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INTRODUCTION

This document has been prepared as a summary of the
conformance of Washington Nuclear Project No. 2

(WNP-2) design and operation to the NRC regulations
of 10 CFR Parts 20, 50 and 100. Those sections of
regul ati ons whi ch speci fi cally impose compl i ance
requirements on licensees are addressed.
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10 CFR 20.101 - RADIATION DOSE STANDARDS

N ALS IN TRI T AREAS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.101 - PARAGRAPH a

In accordance with the provisions of Section 20.102 - Paragraph (a), and

except as provided in Paragraph (b) of this section, no licensee shall
possess, use, or transfer licensed material in such a manner as to cause
any individual in a restricted area to receive in any period of one cal-
endar quarter from radioactive material and other sources of radiation a

total occupational dose in excess of the standards specified in 'the fol-
lowing table:

Rems per
Calendar
Quarter

1. Whole body; head and trunk; active
blood-forming organs; lens of eyes; or gonads . . . . 1-1/4

2. Hands and forearms; feet and ankles . . . . . . . . . 18-3/4

3. Skin of Whole Body................... 7-1/2

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The personnel occupational dose exposure limits at WNP-2 are the same as
listed above.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.101 - PARAGRAPH b

A licensee may permit an individual in a restricted area to receive a

total occupational dose to the whole body greater than that permitted
under paragraph (a) of this section, provided:

(1) During any calendar quarter the total occupational dose to the whole
body shall not exceed 3 rems; and

(2) The dose to the whole body, when added to the accumulated occupa-
tional dose to the whole body, shall not exceed 5 (N-18) rems where "N"

equals the individual's age in years at his last birthday; and

(3) The licensee has determined the individual's accumulated occupa-
tional dose to the whole body on Form NRC-4, or on a clear and legible
record containing all the information required in that form; and has
otherwise complied with the requirements of Section 20.102. As used in
par agraph (b), "Dose to the whole body" shall be deemed to include any
dose to the whole body, gonads, active blood-forming organs, head and
trunk, or lens of eye.
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EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The external occupational exposure received by any one individual in a
restricted area shall be limited to a whole body, head or trunk, active
blood forming organs, gonads or lens of eyes dose of 3 rem per quarter
where the lifetime accumulated dose is 5 (N-18), where N is the indi-
vidual's age and the person's accumulated occupation dose has been deter-
mined by the execution of NRC Form 4, WP-186 or equivalent. However, as
part of the Supply System commitment to ALARA, reasonable efforts shall
be made to maintain plant personnel exposures at less than 5 rem per
calendar year.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.101.
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10 CFR 20.102 - DETERMINATION OF PRIOR DOSE

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.102 - PARAGRAPH a

Each licensee shall require any individual, prior to first entry of the
individual into the licensee's restricted area during each employment or
work assignment under such circumstances that the individual will receive
or is likely to receive in any period of one calendar quarter an occupa-
tional dose in excess of 25 percent of the applicable standards specified
in Section 20.101 - Paragraph (a) and Section 20.104 - Paragraph (a), to
disclose in a written, signed statement, either (1) that the individual
had no prior occupational dose during the current calendar quarter, or
(2) the nature and amount of any occupational dose which the individual
may have received during that specifically identified current calendar
quarter from sources of radiation possessed or controlled by other per-
sons. Each licensee shall maintain records of such statements until the
Commission authorizes their disposition.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Health Ph sics Pro ram FSAR Section 12.5

Personnel who enter controlled areas of WNP-2 facilities shall be pro-
vided, and required to use, appropriate radiation monitoring equipment.
Results of personnel monitoring shall be entered into permanent records
and made available to monitored individuals, supervisors, and Health
Physics/Chemistry personnel.

An NRC form 4 or equivalent shall be on file prior to issue of a TLD.
Monthly thermoluminescent dosimeter (TLD) badges shall be issued to per-
sonnel whose radiation exposure is expected to be greater than 300 mrem

per quarter. Permanently assigned personnel whose radiation exposure is
expected to be less than 300 mrem per quarter, may be issued quarterly
TLD badges.

Visitors shall be issued TLD's when entering controlled areas.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.102 - PARAGRAPH b

Before permitting, pursuant to Section 20.101 - Paragraph (b), any indi-
vidual in a restricted area to receive an occupational radiation dose in
excess of the standards specified in Section 20.101 - Paragraph (a), each
licensee shall:

(1) Obtain a certificate on Form NRC-4, or on a clear and legible record
containing all information required in that form, signed by the individual
showing each period of time after the individual attained the age of 18

in which the individual received an occupational dose of radiation; and

(2) Calculate on Form NRC-4 in accordance with the instructions appear-
ing therein, or on a clear and legible record containing all the infor-
mation required in that form, the previously accumulated occupational
dose received by the individual and the additional dose allowed for that
individual under Section 20.101 - Paragraph (b).

(3)
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EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Prior to receiving a personnel TLD dosimeter, all individuals will com-

plete a Form NRC-4 or equivalent. A TLD badge will not be issued if this
form or equivalent is not completed.

Form NRC-4 will be filled out in accordance with instructions printed on

the reverse side of the form, particularly:

a. If an individual has an exposure history, he is to attach it to
the form; or

b. If an individual does not have his exposure history, an appro-
priate request for exposure history must be completed; or

c. If an individual has never been occupationally exposed to
radiation, he is to enter NONE.

All Form NRC-4's or equivalents must be signed and dated in order to be
valid.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.102 - PARAGRAPH c

(1) In the preparation of Form NRC-4, or on a clear and legible record
containing all the information required in that form, the licensee shall
make a reasonable effort to obtain reports of the individual's previously
accumulated occupational dose. For each period for which the licensee
obtains such reports, the licensee shall use the dose shown in the report
in preparing the form. In any case where a licensee is unable to obtain
reports of the individual's occupational dose for a previous complete
calendar quarter, it shall be assumed that the individual has received
the occupational dose specified in whichever of the following columns
apply:

Part of Body

Whole body, gonads, active blood
forming organs, head and trunk,
lens of e e.

o umn

Assumed expo-
sure in rems
for calendar
quarters prior
to Jan. 1 1961

3-3/4

0 Umn

ssume expo-
sure in rems
for calendar
quarters begin-
ning on or after
Jan. 1, 1961

(2) The licensee shall retain and preserve records used in preparing
Form NRC-4 until the Commission authorizes their disposition.
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If calculation of the individual's accumulated occupational dose for all
periods prior to January 1, 1961 yields a result higher than the appli-
cable accumul ated dose value for the individual as of that date, as

speci fied in paragraph (b) of Section 20.101, the excess may be

disregarded.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

If a person has had previous occupational radiation exposure, a reason-

ablee

effort shall be made to obtain such exposure record from pri or
employment. When necessary, previous exposures shall be calculated in
accordance with 10 CFR 20.102 Paragraph (c).

All personnel who have been issued a TLD badge at WNP-2 will have a

Form NRC-4 or equivalent on file.
CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.102.
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10 CFR 20.103 - EXPOSURE OF INDIVIDUALS TO

CONCENTRATIONS OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.103 - PARAGRAPH a 1)

No licensee shall possess, use, or transfer licens'ed material in such a

manner as to permit any individual in a restricted area to inhale a

quantity of radioactive material in any period of one calendar quarter
greater than the quantity which would result from inhalation for 40 hours
per week for 13 weeks at uniform concentrations of radioactive material
in air specified in Appendix 8, Table I, Column 1. If the radioactive
material is of such form that intake by absorption through the skin is
likely, individual .exposures to radioactive material shall be controlled
so that the uptake of radioactive material by any organ from either inha-
lation or absorption or both routes of intake in any calendar quarter
does not exceed that which would result from inhaling such radioactive
material for 40 hours per week for 13 weeks at uniform concentrations
specified in Appendix 8, Table I, Column 1.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Internal exposure of any individual in a restricted area during a calen-
dar quarter shall be limited to the quantity which would result from
inhalation of the occu ational concentrations set forth in 10 CFR 20
A endix 8 .Table I o umn or ours er wee or wee s.

Compliance with 10 CFR 20.103(a)(1) shall be determined by using suitable
measurements of concentrations of radioactive materials in the air, and
in liquids that may be ingested. In addition, measurements of radio-
activity in the body and measurements of radioactivity excreted from'the
body shall be utilized for timely detection and assessment of individual
uptakes of radioactivity by exposed individuals as appropriate.

Exposure shall be limited as far below the 40 MPC-hrs per week as speci-
fied in Appendix 8, Table I, as is reasonably achievable using all prac-
ticable engineering and process controls.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.103 - PARAGRAPH a 2

No licensee shall possess, use or transfer mixtures of U-234, U-235, and

U-238 in soluble form in such a'anner as to permit any individual in a

restricted area to inhale a quantity of such material in excess of the
intake limits specified in Appendix 8, Table I, Column 1 of this part.
If such soluble uranium is of a form such that absorption through the
skin is likely, individual exposures to such material shall be controlled
so that the uptake of such material by any organ from either inhalation
or absorption or both routes of intake does not exceed that which would
result from inhaling such material at the limits specified in Appendix 8,
Table I, Column 1 and footnote 4 thereto.
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EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Mixtures of U-234, U-235, and U-238 in soluble form are not present at
WNP-2.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.103 - PARAGRAPH a 3

For purposes of determining compliance with the requirements of this
section the licensee shall use suitable measurements of concentrations of
radioactive materials in'air for detecting and evaluating airborne radio-
activity in restricted areas and in addition, as appropriate, shall use
measurements of radioactivity in the body, measurements of radioactivity
excreted from the body, or any combination of such measurements as may be
necessary for timely detection and assessment of individual intakes of
radioactivity by exposed individuals. It is assumed that an individual
inhales radioactive material at the airborne concentration in which he is
present unless he uses respiratory protective equipment pursuant to para-
graph (c) of this section. When assessment of a particular individual's
intake of radioactive material is necessary, intakes less than those
which would result from inhalation for 2 hours in any one day or for 10
hours in any one week at uniform concentrations specified in Appendix B,
Table I, Column 1 need not be included in such assessment, provided that
for any assessment in excess of these amounts the entire amount is
included.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Bioassay shall be used to aid in determining the extent of an indi-
vidual's exposure to concentrations of radioactive materials. Measure-
ments of radioactivity in the body (in vivo), and/or radioactivity
excreted from the body (in vitro), shall be performed as necessary for
timely evaluation of intakes of radioactivity by exposed individuals.

Health Physics personnel at WNP-2 will evaluate the respiratory protec-
tion requirements for an area based on air sampling data and/or contami-
nation surveys. Respiratory protection equipment will then be selected
to provide a protection factor greater than the multiple by which peak
concentrations of radioactive materials are expected to exceed the values
specified in Table I, Column 1 of Appendix B to 10 CFR 20.

Internal exposure records shall include an assessment of inhaled or
absorbed radioactivity when such activity, as determined by airborne
measurements, exceeds the requirements of 10 CFR 20.103 (a)(3). When the
individual exposure is less than the quantities specified in
10 CFR 20.103 (a)(3), no individual assessment is necessary.
Internal exposure records shall also include the internal exposure of
individuals to radioactivity as determined by bioassay.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.103 - PARAGRAPH b (1

The licensee shall, as a precautionary, procedure, use process or other
engineering controls, to the extent practicable, to limit concentrations
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of radioactive materials in air to levels below those which delimit an

airborne radioactivity area as defined in Section 20.203 - Para-
graph (d)(1)(ii).
EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The air cleaning systems which utilize special filtration equipment to
limit airborne radioactive contaminants are:

1. Standby Gas Treatment Systems (SGTS) - described in 6.5 of FSAR.

2. Control Room Emergency Filtration System - described in 9.4 and

6.4 of FSAR.

3. Reactor Building Sump Vent Exhaust Filter System - described in
9.4 of FSAR

4. Radwaste Building Exhaust Filtration System - described in 9.4
of FSAR.

In addi tion, smal 1, local absolute parti cul ated fi 1 ters are used to
locally filter the effluent from sample sink hoods and chemical hoods.
These small filter units are all described in 9.4 of FSAR.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.103 - PARAGRAPH b (2)

When it is impracticable to apply process or other engineering controls
to limit concentrations of radioactive material in air below those
defined in Section 20.203 - Paragraph (d)(I)(ii), other precautionary
procedures, such as increased surveillance, limitation of working times,
or provisions of respiratory protective equipment, shall be used to main-
tain intake of radioactive material by any individual within any period
of seven consecutive days as far below that intake of radioactive mate-
rial which would result from inhalation of such material for 40 hours at
the uniform concentrations specified in Appendix 8, Table I, Column 1 as
is reasonably achievable. Whenever the intake of radioactive material by
any individual exceeds this 40-hour control measure, the licensee shall
make such evaluations and take such actions as are necessary to assure
against recurrence. The licensee shall maintain records of such occur-
rences, evaluations, and actions taken in a clear and readily identifi-
able form suitable for summary review and evaluation.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Evaluation of Com liance to Section 20.103 - Para ra h b 2

Evaluation of airborne activity in restricted ar eas is discussed in the
evaluation of compliance to Section 20.103 - Paragraph (a)(1).
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Issuance and Selection of Res irator E ui ment

Health Physics personnel at WNP-2 will select appropri ate respiratory
equipment so that contaminant concentration inhaled by the wearer does

not exceed the appropriate regulatory limits specified in Appendix B,
Table I, Column 1.

Should an individual receive greater than 40 MPC hours in 7 consecutive
days, an evaluation will be made to identify the cause and actions will
be taken to prevent recurrence. Records will be maintained for each
occurrence.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.103 - PARAGRAPH c

When respiratory protective equipment is used to limit the inhalation of
air borne radioactive material pursuant to paragraph (b)(2) of this sec-
tion, the licensee may make allowance for such use in estimating expo-
sures of individuals to such materials provided that such equipment is
used as stipulated in Regulatory Guide 8.15, "Acceptable Programs for
Respiratory Protection.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Health Physics per sonnel at WNP-2 will select appropriate respiratory
equipment so that contaminant concentration inhaled by the wearer does
not exceed the appropriate regulatory limits.

The protecti on factors used at WNP-2 comply wi th the protecti on factors
permitted under Regulatory Guide 8.15.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.103 - PARAGRAPH e AND f
(e) The licensee shall notify, in writing, the Director of the appro-
priate Nuclear Regulatory Commission Inspection and Enforcement Regional
Office listed in Appendix D at least 30 days before the date that respi-
ratory protective equipment is first used under .the provisions of this
section.

(f) A licensee who was authorized to make allowance for use of respira-
tory protective equipment prior to December 29, 1976 shall bring his
respiratory protective program into conformance with the requirements of
paragraph (c) of this section within one year of that date, and is exempt
from the requirement of paragraph (e) of this section.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.103 - Paragraph (c) and therefore
is exempt from the requirements of Paragraph (e).

CONCLUSIONS

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.103.
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10 CFR 20.104 - EXPOSURE OF MINORS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.104

(a) No licensee shall possess, use or'transfer licensed material in such

a manner as to cause any'ndividual within a restricted area who is under
18 years of age, to receive in any period of one calendar quarter from
radioactive material and other sources of radiation in the licensee's
possession a dose in excess of 10 percent of the limits specified in the
table in paragraph (a) of Section 20.101.

(b) No licensee shall possess, use or transfer licensed material in such

a manner as to cause any individual. within a restricted area, who is
under 18 years of age to be exposed to airborne radioactive material
possessed by the licensee in an average concentration in excess of the
limits specified in Appendix 8, Table II of this part. For purposes of
this paragraph, concentrations may be averaged over periods not greater
than a week.

(c) The provisions of Section 20.103 - Paragraphs (b)(2) and (c) shall
apply to exposures subject to paragraph (b) of this section except that
the references in Section 20.103 - Paragraphs (b)(2) and (c) to Appen-
dix B, Table I, Column 1 shall be deemed to be references to Appendix B,
Table II, Column 1.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Exposure o'f individuals under the age of 18 years shall be limited to
0.5 rems per year external exposure and one-tenth of 10 CFR 20, Appen-
dix B, Table I, Columns 1 and 2.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.104.
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10 CFR 20.105 - PERMISSIBLE LEVELS OF

RADIATION IN UNRESTRICTED AREAS

STATEMENT OF SECTION. 20.105 - PARAGRAPHS a and b

(a) There may be included in any application for a license or for amend-

ment of a license proposed limits upon levels of radiation in unrestricted
areas resulting from the applicant's possession or use of radioactive
material and other sources of radiation. Such applications should include
information as to anticipated average radiation levels and anticipated
occupancy times for each unrestricted area involved. The Commission will
approve the proposed limits if the applicant demonstrates that the pro-
posed limits are not likely to cause any individual to receive a dose to
the whole body in any period of one calendar year in excess of 0.5 rem.

(b) Except as authorized by the Commission pursuant to paragraph (a) of
this section, no licensee shall possess, use or transfer licensed mate-
rial in such a manner as to create in any unrestricted area from radio-
active material and other sources of radiation in his possession:

(1) Radiation levels which, if any individual were continuously present
in the area, could result in his receiving a dose in excess of two milli-
rems in any one hour, or

(2) Radiation levels which, if an individual were continously present in
the area, could result in his receiving a dose in excess of 100 millirems
in any seven consecutive days.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The WNP-2 Health Physics Procedures are written to prevent the spread of
contamination outside of control areas. .The Procedures are also written
to prevent the creation of radiation levels in unprotected areas in
excess of the limits of 10 CFR 20.105

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.105.
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10 CFR 20.106 - RADIOACTIVITY IN EFFLUENTS

T UNRE TRI TED AREAS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.106 - PARAGRAPHS a AND d

(a) A licensee shall not possess,'se, or transfer licensed material so

as to release to an unrestricted area radioactive material in concen-
trations which exceed the limits specified in Appendix "8", Table II of
this part, except as authorized pursuant to Section 20.302 of paragraph
(b) of this section. For purposes of this section concentrations may be

averaged over a period not greater than one year.

(d) For the purposes of this section the concentration limits in Appen-
dix "8", Table II of this part shall apply at the boundary of the
restricted area. The concentration of radioactive material discharged
through a stack, pipe or similar conduit may be determined with respect
to the point where the material leaves the conduit. If the conduit dis-
charges within the restricted area, the concentration at the boundary may

be determined by applying appropriate factors for dilution, dispersion,
or decay between the point of discharge and boundary.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP-2 Radiolo ical Safet Technical S ecifications Sections 3.11 and 3.12

The WNP-2 Radiological Safety Technical Specifications provide the limits
and conditions for discharging radioactive liquids and gases from WNP-2

so that 10 CFR 20 limitations are not exceeded.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.106.
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10 CFR 20.202 - PERSONNEL MONITORING

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.202 - PARAGRAPH a

Each licensee shall supply appropriate personnel monitoring equipment to,
and shall require the use of such equipment by:

(1) Each individual who enters a restricted area under such circum-
stances that he receives, or is likely to receive, a dose in any calendar
quarter in excess of 25 percent of the applicable value specified in
paragraph (a) of Section 20.101.

(2) Each individual under 18 years of age who enters a restricted area
under such circumstances that he receives, or is likely to receive, a

dose in any calendar quarter in excess of 5 percent of the applicable
value specified in pargraph (a) of Section 20.101.

(3) Each individual who enters a high radi ation ar ea.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The requirements of 10 CFR 20.202 are met by WNP-2 Health Physics proce-
dures and the WNP-2 Health Physics Program, FSAR, Section 12.5.

CONCLUS ION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.202.
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10 CFR 20.203 - CAUTION SIGNS, LABELS, SIGNALS

AND CONTROLS

STATEMENT,OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH a) 1)

Except as otherwise authorized by the Commission, symbols prescribed by
this section shall use the conventional radiation caution colors (magenta
or purple on yellow background). The symbol prescribed by this section
is the conventional three-bladed design:

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

All signs designating a radiation zone shall have a yellow background
with magenta or purple lettering. At least one conventional magenta-
colored, three-bladed radiation symbol must appear on each sign.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH a 2

In addition to the contents of signs and labels prescribed in this sec-
tion, licensees may provide on or near such signs and labels any addi-
tional information which may be appropriate in aiding individuals to
minimize exposure to radiation or to radioactive material.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Additional information may be provided on or near such signs in order to
aid an individual to minimize his exposure to radiation or radioactive
materi al s.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH b

Radiation Areas. Each radiation area shall be conspicuously posted with
a sign or signs bearing the radiation caution symbol and the words:

CAUTION (OR DANGER)
RADIATION AREA

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Each radiation area shall be conspicuously posted with a sign or signs
bearing the radiation caution symbol and the words CAUTION RADIATION AREA.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH c 1

High Radiation Areas. Each high radiation area shall be conspicuously
posted with a sign or signs bearing the radiation caution symbol and the
words:

CAUTION (OR DANGER)
HIGH RADIATION AREA
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EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Each high radiation area shall be conspicuously posted with a sign or
signs bearing the radiation caution symbol and the words DANGER—HIGH

RADIATION AREA.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH c 2

Each entrance or access point to a high radiation area shall be:

(i) Equipped with a control device which shall cause the level of
radiation to be reduced below that at which an individual might receive a

dose of 100 mi llirems in 1 hour upon entry into the area; or

(ii) Equipped with a control device which shall energize a conspicuous
visible or audible alarm signal in such a manner that the individual
entering the high radiation area and the licensee or a supervisor of the
activity are made aware of the entry; or

(iii) Maintained locked except during periods when access to the area is
required, with positive control over each individual entry.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The proposed WNP-2 Technical Specifications, Paragraph 6.12, contains the
following requirement with regard to access to high radiation areas:

6.12 HIGH RADIATION AREA (OPTIONAL)

6.12.1 In lieu of the "control device" or "alarm signal"
required by paragraph 20.203(c)(2) of 10 CFR 20, each high
radiation area in which the intensity of radiation is greater
than 100 mrem/hr but less than 1000 mrem/hr shall be barri-
caded and conspicuously posted as a high radiation area and
entrance thereto shall be controlled by requiring issuance of
a Radiation Work Permit (RWP)*. Any individual or group of
individuals permitted to enter such areas shall be provided
with or accompanied by one or more of the following:

a. A radi ation monitoring device which continuously indi-
cates the radiation dose rate in the area.

*Health Physics personnel or personnel escorted by Health Physics per-
sonnel shall be exempt from the RWP issuance requirement during the per-
formance of their assigned radiation protection duties, provided they are
otherwise following plant radiation protection procedures for entry into
high radiation areas.





b. A radiation monitoring device which continuously inte-
grates the radiation dose rate in the area and alarms
when a preset integrated dose is received. Entry into
such areas with this monitoring device may be made after
the dose rate level in the area has been established and

personnel have been made knowledgeable of them.

c. A health physics qualified individual, i.e., qualified
in'adiationprotection procedures, with a radiation dose

rate monitoring device, who is responsible for providing
positive control over the activities within the area and
shall perform periodic radiation surveillance at the
frequency specified by the unit Health Physicist in the
Radiation Work Permit.

6.12.2 In addi tion to the requirements of 6.12.1, areas
accessible to personnel with radiation levels such that a

major portion of the body could receive in one hour a dose
greater than 1000 mrem shall be provided with locked doors to
prevent unauthorized entry, and the keys shall be maintained
under the administrative control of the Shift Foreman on duty
and/or the unit Health Physicist. Doors shall remain locked
except during periods of access by personnel under an approved
RWP which shall specify the dose rate levels in the immediate
work area and the maximum allowable stay time for individuals
in that area. For individual areas accessible to personnel
with radiation levels such that a major portion of the body o

could receive in one hour a dose in excess of 1000 mrem"* that
are located within large areas, such as the containment, where
no enclosure exists for purposes of locking, and no enclosure
can be reasonably constructed around the individual areas,
then that area shall be roped off, conspicuously posted and a

flashing light shall be activated as a warning device. In
lieu of the stay time specification of the RWP, direct or
remote, such as use of closed circuit TV cameras, continuous
surveillance may be made by personnel qualified in radiation
protection procedures to provide positive exposure control
over the activities within the area.

Acknowledgement is made that subsequent negotiations on the WNP-2 Tech-
nical Specifications could change this proposal.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH c) 3)

The controls required by paragraph (c)(2) of this paragraph shall be
established in such a way that no individual will be prevented from
leaving a high radiation area.

