titled "Edwin I. Hatch Nuclear Plant- NRC 
Inspection Report 05000321/2016010," the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
(NRC) notified Southern Nuclear Operating Company (SNC) of a Traditional 
Enforcement Apparent Violation (A V) that is being considered for escalated 
enforcement in accordance with the NRC Enforcement Policy. This AVis 
associated with non-willful examples In which SNC failed to provide information to 
the NRC that was complete and accurate in all material respects. These two 
examples occurred In 1995 and 2000 as part of lnservice Inspection Program 
submittals. 

Upon discovery, these incidents were entered Into the station corrective action 
program and a causal evaluation was performed. Based on this evaluation, the 
enclosure contains the response which includes: (1) the reason for the AV; (2) the 
corrective steps that have been taken and the results achieved; (3) the corrective 
steps that will be taken; and (4) the date when full compliance was achieved. 

This letter contains no NRC commitments. 

If you have any questions, please contact Greg Johnson at 912-537-5874. 

Respectfully submitted, 

f)d?J~ 
David A. Vineyard 
Site Vice President 



U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
NL-16-1418 
Page2 

DAV/cdp 
Enclosure: Response to Apparent Violation in 

NRC Inspection Report No. 05000321/2016010, EA-16-136 

cc: Southern Nuclear Operating Companv 
Mr. S. E. Kuczynski, Chairman, President & CEO 
Mr. D. G. Bast, Executive Vice President & Chief Nuclear Officer 
Mr. D. A. Vineyard, Vice President- Hatch 
Mr. M. D. Meier, Vice President- Regulatory Affairs 
Mr. D. A. Madison, Vice President- Fleet Operations 
Mr. B. J. Adams, Vice President- Engineering 
Mr. G. L. Johnson, Regulatory Affairs Manager- Hatch 
RTYPE: CHA02.004 

U. S. Nuclear Reaulatorv Commission 
Ms. C. Haney, Regional Administrator 
Mr. M. D. Orenak, NRR Project Manager- Hatch 
Mr. D. H. Hardage, Senior Resident Inspector- Hatch 



Edwin I. Hatch Nuclear Plant Unit 1 

Response to Apparent Violation in 
NRC Inspection Report No. 05000321/2016010, EA-16-136 



Enclosure to NL-16-1418 
Response to Apparent Violation in 
NRC Inspection Report 05000321/2016010, EA-16-136 

1. Reason for the Apparent Violation 

In 1988, an inside dlamet~r (I D) axial indication was identified on a recirculation pipe to vessel 
nozzle dissimilar metal weld (DMW). A weld overlay (WOL) was performed that was classified 
as a category E Design WOLper NUREG-0313 revision 2 section 4.4, 'Weld Overlay Design 
Criteria," which discusses three types of WOLs; Standard, Design, and Limited Service. 
Generic Letter (GL) 88-01 required examination of all category E type welds every two 
Refueling Outages (RFOs). 

The In-Service Inspection (lSI) 3rd interval program plan was submitted to the NRC in 1995 
requesting a revision to the inspection frequency within GL 88-01 for category E welds. 
Correspondence to the NRC stated all overlays on Hatch Unit 1 were standard weld overlays, 
(which are now known as a full structural weld overlays (FSWOL)) as justification for extending 
the scheduled frequency. lSI program owners did not recognize that this WOL was a Design 
WOL and not a FSWOL. The program plan provided technical bases on extending volumetric 
examinations for category E type WOL's to every 10 years with 1/3 examined every 2nd outage. 
The NRC granted relief to extend the examination interval and the examination was 
rescheduled to the 1 R19 outage in 2000. 

Prior to the examination in 2000, the station received approval to defer additional examinations 
based on BWRVIP-75 justification. BWRVIP-75 required examining a percentage of the WOLs 
rather than examining all WOLs under a given frequency as required under GL88-01. NRC 
approval to implement BWRVIP-75 was based upon the WOL meeting certain criteria, such as 
being a FSWOL as opposed to a temporary duty (leakage barrier) overlay. In a 2000 response 
letter to an NRC Inquiry, Southam Nuclear Inaccurately concluded that the WOL met this 
criterion, thus the examination schedule was extended inappropriately. 

The cause of the inaccurate information submittal was that, in the past, the lSI program tracked 
the category of the WOL rather than the WOL type. Hatch did not have a single repository 
where important weld characteristics were available without having to individually review legacy 
design change packages. Though technical reviews were performed during this time period, a 
formal NRC correspondence control program did not exist to ensure information submitted to 
the NRC was validated prior to submittal. 

2. Corrective Steps Taken and Results Achieved 

• A code weld repair was performed per SNC659745 during 1A27 (2016 refueling outage) to 
restore the reactor recirculation piping back to original code requirements. The Design-type 
weld overlay was upgraded to a full structural weld overlay using lnconel Alloy 52 weld 
material to bring it into compliance with BWRVIP-75 criteria. 

• Extent of Condition - It was determined that weld 1 831·1 RC-12BR·C-5 had a similar 'Leak 
Barrier' type WOL. During the 1 R27 refueling outage, the WOL was also upgraded to a 
FSWOL per SNC659745. 

• More formal correspondence control processes were implemented at a point in time after the 
lSI submittals in question were made. The current SNC procedure is NMP-AD-043 
"Regulatory Correspondence Control." The procedure establishes methods, identifies 
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responsibilities, and sets forth requirements for controlling incoming and outgoing regulatory 
correspondence with the NRC. Rigor was established to ensure accuracy, completeness, 
and timely disposition of correspondence. As stated previously, technical reviews were 
performed prior to implementing the formal correspondence control processes. However, 
had the current process been in place at the time of the previous lSI submittals, the potential 
to transmit inaccurate information would have been greatly reduced. 

3. Corrective Steps That Will Be Taken 

• Revise the Hatch lSI Program Plan to require a living table that identifies all the ASME 
Class 1 welds for which WOL have been applied for Hatch. (Due by 9/22/2016, Technical 
Evaluation 954475). The table will identify Important characteristics such as the following: 
o Date Installed /Implementing Design Change Package 
o Welding Material (info Certified Mill Test Report (CMTR), Material Certificates, etc.) 
o Type of Weld Overlay (FSWOL, Umit-Extent, Design WOL, etc.) 
o Exam schedule for the Interval 
o If a weld overlay is identified as not full structural, a condition report will be generated, 

plans will be initiated to upgrade to a FSWOL, the examination schedule will be 
reviewed, and any other required actions will be taken. 

4. Date When Full Compliance Will be Achieved 

Full compliance was achieved on May 6, 2016 with the final approval of Design Change 
Package Work Order SNC659745 which Installed the full structural weld overlay and performed 
required lSI examinations. 
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