~Measurement made at 18" from source of radioactivity.
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EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Locks and keys are administratively controlled. The locks on high radia-
tion area doors provide one-way control; i.e., they permit free egress
from inside the room or enclosure.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH c 4)

In the case of a high radi ation area established for a period of 30 days
or less, direct surveillance to prevent unauthorized entry may be substi-
tuted for the controls required by subparagraph (2) of this paragraph.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Washington Public Power Supply System (Supply System) presently complies
with subpar agraph (2) and will comply with subparagraph (4) for temporary
high radi ation areas as the need arises. The Supply System does acknow-
ledge this requirement and will comply with it if the requirements of (2)
cannot be met.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH c 5

Any licensee, or applicant for a license, may apply to the Commission for
approval of methods not included in subparagraphs (2) and (4) of this
paragraph for controlling access to high radiation areas. The Commission
will approve the proposed alternatives if the licensee or applicant dem-

onstrates that the alternative methods of control will prevent unautho-
rized entry into a high radiation area, and that the requirement of
subparagraph (3) of this paragraph is met.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Washington Public Power Supply System (Supply System) presently complies
with subparagraph (2) and will comply with subparagraph (4) for temporary
high radiation areas as the need arises. Furthermore, the Supply System
will comply to options for controlling access to high radiation areas as

delineated in the plant technical specifications.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH c 6

Each area in which there may exist radiation levels in excess of 500 rems
in one hour at one meter from a sealed radioactive source that is used to
irradiate materials shall:

(1) Have each entrance or access point equipped with entry control
devices which shall function automatically to prevent any individual from
inadvertently entering the area when 'such radiation levels exist; permit
deliberate entry into the area only after a control device is actuated
that shall cause the radiation level within the area, from the sealed
source, to be reduced below that at which it would be possible for an

individual to receive a dose in excess of 100 mrem in one hour; and pre-
vent operation of the source, if the source would produce radiation levels



in the area that could result in a dose to an individual in excess of
100 mrem in one hour. 'he entry control devices requir ed by this
paragraph (c)(6) shall be established 1n such a way, that no individual
will be prevented from leaving the area.

. (ii) Be equipped with additional control devices such that upon failure
of the entry control devices to function as required by paragraph
(c)(6)(i) of this section the radiation level within the area, from the
sealed source, shall be reduced below that at which 1t would be possible
for an 1ndividual to receive a dose in excess of 100 mrem in one hour;
and visible and audible alarm signals. shall be generated to make an indi-
vidual attempting to enter the area aware of the hazard and the licensee
or at least one other individual, who is familiar with the activity and

prepared to render or summon assistance, aware of such failure of the
entry control devices.

(iii) Be equipped with control devices such that upon fai lure or removal
of physical radiation barriers other than the source's shielded storage
container'he radiation level from the source shall be reduced below that
at which it would be possible for an 1ndividual to receive a dose in
excess of 100 mrem in one hour; and v1sible and audible alarm signals
shall be generated to make potentially affected individuals aware of the
hazards and the licensee or at least one other individual, who is
familiar with the activity and prepared to render or summon assistance,
aware of the failure or =removal of the physical barrier. When the shield
for the stored source 1s a 11quid, means shall be provided to monitor the
integrity of the shield and to signal, automatically, loss of adequate
shielding. Physical rad1ation barriers that comprise permanent struc-
tural components, such as walls, that have no credible probability of
failure or removal in ordinary circumstances need not meet the require-
ments of this paragraph (c)(6)(iii).
(iv) Be equipped w1th devices that will automatically generate visible
and audible alarm signals to alert personnel in the area before the
source can be put into operation and in sufficient t1me for any indi-
vidual in the area to operate a clearly identified control device which
shall be 1nstalled in the area and wh1ch can prevent the source from
being put into operat1on.

(v) Be controlled by use of such administrative procedure and such

devices as are necessary to assure that the area i s cleared of personnel

prior to each use of the source preceeding which use it might have been

possible for an individual to have entered the area.

(vi) Be checked by a physical radiation measurement to assure that
prior to the first individual's entry into the area after any use of the
source, the radiation level from the source in the area is below that at
which it would be possible for an individual to receive a dose in excess

of 100 mrem in one hour.

(vii) Have entry control dev1ces required in paragraph (c)(6)(i) of this
section which have been tested for proper functioning prior to init1al
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operation with such source of radiation on any day that operations are
not uninterruptedly continued from the previous day or before resuming
operations after any unintended interruption, and for which records are
kept of the dates, times, and results of such tests of function. No

operations other than those necessary to place the source in safe condi-
tion or to effect repairs on controls shall be conducted with such source
unless control devices are functioning properly. The licensee shall
submit an acceptable schedule for more complete periodic tests of the
entry control and warning systems to be established and adhered to as a

condition of the license.

(viii) Have those entry and exit portals that are used in transporting
materials to and from the irradiation area, and that are not intended for
use by individuals, controlled by such devices and administrative proce-
dures as are necessary to physically protect and warn against inadvertent
entry by any individual through such portals. Exit portals for processed
materials shall be equipped to detect and signal the presence of loose
radiation sources that are carried toward such an exit and to automati-
cally prevent such loose sources from being carried out of the area.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP-2 does not possess or intend to use such a source. Therefore, the
requirements of this subparagraph are not applicable.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH c 7

Licensees with, or applicants for licenses for radiation sources that are
within the purview of paragraph (c)(6) of this section, and that must be
used in a variety of positions or in peculiar locations, such as open
fields or forests, that make it impracticable to comply with certain
requirements of paragraph (c)(6) of this section, such as those for the
automatic control of radiation levels, may apply to the Oirector, Office
of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards, U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Com-

mission, Washington, D. C. 20555, for approval prior to use of safety
measures that are alternative to those specified in paragraph (c)(6) of
this section, and that will provide at least an equivalent degree of
personnel protection in the use of such sources. At least one of the
alternative measures must include an entry-preventing interlock control
based on a physical measurement of radiation that assures the absence of
high radiation levels before an individual can gain access to an area
where such sources are used.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

This requirement is not applicable to WNP-2.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH (d)

Airborne Radioactivity Areas. (I) As used in the regulations in the
P art, "Airborne radi oacti vi ty area" means (i ) any room, encl osure, or
operating area in which airborne radioactive materials, composed wholly
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or partly of licensed material, exist in concentrations in excess of the
amounts specified in Appendix "B", Table I, Column 1 of this Part; or
(ii) any room, enclosure, or operating area in which airborn radioactive
material composed wholly or partly of licensed material exists in concen-
trations which, averaged over the number of hours in any week during
which individuals are in the area, exceed 25K of the amounts specified in
Appendix "B", Table I, Column 1 of this part.

(2) Each airborne radioactivity area shall be conspicuously posted with
a sign or signs bearing the radiation caution symbol and the words:

CAUTION
AIRBORNE RADIOACTIVITYAREA

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

An ar ea in which airborne radi oacti ve materials exist in concentrations
which exceeds 25K of the concentrations specified in 10 CFR 20, Appen-
dix B, Table I, shall be posted and include the words "CAUTION, AIRBORNE

RADIOACTIVITYAREA" .

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH e

Additional Requirements: (1) Each area or room in which licensed mate-
rial is used or stored and which contains any radioactive material (other
than natural uranium or thorium) in an amount exceeding 10 times the
quantity of such material specified in Appendix "C" of this Part shall be
conspicuously posted with a sign or signs bearing the radiation caution
symbol and the words:

CAUTION
RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL(S)

(2) Each area or room in which natural uranium or thorium is used or
stored in an amount exceeding one-hundred times the quantity specified in
Appendix "C" of this Part shall be conspicuously posted with a sign or
signs bearing the radiation caution symbol and the words:

CAUTION
RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL(S)

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Any area or room except those areas specifically exempted by 10CFR 20.204
in which licensed material is used or stored and which contains

any'adioactivematerial (other than natural uranium or thorium) in an amount
f h ig ifidi~

ppen ix, shal be posted and include the words "CAUTION RADIOACTIVE

MATERIAL.

(20)
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STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH f (1

Containers. (1) Except as provi ded in subparagraph (3) of thi s para-
graph, each container of licensed material shall bear a durable, clearly
visible label identifying the radioactive contents.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Radiation Protection General Procedures

Containers intended for offsite disposal must be numbered, weighed, sur-
veyed, and labelled when placed in the temporary storage area.

Inventor and Leak Test of Radiation Sources

Each container of nonexempt radioactive sources shall have a durable,
clearly visible label identifying the radioactive contents.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH f 2

A label required pursuant to subparagraph (1) of this paragraph shall
bear the radi ation caution symbol and the words "CAUTION, RADIOACTIVE
MATERIAL" or "DANGER, RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL". It shall also provide suf-
fici ent information to permi t indi vidual s handl ing or using the con-
tainers, or working in the vicinity thereof, to take precautions to'avoid
or minimize exposures.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Radioactive material labels shall have a yellow background with magenta
or purple lettering and at least one conventional magenta three-bladed
radiation symbol on each label.

Space is provided on the label for insertion of an explanatory message.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH f 3

Notwithstanding the provi si ons of subpar agraph (1) of thi s paragraph,
labeling is not required.

(i) For containers that do not contain licensed materials in quan-
tities greater than the applicable quantitites listed in Appendix C of
this part.

(ii) For containers containing only natural uranium or thorium in quan-
tities no greater than ten times the applicable quantitites listed in
Appendix C of this part.

(iii) For containers that do not contain licensed materials in concen-
trations greater than the applicable concentrations listed in Column 2,
Table I, Appendix B of this part.

(21)
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(iv) For containers when they are attended by an individual who takes
the precautions necessary to prevent the exposure of any individual to
radiation or radioactive materials in excess of the limits established by
the regulations in this part.

(v) For containers when they are in transport and packaged and labeled
in accordance with regulations of the Department of Transportation.

(vi) For containers which are accessible only to individuals authorized
to handle or use them, or to work in the vicinity thereof, provided that
the contents are identified to such individuals by a readily available
written record.

(vii) For manufacturing or process equipment, such as nuclear reactors,
reactor components, piping, and tanks.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP-2 recognizes these exceptions to the labelling requirements for
containers.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.203 - PARAGRAPH f 4

Each licensee shall, prior to disposal of an empty container to un-
restricted areas, remove or - deface the r adioactive material label or
otherwise clearly indicate that the container no longer contains radio-
active materials.

EVALUTAION OF COMPLIANCE

Signs will warn of an existing radiological hazard and will be promptly
removed when no longer required.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.203.

(22)
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10 CFR 20.205 - PROCEDURES FOR PICKING UP

RECEIVING AND OPENING PACKAGES

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.205 - PARAGRAPH a 1

Each licensee who expects to receive a package containing quantitites of
radioactive material in excess of the Type A quantitites specified in
paragraph (b) of this section shall:

(i) If the package is to be delivered to the licensee's facility by
the carrier, make arrangements to receive the package when it is offered
for delivery by the carrier; or

(ii) If the package is to be picked up by the licensee at the carrier's
terminal, make arrangements to receive notification from the carrier of
the arrival of the package, at the time of arrival.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Only authorized individuals shall recei ve, store or ship radi oacti ve
materials. These individuals shall 'e responsible for verification of
license limitations and notifying the Health Physics/Chemistry Manager as
far in advance as possible of such operations.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.205 - PARAGRAPH a 2

Each licensee who picks up a package of radioactive material from a car-
rier's terminal shall pick up the package expeditiously upon receipt of
notification from the carrier of its arrival.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

A radioactive material shipment to be picked up from a carrier's terminal
shall be made as expeditiously as possible upon notification by the
carrier.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.205 - PARAGRAPH (b)(1) (SUMMARY

Each licensee, upon receipt of a package of radioactive material, shall
monitor the external surfaces of the package for radioactive contami-
nation caused by leakage of the radioactive contents, except as noted in
this paragraph.

The monitoring shall be performed as soon as practicable after receipt,
but no later than three hours after the package is received at the licen-
see's facility if received during the licensee's normal working hours, or
eighteen hours if received after normal working hours.

(23)
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EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Upon arrival of the shipment, Health Physics/Chemistry personnel shall be

notified immediately so that surveys can be made of the vehicle trans-
porting the radioactive material and the package containing the material.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.205 - PARAGRAPH b (2)

If removable radioactive contamination in excess of 0.01 microcuries
(22,000 disintegration per minute) per 100 square centimeters of package
surface is found on the external surfaces of the package, the licensee
shall immediately notify the final delivering carrier and, by telephone
and telegraph, mailgram, or facsimile, the appropriate Nuclear Regulatory
Cmmission Inspection and Enforcement Regional Office shown in Appendix D.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The shipment shall be surveyed before unloading to assess contamination
levels. The survey shall include radiation and contamination surveys as

well as checks for irregularities in packaging and labeling. The surveys
shall be 'documented in the Radioactive Materials Receipt and Inventory
Log.

All 10 CFR 20 reporting requirements are complied with per WNP-2

procedures.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.205 - PARAGRAPH c 1

Each licensee, upon receipt of a package containing quantities of radio-
active material in excess of the Type A quantities specified in paragraph
(b) of this section, other than those transported by exclusive use

vehicle, shall monitor the r adi ation levels external to the package. The

package shall be monitored as soon as practicable after receipt, but no

later than three hours after the package is received at the licensee's
facility if received during the licensee's normal working hours, or
18 hours if received after normal working hours.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Upon arrival of the shipment, Health Physics personnel shall be notified
immediately so that surveys can be made of the vehicle transporting the
material and the package containing the material.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.205 - PARAGRAPH c 2)

If radiation levels are found on the external surface of the package in
excess of 200 millirem per hour, or at three feet from the external sur-
face of the package in excess of 10 millirem per hour, the licensee shall
immediately notify, by telephone and telegraph, mailgram, or facsimile,
the Director of the appropriate NRC Regional Office listed in Appendix D,
and the final delivering carrier.

(24)
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EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The shipment shall be surveyed before unloading to assess exposure rates.
Health Physics Supervisor shall be notified if the exposure rate exceeds
200 millirem per hour at contact with the package and/or 10 millirem per
hour 3 feet from the package.

All 10 CFR 20 reporting requirements are complied with per WNP-2

procedures.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.205 - PARAGRAPH d

Each licensee shall establish and maintain procedures for safely opening
packages in which licensed material is received, and shall assure that
such procedures are followed and that due consideration is given to spe-
cial instructions for the type of package being opened.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Washington Public Power Supply System (Supply System) presently complies
with paragraph (d) and maintains the referenced procedures in the Plant
Procedures Manual, Volume 11.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.205.

(25)





NNP-2

10 CFR 20.206 - INSTRUCTION OF PERSONNEL

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.206

Instructions required for individuals working in or frequenting any por-
tion of a restricted area are specified in Section 19.12 of this chapter
(whi ch i s provi ded bel ow) .

STATEMENT OF SECTION 19.12

Instructions to workers. All individuals working or frequenting any
portion of a restricted area shall be kept informed of the storage,
transfer, or use of radioactive materials or of radiation in such por-
tions of the restricted ar ea; shall be instructed in the health protec-
tion problems associated with exposure to such radioactive materials or
radiation, in precautions or procedures to minimize exposure, and in the
purposes and functions of protection devices employed; shall be in-
structed in, and instructed to observe, to the extent within the worker's
control, the applicable provisions of Commission regulations and licenses
for the protection of personnel from exposure to radiation or radioactive
materials occuring in such areas; shall be instructed of their responsi-
bility to report promptly to the licensee any condition which may lead to
or cause a violation of Commission regulations and licenses or unneces-
sary exposure to radiation or to radioactive material; shall be instruc-
ted in the appropriate response to warnings made in the event of any
unusual occurrence or malfunction that may involve exposure to radition
or radioactive material; and shall be advised as to the radiation expo~
sure reports which workers may request pursuant to Section 19.13. The
extent of these instructions shall be commensurate with potential radio-
logical health protection problems in the restricted area.

, EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Each individual is trained to minimize his exposure consistent with dis-
charging his duties. Each individual is responsible for observing rules
adopted for his safety and that of others.

Health Physics personnel evaluate radiological conditions of operations
and est abl i sh the procedures to be fol 1 owed by al 1 personnel. They
ensure that all applicable regulations are complied with and that the
required radiation protection records are adequately maintained.

All individuals receiving personnel dosimeters must have received radia-
tion training commensurate with the potential radiological health'protec-
tion problems associated with their work assignment.

All personnel entering a radioactive materials area are required to wear
the protective clothing specified by Health Physics personnel. The
clothing requirements are established based on evaluation of the radio-
logical conditions of the area.

(26)





WNP-2

If it is determined by fixed and/or portable radiation monitoring devices
that radiation from, or within, the station is such that permissible
exposures in restricted and unrestricted areas will be exceeded if occu-

pancy of these areas is continued, the evacuation alarm is sounded, the
unit is shut down, and all personnel not essential to the emergency shut-
down procedures immediately assemble at a safe location in accordance
with WNP-2 emergency procedures.

The evaluation of 10 CFR 20.409 discusses the notification of individuals
pursuant to 10 CFR 19.13.

Guidance for work performed in controlled areas is provided in the WNP-2

Health Physics Procedures.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.206.

(27)
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10 CFR 20.207 - STORAGE AND CONTROL OF

LI EN TE IALS IN UNRESTRICTED AREAS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.207

(a) Licensed materials stored in an unrestricted area shall be secured
from unauthorized removal from the place of storage.

(b) Licensed materials in an unrestricted area and not in storage
shall be tended under the constant surveillance and immediate control of
the licensee.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Licensed materials are not stored outside the restricted area at WNP-2

site.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.207.
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10 CFR 20.301 - WASTE DISPOSAL GENERAL REQUIREMENT

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.301

No licensee shall dispose of licensed material except:

(a) By transfer of an authorized recipient as provided in the regula-
tions in Part 30, 40, or 70 of this Chapter, whichever may be applicable;
or

(b) As authorized pursuant to Section 20.302; or

(c) As provided in Section 20.303 or 20.304, applicable respectively
to the disposal of licensed material by release into sanitary sewage
systems- or burial in soil, or in Section 20.106 (Radioactivity in efflu-
ents to unrestricted areas).

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Procedures 'ddressing the "Offsi te Shipment of Radioactive Materi al"
requir e WNP.-2 personnel to veri fy that the consignee i s licensed to
receive the type and amount of'adioactive material being shipped.

Paragraph (b) is not applicable for WNP-2.

Section 20.304 pertains to burial of radioactive waste and, therefore, is
not applicable for evaluation. The evaluation of compliance for Sec-
tions 20.106 and 20.303 was presented previously.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.301.

(2g)
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10 CFR 20.303 - DISPOSAL BY RELEASE

NT SANITARY SEWERAGE SYSTEMS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.303

No licensee shall discharge licensed material into a sanitary sewerage
system unless:

(a) It is readily soluble or dispersible in water; and

(b) The quantity of any licensed or other radioactive material
released into the system by the licensee in any one day does not exceed
the larger of subparagraphs (1) or (2) of this paragraph:

(1) The quantity which, if diluted by the average daily quan-
tity of sewage released into the sewer by the licensee,
will result in an average concentration equal to the
limits specified in Appendix "B", Table I, Column 2 of
this Part; or

(2) Ter) times the quantity of such material specified in
Appendix "C" of this Part;

(c) The quantity of any licensed or other radioactive material
released in any one month, if diluted by the average monthly quantity of
water released by the licensee, will not result in an average concen-
tration exceeding the limits specified in Appendix "8", Table I, Column 2

of this Part; and

(d) The gross quantity of licensed and other radioactive material,
excluding hydrogen-3 and carbon-14, released into the sewerage system by
the licensee does not exceed one curie per year. The quantities of
hydrogen-3 and carbon-14 released into the sanitary sewerage system may

not exceed 5 curies per year for carbon-3 and 1 curie per year for
carbon-14. Excreta from individuals undergoing medical diagnosis or
therapy with radioactive material shall be exempt from any limitation
contained in this section.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Licensed material discharged to the sanitary, sewage system, if done, is
done in compliance with this section.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.303.

(30)
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10 CFR 20.401 - RECORDS OF SURVEYS

RADIAT N ON R NG AND I SAL

STATEMENT OF 20.401 - PARAGRAPH a

Each licensee shall maintain records showing the radiation exposures of
all individuals for whom personnel monitoring is required under paragraph
20.202 of the regulations in this part. Such records shall be kept on

Form NRC-5 in accordance with the instructions contained in that form or
on clear and legible records containing all the information required by
Form NRC-5. The doses entered on the forms or records shall be for
periods of time not exceeding one calendar quarter.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Records of exposure are maintained for each individual for whom personnel
monitoring is required by 10 CFR 20.202. Such a record is kept on a form
containing all the information required by NRC Form 5.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.401 - PARAGRAPH b)

Each licensee shall maintain records in the same units used in this part
showing the results of surveys required by 20.201(b); monitoring required
by 20.205(b) and 20.205(c); and disposals made under 20.302, 20.303, and
20.304.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

See evaluations of the sections that are referenced in Section 20.401(b).

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.401 - PARAGRAPH c 1

Records of individual exposure to radiation and to radioactive material
which must be maintained pursuant to the provisions of paragraph (a) of
this section and records of bioassays, including results of whole body
counting examinations, made pursuant to 20.108, shall be preserved until
the Commission authorizes disposition.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Whole body counts are performed on a routine schedule. The results of
these counts shall be entered into the individual's permanent record and
shall be preserved until the commission authorizes disposition.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.401 - PARAGRAPH c 2

Records of the results of surveys and monitoring which must be maintained
pursuant to paragraph (b) of this section shall be preserved for two years
after completion of the survey except that the. following records shall be
maintained until the Commission authorizes their disposition: (i) records
of the results of surveys to determine compliance with 20.103(a); (ii) in
the absence of personnel monitoring data, records of the results of
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surveys to determine external radiation dose; and (iii) records of the
results of surveys used to evaluate the release of radioactive effluents
to the environment.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Routine survey and monitoring records are kept on file or microfi lmed

until the Commission authorizes their disposition. In the absence of
personnel monitoring data, records of the results of surveys to determine
external radiation dose become part of a worker's permanent file.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.401 - PARAGRAPH c 3

Records of disposal of licensed material made pursuant to Sections 20.302,
20.303, or 20.304 shall be maintained until the Commission authorizes
their disposition.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Sources are inventoried and handled according to WNP-2 procedure. Records
are either filmed or maintained on hard copy.

R

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.401 - PARAGRAPHS c 4 and c 5

(4) Records which must be maintained pursuant to this part may be the
original or a reproduced copy or microform if such reproduced copy or
microform is duly authenticated by authorized personnel and the microform
is capable of producing a clear and legible copy after storage for the
period specified by Commission regulations.

(5) If there is a conflict between the Commission's regulations in this
part, license conditions, or technical specification, or other written
Commission approval or authorization pertaining to the retention period
for the same type of record, the retention period specified in the regu-
lations in this part for such records shall apply unless the Commission,
pursuant to 20.501, has granted a specific exemption from the record
retention requirements specified in the regulations in this part.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Records are maintained in compliance with these regulations.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.401.

(32)
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10 CFR 20.402 - REPORTS OF THEFT OR LOSS

OF LICENSED MATERIAL

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.402

(a) Each licensee shall report by telephone to the Director of the
appropriate Nuclear Regulatory Commission Inspection and Enforcement
Regional Office listed in Appendix D, immediately after its occurrence
becomes known to the licensee, any loss or theft of licensed material in
such quantities and under such circumstances that it appears to the licen-
see that a substantial hazard may result to persons in unrestricted areas.

(b) Each licensee who is required to„ make a report pursuant to para-
graph (a) of this section shall, within thirty (30) days after he learns
of the loss or theft, make a report in writing to the appropriate NRC

Regional Office listed in Appendix D with copies to the Director of
Inspection and Enforcement, U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20555, setting forth the following information:

(1) A description of the licensed material involved, including kind,
quantity, chemical, and physical form;

(2) A description of the circumstances under which the loss or theft
occurred;

(3) A statement of disposition or probable disposition of the licensed
material involved;

(4) Radiation exposures to individuals, circumstances under which the
exposures occurred, and the extent of possible hazard to persons in
unrestricted areas:

(5) Actions which have been taken, or will be „ taken to recover the
material; and

(6) Procedures or measures which have been or will be adopted to pre-
vent a recurrence of the loss or theft of licensed material.

(c) Subsequent to filing the written report, the licensee shall also
report any substantive additional information on the loss or theft which
becomes avai lable to the licensee, within 30 days after he learns of such
information.

(d) Any report filed with the Commission pursuant to this section shall
be so prepared that names of'ndividuals who may have received exposure to
radiation are stated in a separate part of the report.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The disposal and inventory of radi ation sources for WNP-2 wi 1 1 be in
accordance with the requirements of Section 20.402.
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CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.402.
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10 CFR 20.403 - NOTIFICATION OF INCIDENTS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.403 - PARAGRAPH a

Immediate notification. Each licensee shall immediately notify by tele-
phone or telegraph, mailgram, or facsimile, the Director of the appro-
priate NRC Regional Office listed in Appendix D of any incident involving
byproduct, source, or special nuclear material possessed by him and which
may have caused or threatens to cause:

(1) Exposure of the whole body of any individual to 25 rems or more of
radiation; exposure of the skin of the whole body of any individual of
150 rems or more of radiation; or exposure of the feet, ankles, hands or
forearms of any individual to 375 rems or more of radiation; or

(2) The release of radioactive material in concentration which, if
averaged over a period of 24 hours, would exceed 5,000 times the limits
specified for such materials in Appendix B, Table II; or

(3) A loss of one working week or more of the operation of any faci li-
ties affected; or

(4) Damage to property in excess of $ 200,000.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

In case of the incidents delineated in Section 20.403 - Paragraphs (a)(l),
(a)(2), (a)(3), and (a) (4) the Supply System will provide immediate noti-
fication to the NRC.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.403 - PARAGRAPH b c and d

Twenty-four hour notification. Each licensee shall within 24 hours notify
by telephone and telegraph, mai lgram, or facsimile, the Director of the
appropriate NRC Regional Office listed in Appendix D of any incident
involving licensed material possessed by him and which may have caused or
threatens to cause:

(1) Exposure of
radiation; exposure
30 rems or more of
forearms to 75 rems

the whole body of any individual to 5 rems or more
of the skin of the whole body of any individual to

radiation; or exposure of the feet, ankles, hands, or
or more radiation; or

(2) 'he release of radioactive material in concentr ations which, if
averaged over a period of 24 hours, would exceed 500 times the limits
specified for such materials in Appendix B, Table II; or

(3l A loss of one day or more of the operation of any facilities
affected; or

(4) Damage to property in excess of $ 2,000.
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(c) Any report filed with the Commission pursuant to this section shall
be prepared so that names of individuals who have received exposure to
radiation will be stated in a separate part of the report.

(d) For nuclear power reactors licensed under Par agraph 50.21 or Para-
graph 50.22, the incidents included in paragraph (a) and paragraph (b) in
this section shall in addition be reported pursuant to Paragraph 50.72.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

In case of the incidents specified in Section 20.403 - Paragraphs (b)(l),
(b)(2), (b)(3), and (b)(4), WNP-2 will provide twenty-four hour notifi-
cation to the NRC.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.403.
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'0

CFR 20.405 - REPORTS OF OVEREXPOSURES AND

L LS AND C N ENTRATIONS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.405 - PARAGRAPH a

(a) In addition to any notification required by 20.403, each licensee
shall make a report in writing within 30 days to the appropriate NRC

Regional Office listed in Appendix D with a copy to the Director of
Inspection and Enforcement, U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washing-
ton, D. C. 20555, of:

(1) each exposure of an individual to radiation in excess of the appli-
cable limits in Sections 20.101 or 20.104(a) or the license; (2) each
exposure of an individual to radioactive material in excess of the appli-
cable limits in Sections 20.103(a) (1), 20.103(a) (2), 20.104(b), or the
license; (3) levels of radiation or concentrations of radioactive material
in a restricted area in excess of any other applicable limit in the
license; (4) any incident for which notification is required by Section
20.403; and (5) levels of radiation or concentration of radioactive mate-
rial (whether or not involving excessive exposure of any individual) in an
unrestricted area in excess of ten times any applicable limit set forth in
this part or in the license. Each report required under this paragraph
shall describe the extent of exposure of individuals to radition or to
radioactive material, including estimates of each individual's exposure as

required by paragraph (b) of this section; levels of radiation and concen-
trations of radioactive material involved; the cause of the exposure,
levels or concentrations; and corrective steps taken or planned to assure
against a recurrence.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

In the case of an overexposure or excessive levels and concentrations,
notification is made in compliance with the specifications. WNP-2 Health
Physics Program requir'es compliance with 10 CFR 20.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.405 - PARAGRAPH b AND c

(b) Any report filed with the Commission pursuant to this section shall
include for each individual exposed the name, social security number, and
date of birth; and an estimate of the individual's exposure. The report
shall be prepared so that this information is stated in a separate part of
the report.

(c) In addition to any notification required by Section 20.403, each
licensee shall make a report in writing within 30 days to the appropriate
NRC Regional Office listed in Appendix D, with a copy to the Director of
Inspection and Enforcement, U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission , Washing-
ton, D. C. 20555, of levels of radiation or releases of radioactive mate-
rial in excess of limits specified by 40 CFR Part 190, "Environmental
Radiation Protection Standards for Nuclear Power Operations", or in excess
of license conditions related to compliance with 40 CFR Part 190. Each
report required under this paragraph shall describe the extent of exposure
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of individuals to radiation or to radioactive materials; levels of radi-
ation or releases of radioactive material in excess of limits specified by
40 CFR Part 190, "Environmental Radiation Protection Standards for Nuclear
Power Operations," or in excess of license conditions related to compli-
ance with 40 CFR Part 190. Each report required under this paragraph
shall describe the extent of exposure of individuals to radiation or to
radioactive material; levels of radiation and concentrations of radio-
active material involved; the cause of the exposure, levels or concen-trationss;

and corrective steps taken or planned to assure against a

recurrence, including the schedule for achieving conformance with 40 CFR

Part 190 and associated l,icense conditions.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Notification will be made in compliance with these specifications.-

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20:405.
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10 CFR 20.407 - PERSONNEL MONITORING REPORTS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.407

Each person described in Section 20.408 of this part shall, within the
first quarter of each calendar year, submit to the Dir ector of Management
and Program Analysis, U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D. C. 20555, the reports specified in paragraphs (a) and (b) of this
section covering the preceding calendar years. All other persons specifi-
cally licensed by the Commission shall, within the first quarter of calen-
dar years 1979 and 1980, submit to the Director of Management and Program
Analysis, U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D. C. 20555,
the reports specified in paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section covering
the preceding calendar years 1978 and 1979.

(a) A report of either (1) the total number of individuals for whom

personnel monitoring was required under 20.202(a) or 34.33(a) of this
chapter during the calendar year; or (2) the total number of individuals
for whom personnel monitoring was provided during the calendar year:
Provided, however, that such -total includes at least the number of indi-
viduals required to be reported under paragraph (a)(l) of this section.
The report shall indicate whether it is submitted in accordance with para-
graph (a)(1) or (a)(2) of this section. If personnel monitoring was not
required to be provided to any individual by the licensee under 20.202(a)
or 34.33(a) of this chapter during the calendar year. The licensee shall
submit a negative report indicating that such personnel monitoring was not
required.

(b) A statistical summary report of the personnel monitoring infor-
mation recorded by the licensee for individuals for whom personnel moni-
toring was either required or provided as described in paragraph (a) of
this section, indicating the number of individuals whose total whole body
exposure recorded during the previous calendar year was in each of the
following estimated exposure ranges:
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Estimated Whole Body
Exposure Range

(REMS)*
Number of Individuals

in Each Range

No measurable exposure. . . . . . . . . .

Measurable exposure less than 0.1 . . . .

Ool to Oo25 o ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

0 ~ 25 'to 0 ~ 5 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

0 ~ 5 to 0o75 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

0 ~ 75 to 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

1 to 2 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

2 to 3.

3 to 4 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

4 to 5 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

5 to 6 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

6 to 7.

7 to 8.

8 to 9o ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

9 to 10 o ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

10 to 11.

11 to 12.

12 +o ~ ~ ~ o ~ ~ ~

*Individual values exactly equal to the values separating exposure ranges
shall be reported in the higher range.

The low exposure range data are required in order to obtain better infor-
mation about the exposure actually recorded. This section does not
require improved measurements.
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EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The Supply System provides the reports required for radiation exposure
statistics at WNP-2. These statistics are in the prescribed format.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.407.
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10 CFR 20.408 - REPORTS OF PERSONNEL MONITORING

N TERMINATION OF EMPLOYMENT

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.408

(a) This section applies to each person licensed by the Commission to:

(1) Operate a nuclear reactor designed to produce electrical or heat
energy pursuant to 50.21(b) or 50.22 of this chapter or a testing facility
as defined in 50.2(r) of this chapter.

(2) Posses's or use byproduct material for purposes of radiography pur-
suant to Parts 30 and 34 of this chapter;

(3) Possess or use at any one time, for purposes of fuel processing,
fabrication, or reprocessing, special nuclear material in a quantity
exceeding 5,000 grams of contained uranium-235, uranium-233, or plutonium
or any combination thereof pursuant to Part 70 of this chapter; or

(4) Possess high-level radioactive waste at a geologic respository
operations area pursuant to Part 60 of this chapter.

(5) Possess or use at any one time, for processing or manufacturing for
distribution pursuant to Part 30, 32, or 33 of this chapter, byproduct
material in quantities exceeding any one of the following quantities.

Radionuclide+

Cesium-137..........

guantity in
Curies

Cobalt-60 . .

Go 1 d-198. 100

Iodi ne-131..........
Iridium-192 ..
Krypton-85.

Promethium-147 ..
Technetium-99m. . . . . . . .

10

1,000

10

1,000

*The Commission may require, as a license condition, or by rule, regula-
tion or order pursuant to Section 20.502, reports from licensees who are
licensed to use radionuclides not on this list, in quantities sufficient
to cause comparable radiation levels.

(b) When an individual terminates employment with a licensee described
in paragraph (a) of this section, or an individual assigned to work in
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such a licensee's facility but not employed by the licensee, completes the
work assignment in the licensee s facility, the licensee shall furnish to
the Director of Management and Program Analysis, U. S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, C. C. 20555, a report of the individual's expo-
sures to radiation and radioactive material, incurred during the period of
employment or work assignment in the licensee's facility, containing
information recorded by the licensee pursuant to Sections 20.401(a) and

20.108. Such report shall be furnished within 30 days after the exposure
of the individual has been determined by the licensee or 90 days after the
date of termination of employment or work assignment, whichever is eat lier.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

A report is generated in accordance with Section 20.408.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.408.
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10 CFR 20.409 - NOTIFICATION AND REPORTS TO

N IVID ALS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 20.409

(a) Requirements for notifications and reports to individuals of expo-
sure to radiation or radioactive material are specified in Section 19.13
of this chapter.

(b) When a licensee is required pursuant to Sections 20.405 'or 20.408
to report to the Commission any exposure of an individual to radiation or
radioactive material, the licensee shall also notify the individual. Such
notice shall be transmitted at a time not later than the transmittal to
the Commission, and shall comply with the provisions of Section 19.13(a)
of this chapter.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

A copy of the letter generated in accordance with Section 20.408 is sent
to the subject worker at the time of submittal to the NRC.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 is in compliance with 10 CFR 20.409.

(44)





WNP-2

10 CFR 50.34 - CONTENTS OF APPLICATION:
HNI AL IN MA I N

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.34 - PARAGRAPH b

Final safety analysis report. Each application for a license to operate a

facility shall include a final safety analysis report. The final safety
analysi s report shall include -informati on that describes the facility,
presents the design basis, and the limits on its operation, and presents a

safety analysis of the -'structures, systems, and components and of the
faci.lity as a whole. . . .

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The WNP-2 Final Safety Analysis Report (FSAR) was initially submitted on
March 24, 1977, and was docketed (No. -50-397) on June 22, 1978, pursuant
to Section 50.34 of 10 CFR 50. This document and its numerous amendments
have been undergoing review by the NRC and its staff.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.34 - PARAGRAPH c

Physical'ecurity plan. Each application for a license to operate a pro-
duction or utilization facility shall include a physical security plan.
The plan shall consist of two parts. Part I shall address vital equip-
ment, vital areas, and isolation zones, and shall demonstrate how the
applicant plans to comply with the requirements of Part 73 of this chap-
ter, if applicable, at the. proposed facility. Part II shall list tests,
inspections, and other means to be used to demonstrate compliance with
such requirements, if applicable.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The physical security plan for WNP-2 was submitted. to the Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission (NRC) on December 21, 1978. This plan has been accepted
and approved by NRC (see NRC 'internal memo from, McCorkle to Schwencer
dated November 6, 1981.)

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.34 - PARAGRAPH d

Safeguards contingency plan. Each application for a license to operate a
production or utilization- facility that shall be subject to Sections
73.50, 73.55, or 73.60 of this chapter shall include a licensee safeguards
contingency plan in accordance with the criteria set forth in Appendix C

to 10 CFR Part 73. The safeguards contingency plan shall include plans
for dealing with„ threats, thefts, and industrial sabotage, as defined in
Part 73 of this chapter, relating to the special nuclear material — and
nuclear facilities licensed under this chapter and in the applicant's
possession and control. Each application for such a license shall include
the first four categories of information contained in the applicant's
safeguards contingency plan. (The first four categories of information,
as set forth in Appendix C to 10 CFR Part 73, are Background, Generic -

'

(45)





WNP-2

Planning Base, Licensee Planning Base,'nd Responsibility Matrix. The

fifth category of information, Procedures, does not have to be submitted
for approval).

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The safeguards contingency plan for WNP-2 was submitted to the NRC on

March 23, 1979. This plan has been accepted and approved by NRC (see NRC

internal memo from McCorkle and Schwencer dated November 6, 1981).

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 has addressed and complied with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.34.
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10 CFR 50.34a - DESIGN OBJECTIVES FOR

E UIPMENT TO CONTROL RELEASES OF RADIOACTIVE
TE AL L N S - N A P E REA T RS

STATEMENT SECTION 50.34a - PARAGRAPH - a

An application for a permit to construct a nuclear power reactor shall
include a description of the preliminary design of equipment to be
installed to maintain control over radioactive materials in gaseous and

liquid effluents produced during normal reactor operations, including
expected operational occurrences. In the case of an application filed on

or after January 2, 1971, the application shall also identify the design
objectives, and the means to be employed, for keeping levels of radio-
active material in effluents to unrestricted areas as low as is reasonably
achievable. The term "as low as is reasonably achievable" as used in this
part means as low as is reasonably achievable taking into account the
state of technology, and the economics of improvements in relation to
benefits to the public health and safety and other societal and socio-
economic considerations and in relation to the utilization of atomic
energy in the public interest. The guides set out in Appendix I provide
numerical guidance on design objectives for light water-cooled nuclear
power reactors to meet the requirement that radioactive material in efflu-
ents releases to unrestricted areas be kept as low as is reasonably
achievable. These numerical guides for design objectives and limiting
conditions for operation are not to be construed as radiation protection
standards.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The WNP-2 construction permit application was filed on August 19, 1971.
WNP-2 compliance to Appendix I is documented in the FSAR Chapter 11 and
ER Section 5.2.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.34 - PARAGRAPH b)

Each application for a permit to construct a nuclear power reactor shall
include:

1. A description of the preliminary design of equipment to be
installed pursuant to Paragraph (a) of this section:

2. An estimate of:

(i) The quantity of each of the principal radionuclides
expected to be released annually to unrestricted areas in
liquid effluents produced during normal reactor operations;
and

(ii) The quantity of each of the principal radionuclides of the
gases halides, and particulates expected to be released
annua/ly to unrestricted areas in gaseous effluents pro-
duced during normal operations.
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3. A general description of the provisions for packaging, storage,
and shipment offsite of solid waste containing radioactive mate-
rials resulting from treatment of gaseous and liquid effluents
and from other sources.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

A description of the design of the subject equipment installed at WNP-2 is
included in the FSAR, Sections 11.2, 11.3, and 11.4.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.34a - PARAGRAPH c

Each application for a license to operate a nuclear power reactor shall
include (1) a description of the equipment and procedures for the control
of gaseous and liquid effluents and for the maintenance and use of equip-
ment installed in radioactive waste systems, pursuant to paragraph (a) of
this section; and (2) a revised estimate of the information required in
par agraph (b)(2) of this section if the expected releases and exposures
differ signi'ficantly from the estimates submitted in the application for a

construction permit.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The information required in the paragraph concerning the description of
equipment is contained in the FSAR as discussed in the Evaluation of Com-

pliance for Paragraphs (a) and (b).

The estimated annual releases of principal radionuclides in gaseous and

liquid effluents are presented in the FSAR, Tables 11.2-9 and 11.3-9 .

The procedures for control of gaseous and liquid effluents are contained
in the proposed WNP-2 Radiological Effluent Technical Specifications. NRC

review of these items is not yet complete.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 has addressed and complied with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.34a as

documented in Chapter 11 of the FSAR, proposed Radiological Effluent Tech-
nical Specifications on effluents.
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10 CFR 50.36 - TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

STATEMENT.OF SECTION 50.36 - PARAGRAPHS (a AND b

(a) Each applicant for a license authorizing operation of a production
or utilization facility shall include in his application proposed tech-
nical specifications in accordance with the requirements of this section.
A summary statement of the bases or reasons for such specifications, other

'hanthose covering administrative controls, shall also be included in the
application, but shall not become part of the technical specifications.

(b) Each license authorizing operation of a production or utilization
facility of a type described in Section 50.21 or Section 50.22 will
include technical specifications. The technical specifications will be
derived from the analyses and evaluation included in the safety analysis
report, and amendments thereto, submitted pursuant to Section 50.34. The
Coranission may include such additional technical specifications as the
Commission finds appropriate.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The WNP-2 applications for operating licenses incorporate the technical
specifications requirements of 10 CFR 50.36 - Paragraphs (a) and (b)
above. Drafts of these technical specifications were submitted to NRC for
review in February 1982.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.36 - PARAGRAPH c

Technical Specifications will include items in the following categories:

(1) Safety limits,'imiting safety system settings, and limiting
control settings;

(2) Limiting conditions for operation;

(3) Surveillance requirements;

(4) Design Features; and

(5) Administrative controls.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

All of the above listed categories are contained in the current draft
technical specifications. The technical specifications will be a "living"
document. Amendments, therefore, will be necessary to maintain the docu-
ment current with NRC requirements, as well as with plant modifications
for improved operations.

CONCLUSION

The proposed technical specifications for WNP-2 meet the requirements of
10 CFR 50.36.
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10 CFR 50.36a - TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS ON EFFLUENTS

FROM NUCLEAR POWER REACTORS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.36a - PARAGRAPHS a AND (b

(a) In order to keep releases of radioactive materials to unrestricted
areas during normal reactor operations, including expected operational
occurrences, as low as is reasonably achievable, each licensee authorizing
operation of a nuclear power reactor will include technical specifications
that, in addition to requiring compliance with applicable provisions of
Section 20.106 of this chapter, require:

1. The operating procedures developed pursuant to Section 50.34a(c)
for the control of eff1 uents be establ i shed and fol lowed and
that equipment installed in the radioactive waste system pursu-
ant to Section 50.34a(a) be maintained and used.

2. The submission of a report to the appropriate NRC Regional
Office shown in Appendix D of Part 20 of this chapter within
sixty (60) days after January 1 and July 1 of each year speci-
fying the quantity of each of the principal r adionuclides
released to unrestricted areas in liquid and in gaseous efflu-
ents during the previous six (6) months of operation, and such
other information as may be required by the Commission to esti-
mate maximum potential annual radiation doses to the public
resulting from effluent releases. Copies of such report shall
be sent to the Director of Inspection and Enforcement, U. S.
Nuclear Regul atory Commi ssion, Washington, D. C. 20555. If
quantities of radioactive materials released during the report-
ing period are significantly above design objectives, the report
shall cover this specifically. On the basis of such report and

any additional information the Commission may obtain from the
licensee or others, the Commission may from time to time require
the licensee to take such action as the Commission deems

appropriate.

(b) In establishing and implementing the operating procedures described
in paragraph (a) of this section, the licensee shall be guided by the
following considerations: Experience with the design, construction and

operation of nuclear power reactors indicates that compliance with the
technical specifications described in this section will keep average
annual releases of radioactive material in effluents at small percentages
of the l,imits specified in Section 20.106 of this chapter and in the
operating license. At the same time, the licensee is permitted the flexi-
bility of operation, compatible with considerations of health and safety,
to assure that the public is provided a dependable source of power even
under unusual operating conditions which may temporarily result in releases
higher than such small percentages, but still within the limits specified
in Section 20.106 of this chapter and the operating license. It is
expected that in using this operational flexibility under unusual operat-
ing conditions, the licensee will exert his best efforts to keep levels of
radioactive material in effluents as low as is reasonably achievable. The

(50)





WNP-2

guides set out in Appendix I provide numerical guidance on limiting condi-
tions for operation for light water-cooled nuclear power reactors to meet
the requirement that radioactive materials in effluents released to unre-
stricted areas be kept as low as is reasonably achievable.

EVAI UATION OF COMPLIANCE

The operating procedures pursuant to paragraph 50.34a(c) are contained in
the proposed WNP-2 Radiological Effluent Technical Specifications.

The WNP-2 requirements for reporting semiannual releases are included in
the WNP-2 Radiological Effluent Technical Specifications and are in con-
formance with the above requirements.

CONCLUSION

The proposed WNP-2 Radiological Effluent Technical Specifications is in
compl iance wi th the requir ements of Section 50.36a - paragraphs (a)
and (b).
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10 CFR 50.44 - STANDARDS FOR COMBUSTIBLE

GAS CONTR L S TE IN LI T-WATER CO LED P ER REACTORS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.44 - PARAGRAPH (a)

Each boiling or pressurized light-water nuclear power reactor fueled with
oxide pellets within cylindrical zircaloy cladding, shall, as provided in
paragraphs (b) through (d). of this section, include means for control of
hydrogen gas that may be generated, following a postulated loss-of-coolant
accident (LOCA), by (1) metal-water reaction involving the fuel cladding
and the reactor coolant, (2) radiolytic decomposition of the reactor cool-
ant, and (3) corrosion of metals.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The following modes of hydrogen gas control are available at WNP-2:

a. Hydrogen mixing system and hydrogen recombiners,

b. Containment inerting system and

c. Containment purge system, if necessary.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.44 - PARAGRAPH b

Each boiling or pressurized light-water nuclear power reactor fueled with
oxide pellets within cylindrical zircaloy cladding shall be provided with
the capability for (1) measuring the hydrogen concentration in the con-
tainment, (2) insuring a mixed atmosphere in the containment, and (3)
controlling combustible gas concentrations in the containment following a

po'stulated LOCA.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

A hydrogen concentration monitoring system measures the amount of hydrogen
in the drywell and suppression chamber atmosphere. A hydrogen mixing
system is provided to ensure a well mixed atmosphere in the drywell and

suppression chamber. The following methods are available to control com-
bustible gas concentration in" containment following a postualted LOCA.

These are: use of hydrogen 'ecombiner, use of the containment purge
system and the inerting of the primary containment.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.44 - PARAGRAPH (c)

For each boiling or pressurized light-water nuclear power reactor fueled
with oxide pellets within cylindrical zircaloy cladding, it shall be shown

that during the " time period following a postulated LOCA but prior to
effective operation of the combustible gas control system, either: (1) An

uncontrolled hydrogen-oxygen recombination would not take place in the
containment; or (2) the plant could withstand the consequences of uncon-
trolled hydrogen-oxygen recombination without loss of safety function. If
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neither of these conditions can be shown, the containment shall be pro-
vided with an inerted atmosphere or an oxygen deficient condition in order
to provide protection against hydrogen burning and explosions during this
time per iod.

EVAI UATION OF COMPLIANCE

The analysis of hydrogen gener ation presented in the FSAR Section 6.2.5.3
determined that the uncontrolled hydrogen concentration in the drywell
reaches the lower flammability limit of 4g by volume approximately
10 hours after the occurrence of a LOCA if the hydrogen recombiner is not
in operation. The Supply System has committed to inert the WNP-2

containment.

The hydrogen recombiner is permanently installed and can be brought on-
line to control hydrogen concentration in the containment below the lower
f1 ammabi 1 ity 1 imit.
STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.44 - PARAGRAPH d

(1) For facilities that are in compliance with Section 50.46(b), the
amount of hydrogen contributed by core metal-water reaction (percentage of
fuel cladding that reacts with water), as a result of degradation, but not
total failure, of emergency core cooling functioning shall be assumed
either to be five times the total amount of hydrogen calculated in demon-
strating compliance with Section 50.46 (b)(3), or to be the amount that
would result from reaction of all the metal in the outside surfaces of the
cladding cylinders surrounding the fuel (excluding the cladding surround-
ing the plenum volume) to a depth of 0.0023 inch (0.0058mm), whichever
amount is greater. A time period of 2 minutes shall be used as the
interval after the postulated LOCA over which the metal-water reaction
occurs. (2) For facilities as .to which no evaluation of compliance in
accordance with Section 50.46(b) has been submitted and evaluated, the
amounts of hydrogen so contributed shall be assumed to be that amount
resulting from the reactor of 5 percent of the mass metal in the cladding
cylinders surrounding the fuel, excluding the cladding surrounding the
plenum volume.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The analysis performed to determine hydrogen generation at WNP-2 was done
in accordance with the most restrictive requirements of Section 50.44-
paragraph (d). This analysis assumed that the extent of metal-water reac-
tion (percentage of fuel cladding that reacts with water) was the amount
that would result from reaction of all the metal in the outside surfaces
of the cladding cylinders surrounding the fuel to a depth of .0023 inch.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.44 - PARAGRAPH (e)

For facilities whose notice of hearing on the application for a construc-
tion permit was published on or after November 5, 1970, put ging and/or
repressurization shall not be the primary means for controlling combus-
tible gases following a LOCA. However, the capability for controlled
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purging shall be provided. For these facilities, the primary means for
controlling combustible gases following a LOCA shall consist of a combus-
tible gas control system, such as recombiners, that does not result in a

significant release from containment.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP-2 is equipped with hydrogen 'ecombiners and a containment inerting
system as primary means for controlling combustible gases following a

LOCA. In addition, a containment purge system for controlled purging of
the containment is available as a backup control system.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.44 - PARAGRAPH

For facilities with respect to which the notice of hearing on the applica-
tion for a construction permit was published between Oecember 22, 1968,

, and November 5, 1970. . . .

EVALUATION OF COMPI IANCE

Notice of hearing on the application for a construction permit for WNP-2

was published after November 5, 1970.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.44 - PARAGRAPH

For facilities with respect to which the notice of hearing on the applica-
tion for a construction permit was published on or before Oecember 22,
1968, if the combined radiation dose at the low population zone outer
boundary from purging (and repressurization if a repressurization system
is provided) and the postulated LOCA calculated in accordance with Section
100.11(a)(2) of this chapter is less than 25 rem to the whole body and

less than 300 rem to the thyroid, only a purging system is necessary,
provided that the purging system and any filtration system associated with
it are designed to conform with the general requirements of Criteria 41,
42, and 43 of Appendix A to this part. If a purge system is used as part
of the repressurization system, it shall be designed to conform with the
general requirements of Criteria 41, 42, and 43 of Appendix A to this
part. The containment shall not be repressurized beyond 50 percent of the
containment design pressure.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Notice of hearing on the application for a construction permit for WNP-2

was published after Oecember 22, 1968.

CONCLUSION

The combustibl e gas control systems at WNP-2 meet the r equirements of
10 CFR 50.44, however, subparagraph 50.44(g) does not apply because of the
later application date.
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CORE

10 CFR 50.46 - ACCEPTANCE CRITERIA FOR EMERGENCY

0 LI HT-WATER NUCLEAR POWER REACTORS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.46

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Compliance with 10 CFR 50.46 is documented in the FSAR, Section 6.3.3.
This analysis shows that WNP-2 meets 10 CFR 50.46 criteria and the ECCS

equipment will perform its function in an acceptable manner.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 meets 10 CFR 50.46 criteria.
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10 CFR 50.47 - EMERGENCY PLANS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.47

(a) (I) No operating license for a nuclear power reactor will be
issued unless a finding is made by NRC that the state of onsite and
offsite emergency preparedness provides reasonable assurance that
adequate protective measures can and will be taken in the event of a

radiological emergency.

(2) The NRC will base its finding on a review of the Federal Emer-

gency Management Agency (FEMA) findings and . determinations as to
whether State and local emergency plans are adequate and capable of
being implemented, and on the NRC assessment as to whether the appli-
cant's onsite emergency plans are adequate and capable of being
implemented. In any NRC licensing proceeding, a FEMA finding will
constitute a rebuttable presumption on a question of adequacy.

(b) The onsite and offsite emergency response plans for nuclear power
reactors must meet the following standards. These standards are
addressed by specific criteria in NUREG-0654; FEMA-REP-1 entitled
"Criteria for Preparation and Evaluation of Radiological Emergency
Response Plans and Preparedness in Support of Nuclear Power Plants--
For Interim Use and Comment" January 1980.

(I) Primary responsibilities for emergency response by the nuclear
facility licensee and by State and local organizations within the
Emergency Planning Zones have been assigned, the emergency responsi-
bilities of the various supporting organizations have been specifi-
cally established, and each principal response organization has staff
to respond and to augment its initial response on a continuous basis.

(2) On-shi ft faci 1 i ty 1 icensee responsibi 1 ities for emergency
response are unambiguously defined, adequate staffing to provide
initial facility accident response in key functional areas is main-
tained at all times, timely augmentation of response capabilities is
available and the interfaces among various onsite response activities
and offsite support and response activities are specified.

(3) Arrangements for requesting and effectively using assistance
resources have been made, arrangements to accommodate State and local
staff at the licensee's near-site Emergency Operations Facility have
been made, and other organizations capable of augmenting the planned
response have been identified.

(4) A standard emergency classification and action level scheme,
the bases of which include facility system and effluent parameters,
is in use by the nuclear facility licensee, and State and local
.response plans call for reliance on information provided by facility
licensees for determinations of minimum initial offsite r esponse
measur es.





(5) Procedures have been established for notification, by the
licensee, of State and local response organizations and for notifica-
tion of emergency personnel by all organizations; the content of
initial and followup messages to response organizations and the
public has been established; and means to provide early notification
and clear instruction to the populace within the plume exposure path-
way Emergency Planning Zone have been established.

(6) Provi s ions exi st for prompt communi cati ons among princi pal
response organizations to emergency personnel and to the public.

(7) Information is made available to the public on a periodic
basis on how they will be notified and what their initial actions
should be in an emergency (e.g., listening to a local broadcast sta-
tion and remaining indoors), the principal points of contract 'with
the news media for dissemination of information during an emergency
(including the physical location or locations) are established in
advance, and procedures for coor dinated dissemination of information .

to the public are established.

(8) Adequate emergency facilities and equipment to support the
emergency response are provided and maintained.

(9) Adequate methods, systems, and equipment for assessing and

monitoring actual or potential offsite consequences of a radiological
emergency condition are in use.

(10) A range of protective actions have been developed for the .

plume exposure pathway EPZ for emergency workers and the public.
Guidelines for the choice of protective actions during an emergency,
consistent with Federal guidance, are developed and in place, and
protective actions for the ingestion exposure pathway EPZ appropriate
to the locale have been developed.

(ll) Means for controlling radiological exposures, in an emergency,
are established for emergency workers. The means for controlling
radiological exposures shall include exposure guidelines consistent
with EPA Emergency Worker and Lifesaving Activity Protective Action
Guides.

(12) Arrangements are made for medical services for contaminated
injured individual s.

(13) General plans for recovery and reentry are developed.

(14) Periodic exercises are (will be) conducted to evaluate major
portions of emergency response capabilitues, periodic drills are

(wi 11 be) conducted to develop and maintain key skills, and deficien-
cies identified as a result of exercises or drills are (will be)
corrected.
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(15) Radiological emergency response training is provided to those
who may be called on to assist in an emergency.

(16) Responsibilities for plan development and review and for dis-
tribution of emergency plans are established, and planners are prop-
er ly trained.

(c) (1) Failure to meet the standards set forth in paragraph (b) of
this subsection may result in the Commission declining to issue an

Operating License; however, the applicant will have an opportunity to
demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Commission that deficiencies
in the plans are not significant for the plant in question, that
adequate interim compensating actions have been or will be taken
promptly, or that there are other compelling reasons to permit plant
operation.

(2) Generally, the plume exposure pathway EPZ for nuclear power
plants shall consist of an area about 10 miles (16 km) in radius and

the ingestion pathway EPZ shall consist of an area about 50 miles
(80 km) in radius. The exact size and configuration of the EPZ's
surrounding a particular nuclear power reactor shall be determined in
relation to local emergency response needs and capabilities as they
are affected by such conditions as demography, topography, land char-
acteristics, access routes, and jurisdictional boundaries. The size
of the EPZ's also may be determined on a case-by-case basis for gas-
cooled nuclear reactors and for reactors with an authorized power
level less than 250 MW thermal. The plans for the ingestion pathway
shall focus on such actions as are appropriate to protec't the food
ingestion pathway.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Refer to evaluation of compliance for Appendix E to 10 CFR 50.
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10 CFR 50.48 - FIRE PROTECTION

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.48

(a) Each operating nuclear power plant shall have a fire protection
plan that satisfies Criterion 3 of Appendix A to this part. This fire
protection plan shall describe the overall fire protection program for the
facility, identify the various positions within the licensee's organiza-
tion that are responsible for the program, state the authorities that are
delegated to each of these positions to implement those responsibilities,
and outline the plans for fire protection, fire detection and suppression
capability, and limitation of fire damage. The plan shall also describe
specific features necessary to implement the program described above, such
as adninistrative controls and personnel requirements for fire prevention
and manual fire suppression activities, automatic and manually operated
fire detection and suppression systems, and the means to limit fire damage
to structures, systems, or components important to safety so that the
capability to safely shut down the plant is ensured.

(b) Appendix R to this part establishes fire protection features
required to satisfy Criterion 3 of Appendix A to this part with respect to
certain generic issues for nuclear power plants licensed to operate prior
to January 1, 1979. Except. for the requirements of Sections III.G, III.J,
and III.O, the provisions of Appendix R to this part shall not be appli-
cable to nuclear power plants licensed to operate prior to January 1,
1979, to the extent that fire protection features proposed or implemented
by the licensee have been accepted by the NRC staff as satisfying the
provisions of Appendix A to Branch Technical Position BTP APCSB 9.5-1
reflected in staff fire protection safety evaluation reports issued prior
to the effective date of this rule, or to the extent that fire protection
features were accepted by the staff in comprehensive fire protection
safety evaluation reports issued before Appendix A to Branch Technical
Position BTP APCSB 9.5-1 was published in August 1976. With respect to
all other fire protection features covered by Appendix R, all nuclear
power plants licensed to operate prior to January 1, 1979 shall satisfy
the applicable requirements of Appendix R to this part, including specifi-
cally the requirements of Sections III.G, III.J, and III.O.

(c) All fire protection modifications require to satisfy the provisions
of Appendix R to this part or directly affected by such requirements shall
be completed on the following schedule:

(1) Those fire protection features that involve revisions of
administrative controls, manpower changes, and training, shall be

implemented within 30 days after the effective date of this section
and Appendix R to this part.

(2) Those fire protection features that involve installation of
modifications that do not require prior NRC approval or plant shut-
down shall be implemented within 9 months after the effective date of
this section and Appendix R to this part.
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(3) Those fi re protecti on features, except for those requiring
prior NRC approval by paragraph (c)(5) of this section, that involve
installation of modifications that do require pl ant shutdown, the
need for which is justified in the plans and schedules required by
the provisions of paragraph (c)(5) of this section, shall be imple-
mented before startup after the earliest of the following events
commencing 180 days or more after the effective date of this section
and Appendix R to this part:

(i) the first refueling outage; I

(ii) another planned outage that lasts for at least 60 days, or

(iii) an unplanned outage that lasts for at least 120 days.

(4) Those fire protection features that require prior NRC approval
by paragraph (c)(5) of this section,,shall be implemented within the
following schedule: Dedicated shutdown systems —30. months after NRC

approval; modifications requiring plant shutdown —before startup
after the earliest of the events given in paragraph (c)(3) commencing
180 days after NRC approval; modifications not requiring plant shut-
down—6 months after NRC approval.

(5) Licensees shall make any modifications necessary to comply
with th'ese requirements in accordance with .the above schedule without
prior review and approval by NRC except for modifications required by
Section III.G.3 of Appendix R to this part. Licensees shall submit
plans and schedules for meeting the provisions of paragraphs (c)(2),
(c)(3), and (c)(4) within 30 days after the effective date of this
section and Appendix R to this part. Licensees shall submit design
descriptions of modifications needed to satisfy Section III.G.3 of
Appendix R to this part within 30 days after the effective date of
this section and Appendix R to this part.

(6) In the event that a request for exemption from a requirement
to comply with one or more of the provisions of Appendix R filed
within 30 days of the effective date of this rule is based on an

assertion by the licensee that such required modifications would not
enhance fire protection safety in the facility or that such modifi-

~ cations may be detrimental to,overall facility safety, the schedule
requirements of paragraph (c) shall be tolled until final Commission
action on the exemption request upon a determination by the Director
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation that the licensee has provided a sound
technical basis for such assertion that warrants further staff review
of the request.

(d) Fire protection features accepted by the NRC staff in Fire Protec-
tion Safety Evaluation Reports referred to in paragraph (b) of thi s

section and supplements to such reports, other than features covered by
paragraph (c), shall be completed as soon as practicable but no later than
the completion date currently specified in license conditions or technical
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specifications for such facility, or the date determined by paragraphs
(d) (1) through (d) (4) of this section, whichever is sooner, unless the
Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation determines, upon a showing by the
licensee, that there is good cause for extending such date and that the
public health and safety is not adversely affected by such extension.
Extensions of such date shall not exceed the dates determined by para-
graphs (c)(1) through (c)(4) of this section.

(1) Those fire protection features that involve revisions of
administrative controls, manpower changes and tr aining shall be
implemented within 4 months after the date of the NRC staff Fire
Protection Evaluation Report accepting or requiring such features.

(2) Those fire protection features involving installation of modi-
fications not requiring prior approval or plant shutdown shall be
implemented within 12 months after the date of the NRC staff Fire
Protection Safety Evaluation Report accepting or requiring such
features.

(3) Those fire protection features, including alternative shutdown
capability, involving installation of modifications requiring plant
shutdown shall be implemented before the startup after the earliest
of the following events commencing 9 months or more after the date of
the NRC staff Fire Protection Safety Evaluation Report accepting or
requiring such features:

(i) The first refueling outage;

(ii) Another planned outage that lasts for at least 60 days, or

(iii) An unplanned outage that lasts for at least 120 days

(4) Those fire protection features invol ving dedicated shutdown
capability requiring new buildings and systems shall be implemented
within 30 months of NRC approval. Other modifications requiring NRC

approval prior to installation shall be implemented within 6 months
after NRC approval.

(e) Nuclear power plants licensed to operate after January 1, 1979,
shall complete all fire protection modifications needed to satisfy Crite-
rion 3 of Appendix A to this part in accordance with the provisions of
their licenses.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Refer to evaluation of compliance for Appendix R to 10 CFR 50.
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10 CFR 50.54 - CONDITIONS OF LICENSES

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.54 - PARAGRAPHS a THROUGH h

Whether stated therein or not, the following shall be deemed conditions in
every license issued:

(a) (Deleted, effective March 9, 1967 (32 F. R. 2562.)

(b) No right to the special nuclear material shall be conferred by the
license except as may be defined by the license.

(c) Neither the license, nor any right thereunder, nor any right to
utilize or produce special nuclear material shall be transferred,
assigned, or disposed of in any manner, either voluntarily or involun-
tarily, directly or indirectly, through transfer of control of the license
to any person, unless the Commission shall, after securing full informa-
tion, find that the transfer is in accorance with the provisions of the
Act and give its consent in writing.

(d) The license shall be subject to suspension and to the rights of
recapture of the material or control of the facility reserved to the Com-

mission under Section 108 of the Act in a state of war or national emer-
gency declared by Congress.

(e) The license shall be subject to revocation, suspension, modifica-
tion, or amendment for cause as provided in the Act and regulations, in
accordance with the procedures provided by the Act and regulations.

(f) The licensee will at any time before expiration of the license,
upon request of the Commission submit written statements, signed under
oath or affirmation, to enable the Commission to determine whether or not
the license shall be modified, suspended or revoked.

(g) The issuance or existence of the license shall not be deemed to
waive, or relieve the license from compliance with, the antiturst laws, as

specified in subsection 105a of the Act. In the event that the licensee
should be found by a court of competent jurisdiction to have violated'ny
provision of such antitrust laws in the conduct of the licensed activity,
the Commission may suspend or revoke the license or take such other action
with respect to it as shall be deemed necessary.

(h) The license shall be subject to the provisions of the Act now or
hereafter in effect and to all rules, regulations, and orders of the Com-

mission. The terms and conditions of the license shall be subject to
amendment, revision, or modification, by reason of amendments of the Act
or by reason of rules, regulations and orders issued in accordance with
the terms of the Act.
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EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Washington Public Power Supply System acknowledges the above listed condi-
tions and complies with them.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.54 - PARAGRAPH i

Except as provided in Section 55.9 of this chapter, the licensee shall not
permit the manipulation of the controls or any facility by anyone who is
not a licensed operator or senior operator as provided in Part 55 of this
chapter.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

A minimum of one trained licensed Nuclear Station Operator will be

assigned responsibility for the operation of WNP-2 Operating reactor each
shift.,No persons other than licensed operators will be permitted to
manipulate the controls of WNP-2 operating reactor.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.54 - PARAGRAPH i-1

Within three (3) months after issuance of an operating license, the licen-
see shall have in effect an operator requalification program which shall,
as a minimum, meet the r equirements of Appendix A of Part 55 of this
Chapter. Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 50.59 the licensee
shall not, except as specifically authorized by the Commission, make a

change in an approved operator qualification program by which the scope,
time allotted for the program or frequency in conducting different parts
of the program is decreased. Holders of operating licenses in effect on
September 17, 1973, shall implement an operator requalification program
which, as a minimum, meets the requirements of Appendix A of Part 55 of
this chapter which was submitted for approval by the Atomic Energy
Commission.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Foll owing initial licensing of shi ft personnel, a retraining pr ogram
implementing the requirements of 10 CFR 55, Appendix A shall be initiated
to maintain the knowledge level and operating proficiency of licensed
personnel. The retraining program cycle will be based on a two year
period with training distributed fairly evenly over that period.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.54 - PARAGRAPHS j AND k)

(j) Appar atus and mechanisms other than controls, the operation of
which may affect the reactivity or power level of a reactor, shall be

manipulated only with the knowledge and consent of an operator or senior
operator licensed pursuant to Part 55 of this chapter present at the
controls.

(k) An oper ator or senior operator licensed pursuant to Part 55 of this
chapter shall be present at the controls at all times during the operation
of the facility.
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EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The minimum shift crew composition is presented in FSAR Table 13.1-2 and

complies with the requirement of this paragraph.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.54 -. PARAGRAPH 1

The licensee shall designate individuals to be responsible for directing
the licensed activities of licensed operators. These individuals shall be

licensed as senior operators pursuant to Part 55 of this chapter.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The Shift Manager and Control Room Supervisor, who must be licensed Senior
Operators, shall be responsible for directing the licensed activities of
subordinate licensed operators.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.54 - PARAGRAPH m

A senior operator licensed pursuant to Part 55 of this chapter shall be

present at the facility or readily available on call at all times during
its operation, and shall be present at the facility during initial startup
and approach to power, recovery from an unplanned or unscheduled shutdown
or significant reduction in power, and refueling, or as otherwise pre-
scribed in the facility license.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

A senior reactor operator is assigned to each shift and is present or
available in accordance with the requirements of this section.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.54 - PARAGRAPH n

The licensee shall not, except as authorized pursuant to a construction
permit, make any alteration in the facility constituting a change from the
technical specifications previously incorporated in a license or construc-
,tion permit pursuant to Section 50.36.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Washington Public Power Supply System acknowledges and complies with this
requirement. All proposed changes pursuant to 10 CFR 50.59 are reviewed
to veri fy that such acti ons do not consti tute an unrevi ewed saf ety
question.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.54 - PARAGRAPH o

Primary reactor containment for water cooled power reactors shall be sub-
ject to the requirements set forth in Appendix J.
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EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP-2 complies with requirements of 10 CFR 50 Appendix J as discussed in
section 6.2.6 of the FSAR.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.54 - PARAGRAPH

The licensee shall prepare and maintain safeguards contingency plan Proce-
dures in accordance with Appendix C of 10 CFR Part 73 for effecting the
actions and decisions contained in the Responsibility Matrix of the safe-
guards contingency plan. The licensee may make no change which would
decrease the effectiveness of a security plan prepared pursuant to Section
50.34(c) or Part 73 of this chapter, .or of the first four categories of
information (Background, Generic Planning Base, Licensee Planning Base,
Responsibility Matrix) contained in a licensee safeguards contingency plan
prepared pursuant to Section 50.34(d) or Part 73, as applicable, without
prior approval of the Commission. A licensee desiring to make such a

change shall submit an application for an amendment to his license pursu-
ant to Section 50.90. The licensee may make changes to the security plan
or to the safeguards contingency plan without prior Commission approval if
the changes do not decrease the safeguards effectiveness of the plan. The
licensee shall maintain records of changes to the plans made without prior
Commission approval for a period of two years from the date of the change,
and shall furnish to the Director of Nuclear Material Safety and Safe-
guards {for enrichment and reprocessing facilities) or to the Director of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation (for nuclear reactors), U. S. Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission, Washington, D. C. 20555, with a copy to the appropriate
NRC Regional Office specified in Appendix A of Part 73 of this chapter, a

~eport containing a description of each change within two months
after the change is made. Prior to the safeguards contingency plan being
put into effect, the licensee shall have:

(1) All safeguards capabilities specified in the safeguards contingency
plan available and functional.

(2) Detailed Procedures developed according to Appendix C to Part 73

available at the licensee's site, and

(3) All appropriate personnel trained to respond to safeguards inci-
dents as outlined in the plan and specified in the detailed Procedures.

The licensee shall provide for the development, revision, implementation,
and maintenance of his safeguards contingency plan. To this end, the
licensee shall provide for a review at least every 12 months of the safe-
guards contingency plan by individuals independent of both security
program management and personnel who have direct responsibility for imple-
mentation of the security program. The review shall include a review and
audit of safeguards contingency procedures and practices, an audit of the
security system testing and maintenance program, and a test of the safe-
guards system along with commitments establish for response by local law
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enforcement authorities. The results of'he review and audit, along with
recommendations for improvements, shall be documented, reported to the
licensee's corporate and pl.ant management, and kept available at the plant
for inspection for a period of two years.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Washington Public Power Supply System acknowledges and complies with this
requirement. Changes to the security plan are maintained in the Supply
System file.
STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.54 - PARAGRAPH

(q) A licensee authorized to possess and/or operate a nuclear power
reactor shall follow and maintain in effect emergency plans which meet the
standards in section 50.47(b) and the requirements in Appendix E of this
Part. A licensee authorized to possess and/or operate a research reactor
or a fuel facility shall follow and maintain in effect emergency plans
which meet the requirements in Appendix E of this Part. The nuclear power
reactor licensee may make changes to these plans without Commission
approval only if such changes do not decrease the effectiveness of the
plans and the plans, as changed, continue to meet the standards of Section
50.47(b) and the requirements of Appendix E of this Part. The research
reactor licensee and/or the fuel facility licensee may make changes to
these plans without Commission approval only if such changes do not
decrease the effectiveness of the plans and the plans, as changed, con-
tinue to meet the requirements of Appendix E of this Part. Proposed
changes that decrease the effectiveness of the approved emergency plans
shall not be implemented without application to and approval by the Com-

mission. The licensee shall furnish 3 copies of each proposed change for
approval; and/or if a change is made without prior approval, 3 copies
shall be submitted within 30 days after the change is made or proposed to
the Director of the appropriate NRC regional office specified in Appen-
dix D, 10 CFR Part 20, with 10 copies to the Director of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation, or, if appropriate, the Director of Nuclear Material Safety
and Safeguards, U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20555.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Refer to evaluation of compliance for Appendix E to 10 CFR 50.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.54 - PARAGRAPH (r)

(r) Each licensee who is authorized to possess and/or operate a

research or test reactor facility with an authorized power level greater
than or, equal to 500 kW thermal, under a license of the type specified in
section 50.21(c), shall submit emergency plans complying with 10 CFR

Part 50, Appendix E, to the Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation for
approval within one year from the effective date of this rule. Each
licensee who is authorized to possess and/or operate a research reactor
facility with an authorized power level less than 500 kW thermal, under a
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license of the type specified in section 50.21(c), shall submit emergency

plans complying with 10 CFR Par t 50, Appendix E, to the Director of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation for approval within two years from the effec-
tive date of this amendment.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Thi s paragraph is not applicable to WNP-2.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.54 - PARAGRAPH s

(s) (1) Each licensee who is authorized to possess and/or operate a

nuclear power reactor shall submit to NRC within 60 days of the
effective date of this amendment the radiological emergency response
plans of State and local governmental entities in the United States
that ar e wholly or partially within a plume exposure pathway EPZ, as

well as the plans of State governments wholly or partially within an
ingestion pathway EPZ.1~ 2 Ten (10) copies of the above plans
shall'e forwarded to the Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation with
3 copies to the Director of the appropriate NRC regional office.
Generally, the plume exposure pathway EPZ for nuclear power reactors
shall consist of an area about 10 miles (16 km) in radius and the
ingestion pathway EPZ shall consist of an area about 50 miles (80 km)
in radius. The exact size and configuration of the EPZs for a par-
ticular nuclear power reactor shall be determined in relation to
local emergency response needs and capabilities as they are affected
by such conditions as demography, topography, land characteristics,
access routes, and jurisdictional boundaries. The size of the EPZs
also may be determined on a case-by-case basis for gas-cooled nuclear
reactors and for reactors with an authorized power level less than
250 MW thermal. The plans for the ingestion pathway EPZ shall focus
on such actions as are appropri ate to protect the food ingestion
pathway.

(2) For operating power reactors, the licensee, State, and local
emergency response plans shall be implemented by Apri 1 1, 1981,
except as provided in Section IV, D.3 of Appendix E of this Part.
If, after April 1, 1981, the NRC finds that the state of emergency
preparedness does not provide reasonable assurance that adequate
protective measures can and will be taken in the event of a radiolo-
gical emergency and if the deficiencies are not corrected within four
months of that finding, the Commission will determine whether the
reactor shall be shut down until such deficiencies are remedied or
whether other enforcement action is appropriate. In determining
whether a shutdown or other enforcement action is appropriate, the
Commission shall take into account, among other factors, whether the
licensee can demonstrate to the Commission's satisfaction that the
deficiencies in the plan are not significant for the plant in ques-
tion, or that adequate interim compensating actions have been or will
be taken promptly, or that there are other compelling reasons for
continued operation.
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(3) The NRC will base its finding on a review of the FEMA findings
and determinations as to whether State and local emergency plans are
adequate and capable of being implemented, and on the NRC assessment
as to whether the licensee's emergency plans are adequate and capable
of being implemented. Nothing in the paragraph shall be construed as
limiting the authority of the Commission to take action under any
other regulation or authority of the Commission or at any time other
than that specified in this paragraph.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Refer to evaluation of compliance for Appendix E to 10 CFR 50.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.54 - PARAGRAPH t
(t) A nuclear power reactor licensee shall provide for the development,
revision, implementation, and maintenance of its emergency preparedness
program. To this end, the licensee shall provide for a review of its
emergency preparedness program at least every 12 months by persons who
have no direct responsibility for implementation of the emergency pre-
paredness program. The review shall include an evaluation for adequacy of
interfaces with State and local governments and of licensee drills, exer-
cises, capabilities, and procedures. The results of the review, along
with recommendations for improvements, ,shall be documented, reported to
the licensee's corporate and plant management, and retained for a period
of five years. The part of the review involving the evaluation for ade-
quacy ef interface with State and local governments shall be available to
the appropriate State and local governments.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Washington Public Power Supply System acknowledges and will comply with
this requir ement.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.54 -PARAGRAPH u

(u) Within 60 days after the effective date of this amendment, each
nuclear power reactor licensee shall submit to the NRC plans for coping
with emergencies that meet standards in section 50.47(b) and the require-
ments of Appendix E of the Part.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Refer to evaluation of compliance for Appendix E to 10 CFR 50.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 complies with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.54.
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SECTION 50.55a - CODES 5 STANDARDS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.55a - PARAGRAPH a 1

Structures, systems, and components shall be designed, fabricated,
erected, constructed, tested, and inspected to quality standards commen-

surate with the importance of the safety function to be performed.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Structures, systems and components are classified in FSAR Table 3.2-1
using the following guality Class Designations:

a. guality Class I - Any nuclear system, structure, subassembly,
component or design characteristics that prevent or mitigate
the consequences of postulated accidents that could cause undue
risk to the health and safety of the public. All engineered
saf eguards fal 1 within thi s category. All gual ity Cl ass I
i tems meet the applicable provi s ions of 10 CFR Part 50
Appendix B.

b. guality Class II - Any system, structure, subassembly, compo-
nent or design characteristic which could cause a safety hazard
to plant personnel, an extended reduction in unit output, an
unscheduled unit trip, or equipment damage. Appropriate
quality assurance requirements for these items are assigned in
the purchase specifications.

c. guality Class G - Any non-nuclear system, structure, sub-
assembly, component or design characteristic to which quality
assurance requirements are assigned in accordance with the
consequences of failure, operating costs or procurement costs.

WNP-2 structures, systems and components are designed to the codes and
standards listed in the applicable FSAR Tables.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.55a - PARAGRAPH (a 2

As a minimum, the systems and components of boiling and pressurized
water-cooled nuclear power reactors specified in paragraphs (c), (d),
(e), (f), (g), and (i) of this section shall meet the requirements
described in those paragraphs, except that the American Society of
Mechanical Engineers (hereinafter referred to as ASME) Code N-symbol need
not be applied, and the protection systems of nuclear power reactors of
all types shall meet the requirements described in paragraph (h) of this
section, except as authorized by the Commission or the Atomic Energy
Commission upon demonstration by the applicant for or holder of a con-
struction permit that:

(i) Design, fabrication, installation, testing of the specified
system or component, is to the maximum extent practical, in accor-
dance with generally recognized codes and standards, and compliance
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with the requirements described in paragraphs (c) through (i) of
this section or portions thereof would result in hardships or un-
usual difficulties without a compensating increase in the level of
quality and safety; or

(ii) Proposed alternatives to the described requirements or por-
tions thereof wi 11 provide an acceptable level of quality and

safety. For example, the use of inspection or survey systems other
than those required by the specified ASME Codes and Addenda may be

authorized under this subparagraph provided that an acceptable level
of quality and safety in design, fabrication, installation, and

testing is achieved.

EVAlUATION OF COMPLIANCE

An evaluation of compliance is provided for each of the CFR 50.55a para-
graphs (c), (d), (e), (f), (h), and (i) referenced in paragraph (a) (2)
above.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.55a - PARAGRAPH b

(1) As used in'his section, references to Section III of the ASME

Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code refer to Section III, Division 1, and
include editions through the 1977 Edition and addenda through the Summer

1979 Addenda.

(2) As used in this section, references to Section XI of the ASME

Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code refer to Section XI, Division 1 and

include editions through the 1977 Edition and addenda through the Summer

1979 Addenda, subject to the following limitations and modifications:

(i) Applicability of specific editions and addenda. When apply-
ing the 1974 Edition, only the addenda through the Summer 1975
Addenda may be used. When applying the 1977 Edition, all of the
addenda through the Summer 1978 Addenda must be used.

(ii) Pressure-retaining welds in ASME Code Class 1 piping (applies
to Table IWB-2500 and IWB-2500-1 and Category B-J). If the
facility's application for a construction permit was docketed prior
to July 1, 1978, the extent of examination for Code Class 1 pipe
welds may be determined by the requirements of Table IWB-2500 and

Table IWB-2600, Category B-J of Section XI of the ASME Code in the
1974 Edition and addenda through the Summer 1975 Addenda or other
requirements the Commission may adopt.

(iii) Steam generator tubing (modifies Article IWB-2000). If the
technical specifications of a nuclear power plant include survei l-
lance requirements for steam generators different than those in
Article IWB-2000, the inservice inspection program for steam gen-
erator tubing shall be governed by the requirements in the technical
specifications.
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(iv) Pressure-retaining welds in ASME Code Class 2 piping (applies
to Tables IWC-2520 or IWC-2520-1, Category C-F).

(A) Appropri ate Code Cl ass 2 pi pe wel ds in Res idual Heat
Removal Systems, Emergency Core Cooling Systems, and Contain-
ment Heat Removal Systems, shall be examined. The extent of
examination for these systems shall be determined by the
requirements of paragraph IWC-1220, Table IWC-2520 Category C-F

and C-G, and paragraph IWC-2411 in the 1974 Edition and Addenda
through the Summer 1975 Addenda of Section XI of the ASME Code.

(B) For a nuclear power plant whose application'or a con-
struction permit is docketed prior to July 1, 1978, the extent
of examination for Code Class 2 pipe welds may be determined by
the requirements of paragraph, IWC-1220, Table IWC-2520 Cate-
gory C-F and C-G and paragraph IWC-2411 in the 1974 Edition and

Addenda through the Summer 1975 Addenda of Section XI of the
ASME Code or other requirements the Commission may adopt.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP-2 was designed and constructed to the ASME Code editions and addenda
described in the evaluation of compliance for 10 CFR 50.55a--Paragraphs
(c), (d), (e), (f), and (g) below. The WNP-2 construction permit was

issued on March 19, 1973. Therefore, the applicable ASME Section XI Code

is the 1971 edition and addenda through the Winter 1971. The Supply
System has voluntarily upgraded the preservice inspection program to the
1974 edition and addenda through Summer 1975. The currently submitted
ISI programs for pressure retaining piping and components meet the
requirements of Section XI of the ASME Code, 1974 edition, Summer 1975.
Proposed Technical Specifications addresses Inservice Inspection also.
ISI for pump and valves meet 1977 edition and addenda through Summer 1978.

WNP-2 will perform inservice inspections and tests to'he requirements in
the submitted program where approved by NRC and will conform to the
requirements in the Technical Specifications when issued in agreement
thereto.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.55a - PARAGRAPH c

Pressure vessels: (1) For construction permits issued before January 1,
1971, for reactors not licensed for operating pressure vessels which are
part of the reactor coolant pressure boundary shall meet the requirements
for Class A vessels set forth in Section III of the ASME Boiler and Pres-
sure Vessel Code, applicable Code Cases, and Addenda in effect on the
date of order of the vessel. The pressure vessels may meet the require-
ments set forth in editions of this Code, applicable Code Cases, and

Addenda which have been effective- after the date of vessel order.

(2) For construction permits issued on or after January 1, 1971, but
before July 1, 1974, pressure vessels which are part of the reactor cool-
ant pressure boundary shall meet the requirements for Class A or Class 1
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vessels set forth in Section III of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel
Code and Addenda in effect on the date of order of the pressure vessel:
Provided, however, that if the pressure'essel is ordered more than 18

months prior to the date of issuance of the construction permit, compli-
ance with the requirements for Class A or Class 1 vessels set forth in
editions of Section III of the ASME Boiler and Pr essure Vessel Code and
Addenda in effect 18 months prior to the date of issuance of the

con-'tructionpermit is required. The pressure vessels may meet the require-
ments set forth in editions of this Code and Addenda which have become
effective after the date of,vessel order or after 18 months prior to the
date of issuance of the construction permit.

(3) For construction permits issued on or after July 1, 1974, pressure
vessels which are part of, the reactor coolant pressure boundary shall
meet the requirements for Class 1 components set forth in Section III of
the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code: Provided, that the ASME Code

provisions applied to the pressure vessels shall be no earlier than those
of the Summer 1972 Addenda of the 1971 edition.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP-2 construction permit was issued on March 19, 1973. Therefore,
10 CFR 50.55a, Paragraph (c)(2) applies.

Application for WNP-2 was filed with the Commission in August 1971. At
that time a construction permit was expected before the end of 1972, but
requests for additional seismic data in August 1972 caused the issuance
of the construction permit to go beyond the end of the year to March 19,
1973. As is common practice in the utility industry, the Washington
Public Power Supply System proceeded with the engineering, design, and
material and components procurement in anticipation of the award of a

construction permit to meet construction schedules. Had the construction
permit been issued as initially expected, the requirements of
10 CFR 50.55a would have been met to the letter of the law.

In this case the code version applied was one addenda earlier (six
months) than the code version required by the rules of 10 CFR 50.55a,
paragraph (c)(2). The changes embodied in the later addenda are listed
in Tables. 5.2-13 and 5.2-14 of FSAR.

These changes have been reviewed with the conclusion that the addenda

required by the rules of 10 CFR 50.55a, paragraph (c)(2) affected
docu-'entationformat, but imposed no new technical requirements or changes in

quality control procedures from the code version applied in the procure-
ment of the components. The level of safety and quality provided by
conformance to the earlier code edition and addenda applied in procure-
ment is equivalent to that which would be required by strict application
of the rules of 10 CFR 50.55a. The effort and expense of recertification
of these components, which have all been shipped to the construction
site, 'would not provide a compensating increase in the level of safety
and quality.

(72)



WNP-2

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.55a - PARAGRAPH d

Piping: (1) For construction permits issued before January 1, 1971,
for reactors not licensed for operation, piping which is part of the
reactor coolant pressure boundary shall meet the requirements set forth
in:

(i) The American Standard Code for Pressure Piping (ASA B31.1),
Addenda, and applicable Code Cases or the Class I Section of the USA

Standard Code for Pressure Piping (USAS B31.7) in effect on the date
of order of the piping and

(ii) The nondestructive examination and acceptance standards of
ASA B31.1 Code Cases N7, N9, and N10, except that the acceptance
standards of Class I piping of the USA Standard Code for Pressure
Piping (USAS B31.7) may be applied.

The piping may meet the requirements set forth in editions of ASA

B31.1, USAS B31.1.0 and USAS 831.7 Addenda and Code Cases which
become effective after the date of order of the piping.

(2) For construction permits issued on or after January 1, 1971 but
before July 1, 1974, piping which is part of the reactor coolant pressure
boundary shall meet the requirements for Class 1 piping set forth in the
USA Standard Code for Pressure Piping (USAS B31.7) and Addenda in effect
on the date of order of the piping and the requirements applicable to
piping of articles 1 and 8 of editions of Section III of the ASME Boiler
and Pressure Vessel Code and, Addenda in effect on the date of order of
the piping, or (ii) the requirements applicable to Class 1 piping of
editions of Section III of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code

Addenda in effect on the date of the order of the piping: Provided,
however, that if the piping is ordered more than 6 months prior to the
date of issuance of the construction permit, compliance with the require-
ments for Class I or Class 1 piping set forth in editions of USAS 831.7
or Section III of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and Addenda in
effect 6 months prior to the date of issuance of the construction permit
is required. The piping may meet the requirements set forth in editions
of these Codes and Addenda which have become effective after the date of
piping order or after 6 months prior to the date of issuance of the con-
struction permit.

(3) For construction permits issued on or after July 1, 1974, piping
which is part of the reactor coolant pressure boundary shall meet the
requirements for Class 1 components set forth in Section III of the ASME

Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code. Provided, that the ASME Code provisions
applied to the piping shall be no earlier than those of Winter 1972
Addenda of the 1971 edition.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The WNP-2 construction permit was issued on March 19, 1973, therefore,
10 CFR 50.55a paragraph (d)(2) applied. Justification for the use of
specific codes other than those issued specifically within 6 months of
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the Construction Permi t i s gi ven in FSAR Section 5.2.1. Table 5.2-5
tabul ates the comparison of the purchase specification edi tion of the
code and the 10 CFR 50.55a edition of the code. For the recirculation
system piping the differences are trivial.
Recirculation piping and fittings were designed to ASME Boiler and Pres-
sure Vessel Code, Section III, 1971 Edition with Summer 1971 Addenda,
Paragraph N-153.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.55a - PARAGRAPH e

Pumps: (1) For construction permits issued before January 1, 1971,
for reactors not licensed for operation, pumps which are part of the
reactor coolant pressure boundary shall meet--

(i) The requirements for Class I pumps set forth in the Draft
ASME Code for Pumps and Valves for Nuclear Power Addenda, and Code
Cases in effect on the date of order of the pumps, or

(ii) The nondestructive examination and acceptance standards set
forth in ASA B31.1 Code Cases N7, N9, and N10, except that the
acceptance standards for Class I pumps set forth in the Draft ASME

Code for Pumps and Valves for Nuclear Power and Addenda in effect on
the date of order of the pumps may be appl,ied.

The pumps may meet the requirements set forth in editions of the
Draft ASME Code for Pumps and Valves for Nuclear Power, Addenda, and
Code Cases which became effective after the date of order of the

pumps'2)

For construction permits issued on or after January 1, 1971, but
before July 1, 1974, pumps which are part of the reactor coolant pressure
boundary shall meet the requirements for Class I pumps set forth in edi-
tions of (i) the Draft ASME Code for Pumps and Valves for Nuclear Power
and Addenda in effect on the date of order of the pumps and the require-
ments applicable to pumps set forth in articles 1 and 8 of Section III of
the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and Addenda in effect on the
date of order of the pumps,„ or (ii) the requirements applicable to
Class 1 pumps of editions of Section III of, the ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code and Addenda in effect on the date of order of the pumps:
Provided, however, that if the pumps are ordered more than 12 months

prior to the date of issuance of the construction permit, compliance with
the requirements for Class ' pumps set forth in the Draft ASME Code for
Pumps and Valves for Nuclear Power and Addenda and the requirements
applicable to pumps set forth in articles 1 and 8 of editions of Section
III of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and Addenda, or for
Class 1 pumps of editions of, Section III of the ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code and Addenda in effect 12 months prior to the date of issuance
of the construction permit is required. The pumps may meet the require-
ment set forth in editions of these Codes or Addenda which have become

effective after the date of pump order or after 12 months prior to the
date of issuance of the construction permit.

(74)



WNP-2

(3) For construction permits issued on or after July 1, 1974, pumps

which are part of the reactor coolant pressure boundary shall meet the
requirements for Class 1 components set forth in Section III of the ASME

Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code: Provided, that the ASME Code provisions
applied to the pumps shall be no earlier than those of the Winter 1972
Addenda of the 1971 edition.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The WNP-2 construction permit was issued on March 19, 1973, therefore,
paragraph (e)(2) applies.

The reactor coolant pump casings were designed in accordance with ASME

Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code, Section III, 1971 Edition Paragraph
N-153. The recirculation pumps for WNP-2 were ordered in April 1971 to
ASME Section III, 1971 Edition, whereas the 10 CFR 50.55a requirements
would include the Summer 1971 Addenda. Table 5.2-5 tabulates the dif-
ferences in these codes. Section 5.2.1 concludes that the differences
are trivial for these pump bodies which make up the pressure boundary.
Thus conformance exists.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.55a - PARAGRAPH f
Valves: (1) For construction permits issued before January 1, 1971,
for reactors not licensed for operation, valves which are part of the
reactor coolant pressure boundary shall meet the requirements set forth
in:

(i) The American Standard Code for Pressure Piping (ASA B31.1),
Addenda, and applicable Code Cases, or the USA Standard Code for
Pressure Piping (USAS 831.1.0), Addenda, and applicable Code Cases,
in effect on the date of order of the valves or the Class I section
of the Draft ASME Code for Pumps and Valves for Nuclear Power
Addenda, and Code Cases in effect on the date of order of the valves
Ol

(ii) The nondestructive examination and acceptance standards of
ASA 831.1 Code Cases N2, N7, N9, and N10, except that the acceptance
standards for Class 1 valves set forth in the Draft ASME Code for
Pumps and Valves for Nuclear Power and Addenda in effect on the date
of order of the valves may be applied.

The valves may meet the requirements set forth in editions of
ASA B31.1, USAS 831.1.0, and the Draft ASME Code for Pumps and

Valves for Nuclear Power, Addenda, and Code Cases which become
effecti ve af ter the date of order of the val ves.

(2l For construction permits issued on or after January 1, 1971, but
before July 1, 1974, valves which are part of the reactor coolant pres-
sure boundary shall meet the requirements for Class I valves set forth in
editions of (i) the Draft ASME Code for Pumps and Valves for Nuclear Power
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and Addenda in effect on the date of order of the valves and the require-
ments applicable to valves set forth in articles 1 and 8 of editions of
Section III of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and Addenda in
effect on the date of order of the valves, or (ii) the requirements
applicable to Class 1 valves of Section III of the ASME Boiler and Pres-
sure Vessel Code and Addenda in effect on the date of order of the
valve: Provided, however, that if the valves are ordered more than 12
months prior to the date of issuance of the construction permit, compli-
ance with the requirements for Class 1 valves set forth in editions of
the Draft ASME Code for Pumps and Valves for Nuclear Power and Addenda
and the requirements applicable to valves set forth in articles 1 and 8
of editions of Section III of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code
and Addenda or for Class 1 valves of Section III of the ASME Boiler and
Pressure Vessel Code and Addenda in effect 12 months prior to the date of
issuance of the construction permit is required. The valves may meet the
requirements set forth in editions of these codes or Addenda which have
become effective after the date of valve order or after 12 months prior
to the date of issuance of the construction permit.

(3) For construction permits issued on or after July 1, 1974, valves
which are part of the reactor coolant pressure boundary shall meet the
requirements set forth in Section III of'he ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Codes, provided, that the ASME Code provisions applied to the
valves shall be no earlier than those of the Winter 1972 Addenda of the
1971 edition.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The WNP-2 construction permit was issued on March 19, 1973, therefore,
paragraph (f)(2) applies. The main steam isolation valves were ordered
in April 1971. The recirculation systems suction and discharge valves
were ordered in June 1971 as pr essure boundary components (Non Class lE
operators). The feedwater valves inside the reactor coolant pressure
boundary were ordered in December 1973. These are non-steam Type Class B

valves. The Crosby safety-relief valves were ordered in April 1971.
They are not a ferritic steel hence need no testing requirements for
toughness.

The Main Steam Isolation Valves are designed to the ASME Boiler and Pres-
sure Vessel Code, Section III, 1971 Edition, Paragraph N-153 and Winter
1972 Addenda. Conformance exists. For the MSIV's the procurement docu-
ments required ASME Section III 1971 Edition with Summer 1972 Addenda.
For the recirculation system which is not ferritic steel, pressure
boundary integrity conforms to ASME Section III Edition 1971 with Winter
1971 Addenda. The pressure boundary of the feedwater valves inside the
RCPB was designed to ASME Section III Class 1, 1971 standards. The WNP-2
SRV,'s were designed to ASME Section III Class 1, Edition 1971 with Summer
1972 Addenda with respect to pressure boundary considerations. Confor-
mance exists.
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STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.55a - PARAGRAPH 1 THROUGH 3

(1) For a boiling or pressurized water-cooled nuclear power facility
whose construction permit was issued prior to January 1, 1971, components
(including supports) shall meet the requirements of paragraphs (g)(4) and
(g)(5) of this section to the extent practical. Components which are
part of the reactor coolant pressure boundary and their supports shall
meet the requirements applicable to components which are classified as
ASME Code Class 1. Other safety-related pressure vessels, piping, pumps
and valves shall meet the requirements -applicable to components which are
classified as ASME Code Class 2 or Class 3.

(2) For a boiling or pressurized water-cooled nuclear power facility
whose construction permit was issued on or after January 1, 1971, but
before July 1, 1974, components (including supports) which are classified
as ASME Code Class 1 and Class 2 shall be designed and be provided with
access to enable the performance of (i) inservice examination of such
components (including supports) and (ii) tests for operational readiness
of pumps and valves, and shall meet the preservice examination require-
ments set forth in editions of Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code and Addenda in effect 6 months prior to the date of issuance
of the construction permit. The components (including supports) may meet
the requirements set forth in subsequent editions of this code and
addenda which are incorporated by reference in paragraph (b) of this sec-
tion, subject to the limitations and modifications listed therein.

(3) For a boiling or pressugized water-cooled nuclear power facility
whose construction permit was issued on or after July 1, 1974:

(i) Components which are classified as ASME Code Class 1 shall be
designed -and be provided with access to enable the performance of
inservice examination of such components and shall meet the pre-
service examination requirements set forth in Section XI of editions
of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and Addenda applied to
the construction of the particular component in accordance with
paragraphs (c), (d), (e), or (f) of the section.

(ii) Components which are classified as ASME Code Class 2 and
Class 3 and supports for components which are classified as ASME
Code Class 1, Class 2, and Class 3 shall be designed and be provided
with access to enable the performance of inservice examination of
such components and shall meet the preservice examination require-
ments set forth in Section XI of editions of the ASME Boiler and
Pressure Vessel Code and Addenda applied to the construction of the
particular component.

(iii) Pumps and valves which are classified as ASME Code Class 1
shall be designed and be provided with access to enable the perfor-
mance of inservice testing of the pumps and valves for assessing
operational readiness set forth in Section XI of editions of the
ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and Addenda applied to the
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construction of the particular pump or valve in accordance with
paragraphs (c) and (f) of this section or the Summer 1973 Addenda,
whichever is later.

(iv) Pumps and valves which are classified as ASME Code Class 2
and Class 3 shall be designed and be provided with access to enable
the performance of inservice testing of the pumps and valves for
assessing operational readiness set forth in Section XI of editions
of the Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and Addenda applied to the
construction of the particular pump or valve or the Summer 1973
Addenda, whichever is later.

(v) All components (including supports) may meet the requirements
set forth in subsequent editions of codes and addenda or portions
thereof which are incorporated by reference in paragraph (b) of this
section, subject to the limitations and modifications listed therein.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The WNP-2 Construction permit was issued on March 19, 1973, therefore,
paragraph (g) (2) i s appl i cable. WNP-2 safety-rel ated components have
been classified as ASME Code Class 1, 2 or 3 in accordance with the
requirements of paragraph (g)(2). Table 5.2-5 tabulates the comparison
of the purchase specification edition of code=and 10 CFR 50.55a edition
of the code. The preservice examination to be performed on Class 1 com-
ponents and piping pursuant to the requirements of the 1974 Edition of
the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code, Section XI, including Summer
1975 Addenda for both RPV and associated piping, pumps, and valves are
detailed in the WNP-2 Preser vice Inspection Program Plan which was sub-
mitted in March 1979. Inservice Inspection Program Plan for Class 1

pressure retaining components and piping pursuant to the requirements of
10 CFR 50.55a (g)(2) will be submitted in April 1983. The WNP-2 Pump,
Valve Inservice Test program addresses the operability testing of active
Class 1, 2 and 3 components. This program has already been submitted to
NRC.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.55a - PARAGRAPH 4

(4) Throughout the service life of a boi ling or pressurized water-
cooled nuclear power facility, components (including supports) which are
classified as ASME Code Class 1, Class 2 and Class 3 shall meet the
requirements except design and access provisions and preservice examina-
tion requirements set forth in Section XI of editions of the ASME Boiler .

and Pressure Vessel Code and Addenda that become effective subsequent to
editions specified in paragraphs (g)(2) and (g)(3) of this section and
are incorporated by reference in paragraph (b) of this section to the
extent practical within the limitations of design, geometry and materials
of construction of the components.

(i) Inservice examinations of components, inservice tests to
verify operational readiness of pumps and valves whose function is
required for safety and system pressure tests, conducted during the
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initial 120-month inspection interval shall comply with the require-
ments in the latest edition and addenda of the code incorporated by
reference in paragraph (b) of this section of the operating license
subject to the limitations and modifications listed in,par agraph (b)
of this section.

(ii) Inservice examinations of components, inservice tests to
verify oper ational readiness of pumps and valves whose function is
required for safety and system pressure tests, conducted during
successive 120-month inspection intervals shall comply with the
requirements of the latest edition and addenda of the Code incorpo-
rated by reference in paragon aph (b) of this section 12 months prior
to the start of the 120-month inspection interval, subject to the
limitations and modifications listed in paragraph (b) of this
section.

(iii) For a facility whose operating license was issued prior to
March 1, 1976, the provisions of paragraph (g)(4) of this section
are effective after September 1, 1976, at the start of the next
one-third of a 120-month inspection interval. During that third of
an inspection interval and the remainder of the inspection interval,
the inservice examinations of components, tests to verify opera-
tional readiness of pumps and valves whose function is required for
safety and system pressure tests, for such facilities shall comply
with the requirements in the latest edition and addenda of the Code
incorporated by reference in paragraph (b) of this section on the
date 12 months prior to the start of that third of an inspection
interval, subject to the limitations and modifications listed in
paragraph (b) of this section.

(iv) Inservice examinations of components, tests of pumps and
valves, and system pressure tests, may meet the requirements set
forth in subsequent editions and addenda that are incorporated by
reference in paragraph (b) of this section, subject to the limita-
tions and modifications listed in paragraph (b) of this section and
subject to Commission approval. Portions of editions of addenda may
be used provided that all related requirements of the respective
editions or addenda are met.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The baseline inspection report and the pr oposed inservice inspection
program for WNP-2 compl i es wi th ASME Code Section XI, 1974 Edition,
Summer 1975 Addenda, to the extent that the design of the plant, state of
nondestructive testing technology and access to areas to be inspected
allow. FSAR Section 5.2.4 explains this conformance.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.55a - PARAGRAPH 5 AND ) 6)

(5) (i) The inservice inspection program for a boiling or pressurized
water-cooled nuclear power faci 1 i ty shal 1 be revi sed by the
licensee, as necessary to meet the requirements of paragraph (g)(4)
of this section.

(79)
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(ii) If a revised inservice inspection program for a facility
conf 1 icts with the technical speci fication for the faci 1 i ty, the
licensee shall apply to the Commission for amendment of the tech-
nical specifications to conform the technical specification to the
revised program. This application shall be submitted at least 6
months before the start of the period during which the provisions
become applicable as determined. by paragraph (g)(4) of this section.

(iii) If a licensee has determined that conformance with certain
code requirements is impractical for his facility, the licensee
shall notify the Commission and submit information to support his
determinations.

(iv) Where an examination or test requirement by the code or
addenda is determined to be impractical by the licensee and is not
included in the revised inser vice inspection program as permitted by
paragraph (g)(4) of this section, the basis for this determination
shall be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the Commission not
later than 12 months after the expiration of the initial 120-month
period of operation from start of facility commercial operation and
each subsequent 120-month period of operation during which the
examination or test is determined to be impractical.

(6) i) The Commission will evaluate determinations under par agraph
9)(5) of this section that code requirements are impractical. The

Commission may grant such relief and may impose such alternative
requirements as it determines is authorized by law and will not
endanger life or property or the common defense and security and is
otherwise in the public interest giving due consideration to the
burden upon the licensee that could result if the requirements were
imposed on the facility.

(ii) The Commission may require the licensee to follow an aug-
mented inservice inspection program for systems and components for
which the Commission deems that added assurance of structur al relia-
bility is necessary.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The NRC has not yet approved the proposed WNP-2 Technical Specif icati ons
to conform with the submitted ISI program. The WNP-2 inservice inspec-
tions and tests will be performed to the requirements in the submitted
program when approved by NRC and will make necessary changes to the Tech-
nical Specification whenever required to conform to 10 CFR 50.55a(g).

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.55a - PARAGRAPH h

Protection systems: For construction permits issued after January 1,
1971, protection systems shall meet the requirements set forth in
editions or revisions of the Institute of Electrical and Electronics
Engineers Standard: "Criteria for Protection Systems for Nuclear Power
Generation Station,", (IEEE-279) in effect on the formal docket date of
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the application for a construction permit. Protection systems may meet
the requirements set forth in subsequent editions or revisions of
IEEE-279 which become effective.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The WNP-2 construction permit was issued on March 19, 1973.

All features of the protection systems which actuate reactor trip and
engineered safety features action are designed and/or built to conform to
the intent of the criteria specified in IEEE-279-1971. Conformance is
noted in FSAR Chapter 7.0.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.55a - PARAGRAPH i

Fracture toughness requirements: Pressure-retaining components of the
reactor coolant pressure boundary shall meet the requirements set forth
in Appendices G and H to this part.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP-2 has addressed and complies with the requirements of 10 CFR Part 50,
Appendices G and H as discussed in the evaluation of compliance for each
of these appendices. FSAR Tables 5.3-1a and 5.3-1b summarize the confor-
mance positions with regard to fracture toughness of RCPB materials.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.55a - PARAGRAPH j
Power reactors for which a notice of hearing on an application for a
provisional construction permit or a construction permit has been
published on or before December 31, 1970, may meet the requirements of
paragraphs (c)(1), (d)(1), (e)(l), and (f)(1) of this section instead of
paragraph (c)(2), (d)(2), (e)(2), and (f)(2) of this section,
respecti vely.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The WNP-2 construction permit was issued on March 19, 1973.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 has addressed and complies with all applicable aspects of
10 CFR 50.55a.
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10 CFR 50.59 - CHANGES TESTS AND EXPERIMENTS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.59 - PARAGRAPHS a b AND c

(a) (1) The holder of a license authorizing operation of a production
or utilization facility may (i) make changes in the facility as described
in the safety analysis report, (ii) make changes in the procedures as
described in the safety analysis report, and (iii) conduct tests or
experiments not described in the safety analysis report, without prior
Commission approval, unless the proposed change, test or experiment
involves a change in the technical specifications incorporated in the
license or an unreviewed safety question. (2) A proposed change, test or
experiment shall be deemed to involve an unreviewed safety question (i)if the probability of occurrence or the consequences of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety previously evaluated in the
safety analysis report may be increased; or (ii) if a possibility for an
accident or malfunction of a different type than any evaluated previously
in the safety analysis report may be created; or (iii) if the margin of
safety as defined in the basis for any technical specification is reduced.

(b) The licensee shall maintain records of changes in the facility and
of changes in the procedures made pursuant to this section, to the extent
that such changes constitute changes in the facility as described in the
safety analysis report or constitute changes in procedures as described
in the safety analysis report. The licensee shall also maintain records
of tests and experiments carried out pursuant to paragraph (a) of this
section. These records shall include a written safety evaluation which
provides the bases for the determination that the change, test, or
experiment does not involve an unreviewed safety question. The licensee
shall furnish to the appropriate NRC Regional Office shown in Appendix D

of Part 20 .of this chapter with a copy to the Director of Inspection and
Enforcement, U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,
annually or at such shorter intervals as may be specified in the license,
a report containing a brief description of such changes, tests, and
experiments, including a summary of the safety evaluation of each. Any
report submitted by a licensee pursuant to this paragraph will be made
part of the public record of the licensing proceeding. In addition to a
signed original, 39 copies of each report of changes in the facility of
the type described in Section 50.21(b) or Section 50.22 or a testing
facility, and 12 copies of each report of changes in any other facility,
shall be filed. The records of changes in the facility shall be main-
tained until the date of termination of the license, and records of
changes in procedures and records of tests and experiments shall be main-
tained for a period of five years.

(c) The holder of a license authorizing operation of a production or
utilization facility who desires (1) a change in technical specifications
or (2) to make a change in the facility or the procedures described in
the safety analysis report or to conduct tests or experiments not
described in the safety analysis report, which involves an unreviewed
safety question or a change in technical specifications, shall submit an
application for amendment of his license pursuant to Section 50.90.
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EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The Plant Operations Committee shall review:

a. The safety evaluation for tests or experiments completed under
the provision of 10 CFR 50.59 to verify that such actions did
not constitute an unreviewed safety question.

b. Proposed changes to procedures, equipment or systems which
involve an unreviewed safety question as defined in
10 CFR 50.59; and

c. Proposed tests or experiments which involve an unreviewed
safety question as defined in 10 CFR 50.59.

Records of changes made to the equipment or review of tests and experi-
ments to comply with 10 CFR 50.59 shall be kept in a manner convenient
for review and shall be retained for at least five years.

WNP-2 will comply with the reporting requirements set forth in
10 CFR 50.59.

CONCLUSION

WNP-2 complies with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.59.
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10 CFR 50.70 - INSPECTIONS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.70

(a) Each licensee and each holder of a construction permit shall
permit inspection, by duly authorized representatives of the Commission,
of his records, premises, activities, and of licensed materials in pos-
session or use, related to the license or construction permit as may be
necessary to effectuate the purposes of the Act, including Section 105 of
the Act.

(b) (1) Each licensee and each holder of a construction permit shall
upon request by the Director, Office of Inspection and Enforcement,
provide rent-free office space for the exclusive use of the Commis-
sion inspection personnel. Heat, air conditioning, light, electri-
cal outlets and janitorial services shall be furnished by each
licensee and each holder of a construction permit. The office shall
be convenient to and have full access to the facility and shall
provide the inspector both visual and acoustic privacy.

(2) For a site with single power reactor or fuel facility
licensed pursuant to Part 50, the space provided shall be adequate
to accommodate a full-time inspector, a part-time secretary and
transient NRC personnel and will be generally commensurate with
other office facilities at the site. A space of 250 square feet
either within the site's office complex or in an office trailer or
other on-site space is suggested as a guide. For sites containing
multiple power reactor units or fuel facilities, additional space
may be requested to accommodate additional full-time inspectors).
The office space that is provided shall be subject to the approval
of the Director, Office of Inspection and Enforcement. All furni-
ture, supplies and communication equipment will be furnished by the
Commission.

(3) The licensee or construction permit holder shall afford any
NRC resident inspector assigned to that site, or other NRC
inspectors idientified by the Regional Director as likely to inspect
the facility, immediate unfettered access, equivalent to access
provided regular plant employees, following proper identification
and compliance with applicable access control measures for security,
radiological protection and personal safety.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Plant operating records shall be kept in a manner convenient for review.

Rental-free office space as detailed above is provided at WNP-2 for the
NRC Resident Inspector's Office.

Plant access equivalent to that provided regular plant employees is pro-
vided to NRC inspectors identified by the Regional Director of Region V

as likely to inspect the facility.
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CONCLUSION

WNP-2 complies with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.70.
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10 CFR 50.71 - MAINTENANCE OF RECORDS

MAKING OF REPORTS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.71 - PARAGRAPHS a THROUGH d

(a) Each licensee and each holder of a construction permit shall main-
tain such records and make such reports, in connection with the licensed
activity, as may be required by the conditions of the license or permit
or by the rules, regulations, and orders of the Commission in effectuat-
ing the purposes of the Act, including Section 105 of the Act.

(b) With respect to any production or utilization facility of a type
described in Section 50.21(b) or Secti.on 50.22, or a testing facility,
each licensee and each holder of a construction permit shall, upon each
issuance of its annual financial report, including the certified finan-
cial statements, file a copy thereof with the Director of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation, U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D. C. 20555.

, (c) Records which are required by the regulations in this part, by
license condition, or by technical specification, shall be maintained for
the period specified by the appropriate regulation, license condition, or
technical specification. If a retention period is not otherwise speci-
fied, such records shall be maintained until the Commission authorizes
their disposition.

(d) (1) Records which must be maintained pursuant to this part may be
the original or a reproduced copy or microform if such reproduced
copy or microform is duly authenticated by authorized personnel and
the microform is capable of reproducing a clear and legible copy
after storage for the period specified by Commission regulations.

(2) If there is a conflict between the Commission's regulations
in this part, license condition, or technical specification, or
other written Commission approval or authorization pertaining to the
retention period for the same type of record, the retention period
specified in the regulations in this part for such records shall
apply unless the Commission, pursuant to Section 50.12, has granted
a specific exemption from the record retention requirements speci-
fied in the regulations in this part.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The maintenance of these records and the making of required reports is
specified in the WNP-2 Technical Specifications which are updated peri-
odically and are subject to NRC approval.

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.71 - PARAGRAPH e

Each person licensed to operate a nuclear power reactor pursuant to the
provisions of Section 50.21 or Section 50.22 shall update periodically as
provided in paragraphs (e)(3) and (e)(4) of this section, the final



safety analysis report (FSAR) originally submitted as part of the appli-
cation for the operating license, to assure that the information included
in the FSAR contains the latest material developed. This submittal shall
contain all the changes necessary to reflect information and analyses
submitted to the Commission by the licensee or prepared by the licensee
pursuant to Commission requirement since submission of the original FSAR
or, as appropriate, the last updated FSAR. The updated FSAR shall be
revised to include the effects of: all changes made in the facility or
procedures as described in the FSAR; all safety evaluations performed by
the licensee either in -support of requested license amendments or in
support of conclusions that changes did not involve an unreviewed safety
question; and all analyses of new safety issues performed by or on behalf
of the licensee at Commission request. The updated information shall be
appropriately located within the FSAR.

(1) Revisions containing updated information shall be'ubmitted on a
replacement-page basis and shall be accompanied by a list which identi-
fies the current pages of the FSAR following page replacement. One
signed original and 12 additional copies of the required information
shall be filed with the Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation, U. S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D. C. 20555.

(2) The submittal shall include (i) a certification by a duly autho-
rized officer of the licensee that either the information accurately
presents changes made since the previous submittal, necessary to reflect
information and analyses submitted to the Commission or prepared pursuant
to Commission requirement, or that no such changes were made; and (ii) an
identification of changes made under the provisions of Section 50.59 but
not previously submitted to the Commission.

(3) (i) A revision of the original FSAR containing those original
pages that are still applicable plus new replacement pages shall be
filed within 24 months of either July 22, 1980, or the date of issu-
ance of the oper ating license, whichever is later, and shall bring
the FSAR up to date as of a maximum of 6 months prior to the date of
filing the revision.

(ii) No less than 15 days before Section 50.71(e) becomes effec-
tive, the Director of the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation shall
notify by letter the licensees of those nuclear power plants ini-
tially subject to the NRC's systematic evaluation program that they
need not comply with the provisions of this section while the pro-
gram is being conducted at their plant. The Director of the Office
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation will notify by letter the licensee of
each nuclear power plant being evaluated when the systematic evalua-
tion program has been completed.

Within 24 months after receipt of this notification, the licensee
shall file a complete FSAR which is up to date as of a maximum of
6 months prior to the date of filing the revision.
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(4) Subsequent revi si ons shal 1 be fi led no 1 ess frequently than
annually and shall reflect all changes up to a maximum of 6 months prior
to the date of filing.
(5) Each replacement page shall include both a change indicator for
the area changed, e.g., a bold line vertically drawn in the margin adja-
cent to the portion actually changed, and a page change identification
(date of change or change number or both).

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Washington Public Power Supply System shall submit a revision of the
original WNP-2 FSAR within 24 months of the issuance of the operating
license and shall submit subsequent revisions to this document as
required by this paragraph.

CONCLUSIONS

WNP-2 complies with the requirements of 10 CFR 50.71. An updated FSAR
shall be submitted in accordance with the schedule established by the NRC
in Section 50.71 - Paragraph (e).

(ss)
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10 CFR 50.72 - NOTIFICATION OF SIGNIFICANT EVENTS

STATEMENT OF SECTION 50.72 - PARAGRAPHS a AND b

(a) Each licensee of a nuclear power reactor licensed under Section
50.21 or Section 50.22 shall notify the NRC Operations Center as soon as
possible and in all cases within one hour by telephone of the occurrence
of any of the following significant events and shall identify that event
as being reported pursuant to this section:

(1) Any event requiring initiation of the licensee's emergency
plan or any section of that plan.

(2) The exceeding of any Technical Specification Safety Limit.

(3) Any event that results in the nuclear power plant not being
in a controlled or expected condition while operating or shut down.

(4) Any act that threatens the safety of the nuclear power plant
or site personnel, or the security of special nuclear material,
including instances of sabotage or attempted sabotage.

(5) Any event requiring initiation of shutdown of the nuclear
power plant in accordance with Technical Specification Limiting
Conditions for Operation.

(6) Personnel error or procedural inadequacy which, during normal
operations, anticipated operational occurrences, or accident condi-
tions, prevents or could prevent, by itself, the fulfillment of the
safety function of those structures, systems, and components impor-
tant to safety that are needed to (i) shut down the reactor safely
and maintain it in a safe shutdown condition, or (ii) remove
residual heat following reactor shutdown, or (iii) limit the release
of radioactive material to acceptable levels or reduce the potential
for such release.

(7) Any event resulting in manual or automatic actuation of Engi-
neered Safety Features, including the Reactor Protection System.

(8) Any accidental, unplanned, or uncontrolled radioactive
release. (Normal or expected releases from maintenance or other
operational activities are not included.)

(9) Any fatality or serious injury occurring on the site and
requiring transport to an offsite medical facility for treatment.

(10) Any serious personnel radioactive contamination requiring
extensive onsite decontamination or outside assistance.

(ll) Any event meeting the criteria of 10 CFR 20.403 for
notification.

(89)
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(12) Strikes of operating employees or security guards, or honor-
ing of picket lines by these employees.

(b) With respect to the events reported under subparagraphs (1),(2),
(3), and (4) of paragraph (a) of this section, each licensee, in addition
to prompt telephone notification, shall also establish and maintain an
open continuous communication channel with the NRC Operations Center, and
shall close this channel only when notified by NRC.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The Supply System's Corporate Policy and Procedure 4.3.4, "Reporting of
Accident/Incidents," is in draft stage which requires each Oirectorate to
have in their procedure the notification of NRC of applicable events
within the time frame required by this section.
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APPENDIX B TO 10 CFR 50 - UALITY ASSURANCE CRITERIA FOR

NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS AND FUEL REPROCESSING PLANTS

The WNP-2 program for quality assurance during the operations phase is
described in report number WPPSS-gA-004, Revision 6, "WPPSS Operational
guality Assurance Program Description" which has been reviewed and approved
by the NRC. This topical report complies with 10 CFR 50, Appendix B.
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APPENDIX C TO 10 CFR 50 - A GUIDE FOR THE FINANCIAL DATA AND

RELATED INFORMATION RE UIRED TO ESTABLISH FINANCIAL
UALIFI ATI NS F R FACIL T C NSTRUCTI N PERMITS AND

Application for Operating License for WNP-2 was tendered on March 24, 1978
which included financial data and related information. This is under NRC

review.

(92)
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APPENDIX E TO 10 CFR 50 - EMERGENCY PLANS FOR

PRODUCTION AND UTILIZATION FACILITIES

The Washington Public Power Supply System WNP-l, -2, -4 Hanford Site
Emergency Preparedness Plan, Revision 2, was submitted to NRC in Decem-
ber 1981. This plan outlines the emergency actions of the Supply System
and offsi te emergency response organi zati ons as r equired by Appendi x E to
10 CFR 50. This plan is developed in conjunction with Washington State
and Benton and Franklin Counties fixed Nuclear Facility Emergency
Response Plans. The Emergency Preparedness Plan is developed using the
guidance of NUREG-0654/ FEM-REP-1, Revision 1, Criteria for Preparation
and Evaluation of Radiological Emergency Response Plans and Preparedness
in support of Nuclear Power Plants.
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APPENDIX G TO 10 CFR 50 - FRACTURE TOUGHNESS RE UIREMENTS

Compliance with General Design Criteria 14 and 15 is documented in FSAR
Section 3.1.2. Compliance with 10 CFR 50, Appendix G, is documented in
the WNP-2 FSAR, Table 5.3-1a, and in FSAR responses to Series 121 ques-
tions. The technical requirements of Appendix G were evaluated and
general compliance was determined to exist. The FSAR responses have
provided the test data which confirms the prior analytical conclusions of
adequate fracture toughness of ferritic materials in these BWR's. Con-
formance exists.

SECTION III - FRACTURE TOUGHNESS TESTS

STATEMENT OF SECTION III - PARAGRAPH A

To demonstrate compliance with the minimum fracture toughness require-
ments of Section IV and V of this appendix, ferritic materials shall be
tested in accordance with the ASME Code Section NB-2300, "Fracture Tough-
ness Requirements for Materials." Both unirradiated and irradiated fer-
ritic materials shall be tested for fracture toughness properties by
means of the Charpy V-notch test specified by paragraph NB-2321.2 of the
ASME Code. In addition, when required by the ASME Code, unirradiated
ferritic materials shall be tested by means of the dropweight test speci-
fied by paragraph NB-2321.1 of the ASME Code. Provision shall be made
for supplemental tests in crucial situations such as that described in
Section V - Paragraph C.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Reactor coolant pressure boundary materials testing complied with ASME
Special Material Testing Requirements current at the time of construction
of the WNP-2 components. A discussion of the details of this testing and
of compliance with the existing standards based on prescribed operating
limits is given in the WNP-2 FSAR, Section 5.3.1.5. Additional test data
has been included in FSAR responses to Series 121.and 122 questions.
Conformance exists.

STATEMENT OF SECTION III - PARAGRAPH 8

Charpy V-notch impact tests and dropweight tests shall be conducted in
accordance with the following requirements:

1. Location and orientation of impact test specimens shall comply with
the requirements of Paragraph NB-2322 of the ASME Code.

2. Materials used to prepare test specimens shall be representative of
the actual, materials of the finished component as required by the appli-
cable rules of the construction code under which the component is built
pursuant to 10 CFR 50.55a, except that ferritic materials intended for
the reactor vessel beltline region shall comply with the additional
requirements of Section III - Par agraph C of this appendix.

(g4)
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3. Calibration of temperature instruments and Charpy V-notch impact
test machines used in impact testing shall comply with the requirements
of Paragraph NB-2360 of the ASME Code.

4. Individuals performing fracture toughness tests shall be qualified
by training and experience and shall have demonstrated competency to
perform the tests in accordance with written procedures of the component
manuf acturer.

5. Fracture toughness test results shall be recorded and shall include
a certification by the licensee or person performing the tests for the
licensee that:

a. the tests have been performed in compliance with the require-
ments of this appendix,

b. the test data are correctly reported and identified with the
material intended for a pressure-retaining component,

c. the tests have been conducted using machines and instrumenta-
tion with available records of periodic calibration, and

d. records of the qualifications of the individual performing the
tests are available upon request.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Reactor coolant system boundary materials testing complied with ASME
Special Material Testing Requirements current at the time of construction
of the WNP-2 components. A discussion of the details of this testing and
of compliance with the existing standards based on prescribed operating
limits is given in the WNP-2 FSAR, Section 5.3.1.5. Materials testing
data for pressure boundary materials selected by the NRC staff has been
reported in FSAR Series 121 and Series 122 Responses. Voluminous fabri-
cation data are available in the design files to substantiate ASME code
compl i ance. Conf ormance exi sts.

STATEMENT OF SECTION III - PARAGRAPH C

In addition to the test requirements of Section III - Paragraph A of this
appendix, tests on materials of the reactor vessel beltline shall be
conducted in accordance with the following minimum requirements:

1. Charpy V-notch (CV) impact tests shall be conducted at appro-
priate temperatures over a temperature range sufficient to define the
CV test curves (including the uppershelf levels) in terms of both frac-
ture energy and lateral expansion of specimens. Location and orientation
of impact test specimens shall comply with the requirements of Paragraph
NB-2322 of the ASME Code.

2. Materials used to prepare test specimens for the reactor vessel
beltline region shall be taken directly from excess material and welds in

(g5)
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the vessel shell course(s) following completion of the production longi-
tudinal weld joint, and subjected to a heat treatment that produces
metallurgical effects equivalent to those produced in the vessel material
tht oughout its fabrication process, in accordance with paragraph NB-2211
of the ASME Code. Where seamless shell forgings are used, or where the
same welding process is used for longitudinal and circumferential welds
in plants, the test specimens may be taken from a separate weldment pro-
vided that such a weldment is prepared using excess material from the
shell forging(s) or plates, as applicable, the same heat of filler mate-
rial, and the same production welding conditions as those used in joining
the corresponding shell materials.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Reactor cool ant system boundary materials testing complied with ASME
Special Material Testing Requirements current at the time of construction
of the WNP-2 components. Additional sample materials testing was accom-
plished for beltline plates and weld materials per NRC requirements. A
decision of the details of this .testing and of compliance with the exist-
ing standards based on prescribed operating limits with the existing
standards based on prescribed operating limits is 'given in the WNP-2
FSAR, Section 5.3.1.5 and Series 121 Responses.

SECTION IV - FRACTURE TOUGHNESS REQUIREMENTS

STATEMENT OF SECTION IV - PARAGRAPH A.l

The pressure-retaining components of the reactor coolant pressure
boundary that are made of ferritic materials shall meet the following
requirements for fracture toughness during system hydrostatic tests and
any condition of normal operation, including anticipated operational
occurrences:

1. The materials shall meet the acceptance standards of paragraph
NB-2330 of the ASME Code, and the requirements of Section IV.A.2, 3, 4,
and IV.B of this appendix.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Reactor coolant system boundary materials testing complied with ASME

Special Material Testing Requirements current at the time of construction
of the WNP-2 components. A discussion of the details of this testing and
of compliance with the existing standards based on prescribed oper ating
limits is given in the WNP-2 FSAR, Section 5.3.1.5. Additional test data
is reported in FSAR Series 121 Responses, as requested by the NRC staff.
These recent data confirm the original test data upon which the conclu-
sions of Section 5.3.1.5 were based.

(Compliance with Sections IV.A.2, 3, and IV.B are listed below. There is
no Section IV-Paragraph A.4 as„referenced in Paragraph A.1).
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STATEMENT OF SECTION IV - PARAGRAPH A.2

For vessels, exclusive of bolting or other fasteners:

a0

b.

Calculated stress intensity factors shall be lower than the
reference stress intensity factors by the margins specified in
the ASME Code Appendix G, "Protection Against Non-Ductile
Failure." The calculation procedures shall comply with the
procedures specified in the ASME Code Appendix G, but addi-
tional and alternative procedures may be used if the Commission
determines that they provide equivalent margins of safety
against fracture, making appropirate allowance for all un-
certainties in the data and analyses.

For nozzles, flanges, and shell regions near geometric discon-
tinuities, the data and procedures required in addition to
those specified in the ASME Code shall provide margins of
safety comparable to those required for shells and heads remote
from discontinuities.

c Whenever the core is critical, the metal temperature of the
reactor vessel shall be high enough to provide an adequate

'arginof protection against fracture, taking into account such
factors as the potential for overstress and thermal shock
during anticipated. operational occurrences in the control of
reactivity. In no case when the core is critical (other than
for the purpose of low-level physics tests) shall the tempera-
ture of 'the reactor vessel be less than the minimum permissible
temperature for the inservice system hydrostatic pressure test
nor less than 40oF above that temperature required by Section
IV.A.2.a.

d. If there is no fuel in the reactor during the initial preopera-
tional system leakage and hydrostatic pressure tests, the
minimum permissible test temperature shall be determined in
accordance with paragraph G2410 of the ASME Code except that
the factor of safety applied to each term making up the calcu-
lated stress intensity factor may be reduced to 1.0. In no
case shall the test temperature be less than RTNDT+60oF.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

a ~

b.

Evaluation of compliance to 10 CFR 50, Appendix G para-
graph IV A.2a is recorded in FSAR Section 5.3.1.5. Additional
information is contained in FSAR response to question 121.12.

An alternative method was used to show compliance of WNP-2 by
adjusting the BWR/6 analyses RTNDT conditions. A 60oF
adjustment was added to RTNDT for flanges.
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c. An alternative method of compliance was accepted for WNP-2 via
GE Topical Report NED0-21778-A.

d. WNP-2 preoperational testing limitations are in compliance.

STATEMENT OF SECTION IV - PARAGRAPH A.3

Materials for piping, pumps, and valves shall meet the requirements of
paragr aph NB-2332 of the ASME Code. Materials for bolting and other
fasteners shall meet the requirements of paragraph NB-2333 of the ASME
Code.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Evaluation of compli ance to 10 CFR 50, Appendix G Section IV para-
graph A.3 is recorded in FSAR Section 5.2.3.3 and Section 5.3.1.5. Addi-
tional information is contained in FSAR response to question 121.15.

STATEMENT OF SECTION IV - PARAGRAPH 8

Reactor vessel beltline materials shall have minimum upper-shelf energy,
as determined from Charpy V-notch tests on unirradiated specimens in
accordance with paragraph NB-2332.2(a) of the ASME Code of 75 ft. lbs.
unless it is demonstrated to the Commission by appropriate data and
analysis that the lower values of upper -shelf fracture energy still pro-
vide adequate margin for deterioration from irradiation.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Evaluation of compliance to 10 CFR 50, Appendix G Section IV papagraph 8
is recorded in Section 5.3.1.5 of the FSAR. Additional information is
contained in FSAR response question 121.13.

STATEMENT OF SECTION IV - PARAGRAPH C

Reactor vessels for which the predicted value of adjusted reference
temperature exceeds 200oF shall be designed to permit a thermal anneal-
ing treatment to recover material toughness properties of ferritic mate-
rials of the reactor vessel beltline.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Annealing of -the WNP-2 reactor vessels is not necessary. The require-
ments of this section are not applicable to WNP-2.

SECTION V - INSERVICE REQUIREMENTS - REACTOR VESSEL BELTLINE MATERIAL

STATEMENT OF SECTION V - PARAGRAPH A

The properties of reactor vessel beltline region materials, including
welds, shall be monitored by a material surveillance program conforming
to the "Reactor Vessel Material Surveillance Program Requirements" set
forth in Appendix H.

(g8)
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EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Evaluation of compliance to 10 CFR 50, Appendix H is recorded in FSAR
Section 5.3.1.6. The WNP-2 materials surveillance program has been up-
graded to conform to NRC's new requirements. See the Appendix H evalua-
tion which is discussed in the next major section of this conformance
report.

STATEMENT OF SECTION V - PARAGRAPH B

Reactor vessels may continue to be operated only for that service period
within which the requirements of Section IV.A.2 are satisfied, using the
predicted value of the adjusted reference temperature at the end of the
service period to account for the effects of irradiation on the fracture
toughness of the beltline materials. The basis for the prediction shall
include results from pertinent radiation effects studies in addition to
the results of the surveillance program of Section V.A.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

To meet the requirements of Section IV paragraph A.2 Appendix G, the
materi al information obtained from the survei 1 1 ance program wi 1 1 be
tested in accordance with the requirements of Section III NB 2300 of the
ASME Code and Appendix H Section III. This material data will be used to
generate new heat up and cool down curves, if necessary, as described in
the FSAR Section 5.3.1.5.

STATEMENT OF SECTION V - PARAGRAPH C

In the event that the requirements of Section V.B cannot be satisfied,
reactor vessels may continue to be operated provided all of the following
requirements are satisfied.

1. An essentially complete volumetric examination of the beltline
region of the vessel including 1005 of any weldments shall be made in
accordance with the requirements of Section XI of the ASME Code.

2. Additional evidence of the changes in fracture toughness of the
beltline materials resulting from exposure to neutron irradiation shall
be obtained from results of supplemental tests, such as measur ements of
dynamic fracture toughness of archive material that has been subjected to
accelerated irradiation.

3. A fracture analysis shall be performed that conservatively demon-
strates, making appropriate allowances ,for all uncertainties, the exis-
tence of adequate margins for continued operation.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Compliance with Appendix G Section V paragraph C can be committed to
except for item No. 1. At this time the Supply System is not capable of
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performing 100K volumetric examination on WNP-2 vessel. Technological
developments are currently under way which will allow remote examination
in the future.

STATEMENT OF SECTION V - PARAGRAPH D

If the procedures of Section V.C do not indicate the existence of an
adequate safety margin, the reactor vessel beltline region shall be sub-
jected to a thermal annealing treatment to effect recovery of material
toughness properties. The degree of such recovery shall be measured by
testing additional specimens that have been withdrawn from the surveil-
lance program capsules and annealed under the same time-at-temperature
conditions as those given the beltline material. The results shall pro-
vide the basis for establishment of the adjusted reference temperature
after annealing. The reactor vessel may continue to be oper ated only for
that service period within. which the predicted fracture toughness of the
beltline region materials satisfies the requirements of Section IV.A.2,
using the values of adjusted reference temperature that include the
effects of annealing and subsequent irradi ation.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Compl i ance wi th these requirements can be di scussed if a future need
arises. Standby capsules are provided in the material surveillance pro-
grams to measure the degree of recovery achieved by'nnealing and to
monitor the effects of subsequent irradi ati on in the highly unlikely
event that these requirements become applicable to WNP-2.- Generally,
this vintage of BWR vessels has not shown a dependence of material tough-
ness properties that lie beyond current understanding and present fore-
cast toler ances.

- STATEMENT OF SECTION Y - PARAGRAPH E

The proposed programs for satisfying the requirements of Section„ V.C and
V.D shall be reported to the Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation,
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, for review
and approval on an individual case basis at least 3 years prior to the
date when the predicted fracture toughness levels will no longer satisfy
the requirements of Section V.B.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Should the need arise, Washington Public Power Supply System will alert
the NRC in the unlikely event that a future need is identified for new
programs to satisfy the requirements of Sections V.C and V.D.
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APPENDIX H TO 10 CFR 50 - REACTOR VESSEL MATERIAL
SURVEILLANCE PROGRAM RE UIREMENTS

Compliance with 10 CFR 50, Appendix H, is documented in the WNP-2 FSAR
Section 5.3.1.6 and Table 5.3-1b. The sections of Appendix H that con-
tain technical requirements were evaluated and compliance recorded for
those requirements.,

SECTION II - SURVEILLANCE PROGRAM CRITERIA

STATEMENT OF SECTION II - PARAGRAPH A

No material surveillance program is required for reactor vessels for
which it can be conservatively demonstrated by analytical methods,
applied to experimental data and tests performed on comparable vessels,
making appropriate allowances for all uncertainties in the measurements,
that the peak neutron fluence (E 1 MeV) at the end of the design life of
the vessel will not exceed 1017 n/cm2.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Peak neutron fluence has been conseryatively demonstrated using accepted
analytical methods to be 1.1 x 10 8n/cm2. The Supply System has
provided for a reactor vessel materials surveillance program.

STATEMENT OF SECTION II - PARAGRAPH B

Reactor vessels constructed of ferritic materials which do not meet the
conditions of Section II - Paragraph A shall have their beltline regions
monitored by surveillance program complying with the American Society for
Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard Recommended Practice for Survei l-
lance Tests for Nuclear Reactor Vessels, ASTM Designation: E-185-73,
except as modified by this appendix.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP-2 has instituted a reactor vessel material surveillance program which
will meet the intent of the NRC Reactor Vessel Material Surveillance
Programs for Nuclear Power Reactors, 10 CFR 50 Appendix H. The WNP-2
ferritic materials irradiation surveillance program is not strictly in
accordance with ASTM-E-185-73, "Recommended Practice for Surveillance
Tests for Nuclear Reactor Vessels" in that the surveillance specimens are
not from the limiting beltline material. Specimens made from representa-
tive materials are used for the program. This resulted from vessel
fabrication predating implementation of a formal ferritic materials sur-
veillance program, 10 CFR 50 Appendix H.

STATEMENT OF SECTION II - PARAGRAPH C.l

Surveillance specimens shall be taken from locations alongside the frac-
ture toughness test specimens required by Section III of Appendix G. The
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specimen types shall comply with the requirements of Section III - Para-
graph A of Appendix G (except that dropweight specimens are not required).

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP-2 surveillance program is not in compliance with this requirement.
Specimens were not made from material adjacent to the fracture toughness
specimens required in Section III of Appendix G. Also, transverse CVN
specimens were not available. The noncompliance is due to the predating
of vessel fabrication to implementation of 10 CFR 50 Appendix H.
Materi al for survei 1 1 ance specimens was obtained from actual bel tl ine
plate. The plate material, although not having the highest predicted
EOL RTNOT does have the greatest RTNDT (which is the current basis
in ASTM E-185-79 Table 1). Additional information is contained in FSAR
response to question 121.14. The longitudinal surveillance specimens are
consistent with the specimen orientation used to qualify the actual belt-
line material and the net effect of specimen orientation on radiation
damage has been shown to be insignificant. Additional information is
contained in FSAR response to question 121.14.

STATEMENT OF SECTION II - PARAGRAPH C.2

Surveillance specimen capsules shall be located near the inside vessel
wall in the beltline region, so that the specimen irradiation history
duplicates to the extent practicable, within the physical constraints of
the system, the neutron spectrum temperature history and maximum neutron
fluence experienced by the reactor vessel inner surface. If the capsule
holders are attached to the vessel wall or to the vessel cladding, con-
struction and inservice inspection of the attachments and attachment
welds shall be done according to the requirements for permanent struc-
tural attachments to reactor vessels given in the ASME Code*, Sections
III and XI. The design and location of the capsules shall permit inser-
tion of replacement capsules. Accelerated irradiation capsules may be
used in addition to. the required number of surveillance capsules speci-
fied in Section II Paragraph C.3. (*Oefined in Section II - Paragraph A
of 10 CFR 50.)

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP-2 surveillance program is in compliance with this paragraph. Sur-
veillance specimen capsules are located at three azimuths at a common
elevation in the core beltline. The sealed capsules are not attached to
the vessel wall. Capsule holder brackets are welded to the vessel inner
surface. The welding of the bracket was conducted in accordance with
Section III of the ASME Code.

STATEMENT OF SECTION II - PARAGRAPHS C.3.a C.3.b and C.3.c

Para ra h C.3.a

For reactor vessels for which it can be conservatively demonstrated by
experimental data and tests 'performed on comparable vessel steel, making
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appropriate allowances for uncertainties in the measurements, the adjusted
reference temperature established in accordance with Section III - Para-
graph B will not exceed 100oF at the end of the service lifetime of the
reactor vessel, at least three surveillance capsules shall be provided for
subsequent withdrawal as follows:

WITHDRAWAL SCHEDULE

First capsule - One-fourth service life
Second capsule - Three-fourths service life
Third capsule - Standby

In the event that the surveillance specimens exhibit, at one-quarter of
the vessel's life, a shift of the reference temperature greater than
originally predicted for similar material as recorded in the applicable
technical specification, the remaining withdrawal schedule shall be modi-
fied as follows:

'Second capsule - One-half service life
Third capsule - Standby

Para ra h C.3.b

For reactor vessels which do not meet the conditions of Section II
Paragraph C.3.a but for which it can'e conservatively demonstrated by
experimental data and tests performed on comparable vessel steels that
the adjusted reference temperature will not exceed 200 F at the end of
the service lifetime of the reactor vessel, at least four surveillance
capsules shall be provided for the subsequent withdrawal as follows:

First capsule - At the time when the predicted shift of
the adjusted reference temperature is approximately 50o
or at one-fourth service life, whichever is earlier.

Second capsule - At approximately one-half of the time
interval between first and thir d capsule withdrawal.

Third capsule - Three-fourths service life.
Fourth capsule - Standby.

Para ra h C.3.c

For reactor vessels which do not meet -the conditions of Section II
Paragraph C.3.b, at least five surveillance capsules shall be provided
for subsequent withdrawal as follows:

(I03)
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WITHDRAWAL SCHEDULE

First capsule - At the time when the predicted shift of
the adjusted reference temperature is approximately 50oF
or at one-fourth service life, whichever is earlier.

Second and third capsules - At approximately one-third and
two-thirds of the time interval between first and fourth
capsule withdrawal.

Fourth capsule - Three-fourths of service life.
Fifth capsule - Standby.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP-2 is required to conform with Section II - Paragraph C.3.a as the
adjusted reference temperature for both reactor vessels will not exceed
100oF. The withdrawal schedule complies with this section.

STATEMENT OF SECTION II - PARAGRAPH C.3.d

Provisions shall also be made for additional surveillance tests
to'onitorthe effects of annealing and subsequent irradiation.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP surveillance program is equipped with a standby surveillance capsule
identical to those required in Section II paragraph C.3a Appendix H of
the Code. This capsule can be used to monitor pressure vessel response
to further irradiation in the unlikely event that an anneal is required.

STATEMENT OF SECTION II - PARAGRAPHS C.3.e C.3.f AND C.3.

Para ra h C.3.e

Withdrawal schedules may be modified to coincide with those refueling
outages or plant shutdowns most closely approaching the withdrawal
schedule.

Par a ra h C.3.f

If accelerated irradiation capsules are employed in addition to the mini-
mum required number of surveillance capsules, the withdrawal schedule may
be modified, taking into account the test results obtained from testing
of the specimens in the acceler ated capsules. The proposed modif ied
withdrawal schedule in such cases shall be approved by the Commission on
an individual case basis.
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Para ra h C.3.

Proposed withdrawal schedules that differ from those specified in para-
graphs a. through f. shall be submitted with a technical justification
therefor to the Commission for approval. The proposed schedule shall not
be implemented without prior Commission approval.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP surveillance program does not anticipate the need for accelerated
testing due to the relative small shift in RTNDT. Should the condi-
tions dictate as Section I Paragraph C of Appendix G to 10 CFR 50, WNP-2
will obtain commission approval for change in the withdrawal schedule
,that differs from Section III - Paragraph C.3a.

STATEMENT OF SECTION II - PARAGRAPH C.4

For multiple reactors located at a single site, an integrated surveil-
lance program may be authorized by the Commission on an individual case
basis, depending on the degr ee of commonality and the predicted severity
of irradiation.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Not applicable for WNP-2.

SECTION III - FRACTURE TOUGHNESS TESTS

STATEMENT OF SECTION III - PARAGRAPH A

Fracture toughness testing of the specimens withdrawn from the capsules
shall be conducted in accordance with the requirements of Section III of
Appendix G, "Fracture Toughness Requirements."

STATEMENT OF SECTION III - PARAGRAPH 8

The adjusted reference temperatures for the base metal, heat-affected
zone, and weld metal shall be obtained from the test results by adding to
the reference temperature the amount of the temperature shift in the
Charpy test curves between the unirradiated material and the irradiated
material, measured at the 50 foot-pound level or that measured at the
35 mi 1 lateral expansion level, whichever temperature shift is greater.
The highest adjusted reference temperature and the lowest upper-shelf
energy level of all the beltline materials shall be used to verify that
the fracture toughness r equirements of Section Y - Paragraph 8 of
Appendix G are satisfied.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

WNP-2 surveillance program will test surveillance specimens in accordance
with ASME Code Section III and ASTM recommended testing practices.
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Adjusted reference temperature shall be determined in accordance. of Sec-
tion III, Paragraph B of Appendix H to 10 CFR 50.

SECTION IV - REPORT OF TEST RESULTS

STATEMENT OF SECTION IV - PARAGRAPH A

Each capsule withdrawal and the results of the fracture toughness tests
shall be the subject of a summary technical report to be provided to the
Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation, U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion, Washington, 0. C. 20555. The report shall include a schematic
diagram of the capsule locations in the reactor vessel, identification of
specimens withdrawn, the test results, and the relationship of the mea-
sured results to those predicted for the reactor vessel beltline region.

STATEMENT OF SECTION IV - PARAGRAPH 8

The report shall also include the dosimetry measurements performed at
each specimen withdrawal, analyses of the results which yield the calcu-
lated neutron fluence received by the reactor vessel beltline region
through the time of the tests, and comparisons with the originally pre-
dicted values of fluence.

STATEMENT OF SECTION IV - PARAGRAPH C

I

The operating pressure and temperature limitations established for the
period of operation of the reactor vessel between any two surveillance
specimen withdrawals shall be specified in the report, including any
changes made in operational procedures to assure meeting such temperature
limitations.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

A technical summary report including locations, orientations, and trace-
able identifiers for each capsule and specimen," test results, analysis
and comparison to predicted results shall be provided to the Commission
Director of Requalification. The Technical Summary Report shall also
include dosimetry measurements, calculated peak neutron fluence in the
beltline region, and a comparison to predicted vaIues. The operating
pressure and temperature limits for the period prior to capsule with-
drawal will be reported. Any changes in operating procedures will be
documented in accordance with technical specification revision proce-
dures, as required.
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APPENDIX I TO 10 CFR 50 - NUMERICAL GUIDES FOR DESIGN
OBJECTIVES AND LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION TO MEET THE

POWER R A T R LU NTS

SECTION II - GUIDE ON DESIGN OBJECTIVES FOR LIGHT-WATER COOLED NUCLEAR
N N

STATEMENT OF SECTION II - PARAGRAPH A

The calculated annual total quantity of all radioactive material above
background~ to be released from each light-water cooled nuclear power
reactor to unrestricted areas will not result in an estimated annual dose
or dose commitment from liquid effluents for any individual in an un-
restricted area from all pathways or exposure in excess of 3 millirems to
the total body or 10 mi llirems to any organ.

*Here and elsewhere in this Appendix'ackground means radioactive
materials in the envir onment and in the effluents from light-water cooled
power reactors not generated in, or attributed to, the reactors of which
specific account is required in determining design objectives.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The radiological impact of radionuclides released in liquid effluents is
discussed in subsection 5.2.4.1 of the WNP-2 ER-OL. Using the source
terms and assumptions in Tables 5.2-1, 5.2-5, and 5.2-6 and the models in
Appendix II to ER-OL, doses are estimated for individuals living near the
plant. Tables 5.2-9 and 5.2-14 summarize the annual radiation doses to
an individual which could be attributed to WNP-2. These calculated doses
are within 10 CFR 50 Appendix I guidelines.

STATEMENT OF SECTION II - PARAGRAPH B.1

The calculated annual total quantity of all radioactive material above
background to be released from each light-water cooled nuclear power
reactor to the atmosphere will not result in an estimated annual air dose
from gaseous effluents at any location near ground level which could be
occupied by individuals in unrestricted areas in excess of 10 millirads
for gamma radiation or 20 millirads for beta r adiation.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The radiological impact of radionuclides in gaseous effluents are dis-
cussed in subsection 5.2.4.2 of the WNP-2 ER-OL. The calculated air
doses for individuals living near the plant are listed in Tables 5.2-9
and 5.2-14-. These doses are within 10 CFR 50 Appendix I guidelines.
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STATEMENT OF SECTION II - PARAGRAPH 8.2

Notwithstanding the guidance of paragraph 8.1:

(a) The Commission may specify, as guidance on design objectives, a
lower quantity of radioactive material above background to be released to
the atmosphere if it appears that the use of the design objectives in
paragraph B.l is likely to result in an estimated annual external dose
from gaseous effluents to any individual in an unrestricted area in
excess of 5 millirems to the total body; and

(b) Design objectives based upon a higher quantity of radioactive
material above background to be released to the atmosphere than the quan-
tity specified in paragraph 8.1 will be deemed to meet the requirements
for keeping levels of radioactive material in gaseous effluents as low as
is reasonably achievable if the applicant provides reasonable assurance
that the proposed higher quantity will not result in an estimated annual
external dose from gaseous effluents to any individual in unrestricted
areas in excess of 5 mi llirems to the total body or 15 mi llirems to the
skin.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The calculated individual doses due to gaseous and particulate effluents
are given in Tables 5.2-9 and 5.2-14 of ER-OL. These doses are within
10 CFR 50 Appendix I guidelines.

STATEMENT OF SECTION II - PARAGRAPH C

The calculated annual total quantity of all radioactive iodine and radio-
active material in particulate form above background to be released from
each ligh%-water cooled nuclear power reactor in effluents to the atmos-
phere will not result in an estimated annual dose or dose commitment from
such radioactive iodine and radioactive material in particulate form for
any individual in an unrestricted area from all pathways of exposure in
excess of 15 mi llirems to any organ.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The calculated annual doses to various organs for gaseous and liquid
effluents including iodine are given in Tables 5.2-9 and 5.2-14. These
doses are well within Appendix I to 10 CFR 50 guidelines.

STATEMENT OF SECTION II - PARAGRAPH D

In addition to the provisions of paragraphs A, 8, and C above, the appli-
cant shall include in the radwaste system all items of reasonably demon-
strated technology that, when added to the system sequentially and in
order of diminishing cost-benefit return, can for a favorable costbenefit
ratio effect reductions in dose to the population reasonably expected to
be within 50 miles of the reactor. As an interim measure and until
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establishment and adoption of better values (or other appr opri ate cri-
teri a), the values $ 1000 per total body man-rem and $ 1000 per man-
thyroid-rem (or such lesser values as may be demonstrated to be suitable
in a particular case) shall be used in this cost-benefit analysis. The
requirements of this paragraph D need not'be complied with by persons who
have filed applications for construction permits which docketed on or
after January 2, 1971, and prior to June 4, 1976, if the radwaste systems
and equipment described in the preliminary or final safety analysis
report and amendments thereto satisfy the Guides on Design Objectives for
Light-Water-Cooled Nuclear Power Reactors proposed in the Concluding
Statement of Position of the Regulatory Staff in Docket-RM-50-2 dated
February 20, 1974, pages 25-30, reproduced in the Annex to this
Appendix I.
EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The WNP-2 application for construction permit was docketed in August
1971. The question of eligibility of WNP-2 to dispense with the Appen-
dix I cost-benefit analysis has been reviewed in the ASLB hearing of
November 11, 1975 on the Supply System's Nuclear Project No. 1 (WNP-1)
and Nuclear Project No. 4 (WNP-4), Docket Nos. 50-460 and 50-513. The
NRC staff testimony concluded that "the aggregate doses associated with
WPPSS Nuclear Project No. 1, WPPSS Nuclear Project No. 2, and WPPSS
Nuclear Project No. 4 operation meet the RM-50-2 design objectives."
These conclusions were ratified by the ASLB in its decision of Decem-
ber 22, 1975 (RAI-75/12 922, 934). Hence, no cost-benefit analysis is
required.

SECTION III - IMPLEMENTATION

STATEMENT OF SECTION III - PARAGRAPH A.l

Conformity with the guides on design objectives of Section II shall be
demonstrated by calculational procedures based upon models and data such
that the actual exposure of an individual through appropriate pathways is
unlikely to be substantially underestimated, all uncertainties being
considered together. Account shall be taken of the cumulative effect of
all sources and pathways within the plant contributing to the particular
type of effluent being considered. For determination of design objec-
tives in accordance with the guides of Section II, the estimation of
exposure shall be made with respect to such potential land and water
usage and food pathways as could actually exist during the term of plant
operation: provided, that if the requirements of par agraph B of Section
III are fulfilled, the applicant shall be deemed to have complied with
the requirements of Paragraph C of Section II with respect to radioactive
iodine if estimations of exposure are made on the basis of such food
pathways and individual receptors as actually exist at the time the plant
is licensed.
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EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The dispersion of radionuclides through liquid and gaseous pathways has
been calculated using conservative data and methodology which are dis-
cussed in section 5.2 of the ER-OL.

STATEMENT OF SECTION III - PARAGRAPH A.2

The characteristics attributed to a hypothetical receptor for the purpose
of estimating internal dose commitment shall take into account reasonable
deviations of individual habits from the average. The applicant may take
account of any real phenomenon or factors actually affecting the estimate
of radiation exposure, including the characteristics of the plant, modes
of discharge of radioactive materials, physical processes tending to
attenuate the quantity of radioactive material to which an individual
would be exposed, and the effects of averaging exposures over times
during which determining factors may fluctuate.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Radiological impacts calculations have been performed using conservative
data and methodology which are discussed in section 5.2 of the ER-OL.
The liquid waste and gaseous waste management system, described in sec-
tions 11.2 and 11.3 of FSAR, are designed to keep the radiation dose in
unrestricted areas as low as reasonably achievable within the guidelines
of Appendix I to 10 CFR 50.

STATEMENT OF SECTION III - PARAGRAPH B

If the applicant determines design objectives with respect to radioactive
iodine on the basis of existing conditions and if potential changes in
land and water usage and food pathways could result in exposures in excess
of the guideline values of paragraph C of Section II, the applicant shall
provide reasonable assurance that a monitoring and surveillance program
will be performed to determine:

1. The quantities of radioactive iodine actually released to the
atmosphere and deposited relative to those estimated in the determination
of design objectives;

2. Whether changes in land and water usage and food pathways which
would result in individual exposures greater than originally estimated
have occurred; and

3. The content of radioactive iodine and foods involved in the changesif and when they occur.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The Operational Radiological Environmental Monitoring Program (REMP) will
implement the guidance of Regulatory Guide 4.8 and will include effluent
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and environmental media monitoring and census program necessary to sub-
stantiate compliance with the Appendix I numerical guides and to assess
the radiological impact of plant operation.

SECTION IV - GUIDES ON TECHNICAI SPECIFICATION fOR LIMITING CONDITIONS

FOR PERATI N OF LI HT-WAT R OOLED NUCLEAR POWER REACTORS LICENSED UNDER

10 R 50

STATEMENT OF SECTION IV - PARAGRAPH A SUMMARY

If the quantity of radioactive material actually released in effluents to
unrestricted areas from a light-water cooled nuclear power reactor during
any calendar quarter is such that the resulting radiation exposure, cal-
culated on the same basis as the respective design objective exposure,
would exceed one-half the design objective annual exposure derived pursu-
ant to Sections II and III, the licensee shall investigate, take correc-
tive action, and report actions to the appropriate NRC Regional Office.

STATEMENT OF SECTION IV - PARAGRAPH B SUMMARY

The licensee shall establish an appropriate surveillance and monitoring
program.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The Limiting Conditions for Operation and the Surveillance Requirements
of the WNP-2 Environmental Radiological Monitoring Program are stated in
the radi ol ogi cal technical spec ificati ons for WNP-2. The reporting
requirements are also stated in Technical Specifications.

Radiological Technical Specifications will be submitted to the NRC for
review in the last quarter of 1982.

SECTION V - EFFECTIVE DATES

STATEMENT OF SECTION V - PARAGRAPH A

The guides for limiting conditions for operation set forth in this Appen-
dix shall be applicable in any case in which an application was filed on
or after January 2, 1971, „for a permit to construct a light-water cooled
nuclear power reactor.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The WNP-2 application was filed on August 19, 1971., Radiological
Technical Specification will be submitted to the NRC for review in
February 1982.

STATEMENT OF SECTION V - PARAGRAPH B

For each light-water cooled nuclear power reactor constructed pursuant to
a permit for which application was filed prior to January 2, 1971, the
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holder of the permit or a license authorizing operation of the reactor
shall, within a period of twelve months from June 4, 1975, file with the
Commi ssi on.

1. Such information as is necessary to evaluate the means employed for
keeping levels of radioactivity in effluents to unrestricted areas as low
as is reasonably achievable, including all such information as is required
by Section 50.34(a), (b), and (c) not already contained in his applica-
tion; and

2. Plans and proposed technical specifications developed for the pur-
pose of keeping releases of radioactive materials to unrestricted areas
during normal reactor operations, including expected operational occur-
rences, as low as is reasonably achievable.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The WNP-2 construction permit application was filed on August 19, 1971.
Therefore, this paragraph is not applicable to WNP-2.

CONCLUSION

for WNP-

~
~of .1982.

Washington Public Power Supply System has addressed and complies with the
requirements of Appendix I, 10 CFR 50 as documented in FSAR sections 11.2
and 11.3 and ER-OL section 5.2. The Radiological Technical Specification

2 will be submitted to the NRC for review in the last quarter
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APPENDIX J - REACTOR CONTAINMENT LEAKAGE
TESTING FOR WATER COOLED

P A

SECTION II'I - LEAKAGE TESTING RE UIREMENTS

SECTION III - PARAGRAPH A - TYPE A TEST

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The proposed WNP-2 Technical Specifications, Paragraph 4.6.1.2 contains
the following requirements with regard to reactor primary containment
leak rate testing:

4.6.1.2 The primary containment leakage rates shall be demon-
strated at the following test schedule and shall be determined
in conformance with the criteria specified in Appendix J of
10 CFR 50 using the methods and provisions of ANSI N45.5-
1972:

t

a. Three Type A Overall Integrated Containment Leakage Rate
tests shall be conducted at 40 + 10 month intervals
during shutdown at Pa, 24.7 psig, during each 10-year
service period. The third test. of each set shall be
conducted during the shutdown for the 10-year plant in-
service inspection.

b. If any periodic Type A test fails to meet .75 L, the
test schedule for subsequent Type A tests sha)1 be
reviewed and approved by the Commission. If two consecu-
tive Type A tests fail to meet .75 La, a Type A test
shall be performed at least every 18 months until two
consecutive Type A tests meet .75 La, at which time the
above test schedule may be resumed.

c ~ The accuracy of each Type A test shall be verified by a
supplemental test which:

1. Confirms the accuracy of the test by verifying that
the difference between the supplemental data and the
Type A test data is withi.n 0.25 La.

2. Has duration sufficient to establish accurately the
change in leakage rate between the Type A test and
the supplemental test.

3. Requires the quantity of gas injected into the con-
tainment or bled from the containment during the
supplemental test to be equivalent to at least
25 percent of the total measured leakage at Pa,
34.7 psig.

(113)



WNP-2

It should be noted that subsequent negotiations on the WNP-2 Technical
Specifications could change this proposal.

SECTION III - PARAGRAPHS 8 AND C - TYPE 8 AND C TESTS

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The proposed WNP-2 Technical Specification, Paragraph 4.6.1.2 also con-
tains the following requirements with regard to reactor primary contain-
ment leak rate tests.

'.

Type 8 and C tests shall be conducted with gas at Pa,
34.7 psig, at intervals no greater than 24 months except
for tests involving:

1. Air locks,

2. Main steam line isolation valves,

3. Penetrations using continuous leakage monitoring
systems,

4. Valves pressurized with fluid from a seal system,
and

e. Air locks shall be tested and demonstrated OPERABLE per
Surveillance Requirement 4.6.1.3.

f. Main steam line valves shall be leak tested at least once
per 18 months.

g. Type 8 periodic tests are not required for penetrations
continuously monitored by the Containment Penetration
Pressurization System, provided the system is OPERABLE
per Specification 3.6.1.9.

h. Containment i sol ati on val ves in hydrostati cally tested
lines which penetrate the primary containment shall be
leak tested at least once per 18 months.

Leakage from isolation valves that are sealed with fluid
from a seal system may be excluded, subject to the provi-
sions of Appendix J, Section III.C.3, when determining
the combined leakage rate provided the valves are pres-
surized to at least 1.10 Pa, 38.2 psig, and the seal
system capacity is adequate to maintain system pressure
for at least 30 days.

j. Type 8 tests for penetrations employing a continuous
leakage monitoring system shall be conducted at Pa,
34.7 psig, at intervals no greater than once per 3 years.
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k. All test leakage rates shall be calculated using observed
data converted to absolute values. Error analyses shall
be performed to select a balanced integrated leakage
measurements system.

1; The provisions of Specification 4.0.2 are not applicable.

It should be noted that subsequent negotiations on WNP-2 Technical Speci-
fications could change this proposal.

SECTION III - PARAGRAPH D - PERIODIC RETEST SCHEDULE

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The retest schedules for Type A, 8, and C tests shall be in accordance
with Section III, Paragraph 0 of Appendix J with the exception stated in
4.6.1.3 of the technical specifications.

SECTION IV - SPECIAL TESTING RE UIREMENTS

SECTION IV - PARAGRAPH A - CONTAINMENT MODIFICATION

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

No major containment modification is anticipated at WNP-2.

SECTION IV - PARAGRAPH B - MULTIPLE LEAKAGE BARRIER OR SUBATMOSPHERIC
CON TAINMENTS

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The proposed WNP-2 Technical Specifications, Paragraph 4.6.5.1 contain
the following requirements with regard to secondary containment.

4.6.5.1 SECONDARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY shall be demonstrated
by:

a. Verifying at least once per 24 hours that the pressure
within the secondary containment is less than or equal to
0.25 inches of vacuum water gauge.

b. Verifying at least once per 31 days that:

l. All secondary containment equipment hatches and
blowout panels are closed and sealed.

2. At least one door in each access to the secondary
containment is closed.
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'c ~

3. All secondary containment penetrations .not capable
of being closed by OPERABLE secondary containment
automatic isolation dampers/valves and required to
be closed during accident conditions are closed by
valves, blind flanges, or deactivated automatic
dampers/valves secured in position.

At least once per 18 months:

l. Verifying that one standby gas treatment, subsystem
for one hour and maintaining greater than or'qual
to 0.25 inches of vacuum water gauge in the secon-
dary containment at a flow rate not exceeding
2240 CFM.

It should be noted that subsequent negotiations on the WNP-2 Technical
Specifications could change this proposal.

SECTION V - INSPECTION AND REPORTING OF TESTS

SECTION V - PARAGRAPH A - CONTAINMENT INSPECTION AND
PARAGRAPH 8 - REPORT OF TEST RESULTS

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Inspection and reporting of tests shall be in accordance with Section V

of Appendix J. The results of the preoperational containment leak rate
test will be submitted to the NRC in 1982."

CONCLUSION

The Supply System has addressed and complies with the requirements of
10 CFR 50, Appendix J, for WNP-2.
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APPENDIX K TO 10 CFR 50 - ECCS EVALUATION MODES

Compliance wi th 10 CFR 50 Appendi x K i s speci fical 1 y required by
10 CFR 50.46. WNP-2 compliance is documented in Section 6.3 of the WNP-2
FSAR.
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APPENDIX R TO 10 CFR 50 - FIRE PROTECTION PROGRAM FOR

NUCLEAR POWER fACILITIES OPERATING PRIOR TO JANUARY 1979

Compliance is documented in Amendment No. 19, Fire Protection Evaluation,
to the MNP-2 FSAR which was submitted to the NRC on October 12, 1981.
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10 CFR 100.10 - FACTORS TO BE CONSIDERED
WHEN EVALUATING SITES

STATEMENT OF SECTION 100.10

Factors considered in the evaluation of sites include those relating both
to the proposed reactor design and the characteristics peculiar to the
site. It is expected that reactor s will reflect through their design,
construction and operation an extremely low probability for accidents
that could result in release of significant quantities of radioactive
fission pr oducts. In addition, the site location and the engineered
features included as safeguards against the hazardous consequences of an
accident, should one occur, should ensure a low risk of public exposure.
In particular, the Commission will take the following factors into con-
sideration in detemining the acceptability of a site for a power or test-
ing reactor:

(a) Characteristics of reactor design and proposed operation
including:

(1) Intended use of the reactor including the proposed maximum
power level and the nature and inventory of contained
radioactive materials;

(2) The extent to which generally accepted engineering stan-
dards are applied to the design of the reactor;

J

(3) The extent to which the reactor incorporates unique or
unusual features having a significant bearing on the
probability or consequences of accidental release of
radioactive materials;

(4) The safety features that are to be engineered into the
facility and those barriers that must be breached as a
result of an accident before a release of radioactive
material to the environment can occur.

(b) Population density and use characteristics of the site envi-
rons, including the exclusion area, low population zone, and
population center distance.

(c) Physical characteristics of the site, including seismology,
meteorology, geology and hydrology.

(1) Appendix A, "Seismic and Geologic Siting Criteria for
Nuclear Power Plants," describes the nature of investi-
gations required to obtain the geologic and seismic data
necessary to determine site suitability and to provide
reasonable assurance that a nuclear power plant can be
constructed and operated at a proposed site without undue
risk to the health and safety of the 'public. It describes
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procedures for determining the quantitative vibratory
ground motion design basis at a site due to earthquakes
and describes information needed to determine whether and
to what extent a nuclear power plant need be designed to
withstand the effects of surface faulting.

(2) Meteorological conditions at the site and in the surround-
ing area should be considered.

(3) Geological and hydrological characteristics of the pro-
posed site may have a bearing on the consequences of an
escape of radioactive material from the facility. Special
precautions should be planned if a reactor is to be
located at a site where a significant quantity of radio-
active effluent might accidentally flow in to nearby
streams or rivers or might find ready access to under-
ground water tables.

(d) Where unfavorable physical characteristics of the site exist,
the proposed site may nevertheless be found to be acceptable if
the design of the facility includes appropriate and adequate
compensating engineering safeguards.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The factors required to be considered with regard to both the plant
design and the site have been provided in the WNP-2 FSAR and Environ-
mental Report. Site specifics, including seismology, meteorology,
geology, and hydrology, are presented in FSAR, Chapter 2. The FSAR also
describes the characteristics of reactor design and operation.

CONCLUSION

Conformance with the intent and specific requirements of 10 CFR 100.10 is
documented for WNP-2. No site constraints have been identified in the
FSAR, Environmental Report, nor during CP deliberations.

(I2O)
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10 CFR 100.11 - DETERMINATION OF EXCLUSION
AREA LOW POPULATION ZONE AND POPULATION

EN I

STATEMENT OF SECTION 100.11

(a) As an aid in evaluating a proposed site, an applicant should
assume a fission produce release from the core, the expected
demonstrable leak rate from the containment and the meteoro-
logical conditions pertinent to his site to derive an exclusion
area, a low population zone and population center distance.
For the purpose of this analysis, which shall set forth the
basis for the numerical values used, the applicant should
determine the following:

(1) An exclusion area of such size that an individual located
at any point on its boundary for two hours immediately
following onset of the postulated fission product release
would not receive a total radiation dose to the whole body
in excess of 25 rem or a total radiation dose in excess of
300 rem to the thyroid from iodine exposure.

(2) A low population zone of such size that an individual
located at any point on its outer boundary who is exposed
to the radioactive cloud resulting from the postulated
fission product release (during the entire period of its
passage) would not receive a total radiation dose to the
whole body in excess of 25 rem or a total radiation dose
in excess of 300 rem to the thyroid from iodine exposure.

(3) A population center distance of at least one and one-third
times the distance from the reactor to the outer boundary
of the low population zone. In applying this guide, the
boundary of the population center shall be determined upon
consideration of population distribution. Political
boundaries are not controlling in the application of this
guide. Where very large cities are involved, a greater
distance may be necessary because of total integrated
population dose consideration.

(b) For sites for multiple reactor facilities consideration should
be given to the following:

(1) If the reactors are independent to the extent that an
accident in one reactor would not inititate an accident in
another, the size of the exclusion area, low population
zone and population center distance shall be fulfilled
with respect to each reactor individually. The envelopes
of the plan overlay of the areas so calculated shall then
be taken as their respective boundaries.
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(2) If the reactors are interconnected to the extent that an
accident in one reactor could affect the safety of opera-
tion of any other, the size of the exclusion area, low
population zone and population center distance shall be
based upon the assumption that all interconnected reactors
emit postulated fission product releases simultaneously.
This requirement may be reduced in relation to the degree
of coupling between reactors, the probability of contain-
ment accidents and the probability that an individual
would not be exposed to the radiation effects from simul-
taneous release. The applicant would be expected to
justify to the satisfaction of the Commission the basis
for such a reduction in the source term.

(3) The applicant is expected to show that the simultaneous
operation of multiple reactors at a site will not result
in total r adioactive effluent releases beyond the allow-
able limits of applicable regulations.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

The exculsion area, low population zone and population center distance
are described in the FSAR, Chapter 2. All requirements of this section
with regard to these areas and distances are met. The FSAR accident
analyses, particularly those in Chapters 6 and 15, demonstrate that off-
site doses resulting from postulated accidents would not exceed the cri-
teria in this section of the regulation.

CONCLUSION

Conformance with the intent and specific requirements of 10 CFR 100.11 is
documented in the WNP-2 FSAR.

(122)
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APPENDIX A TO 10 CFR 100 - SEISMIC AND

GEOLOGIC SITING CRITERIA FOR NUCLEAR
P PLAN

STATEMENT OF APPENDIX A TO 10 CFR 100 SUMMARY

General Design Criterion 2 of Appendix A" to Part 50 of this chapter
requires that nuclear power 'plant structures, systems and components
important to safety be designed to withstand the effects of natural
phenomena such as earthquakes, tornadoes, hurricanes, floods, tsunami,
and seiches without loss of capability to perform their safety functions.
It is the purpose of these criteria to set forth the principal seismic
and geologic considerations which guide the Commission in its evaluation
of the suitability of proposed sites for nuclear power plants, and the
suitability of the plant design bases established in consideration of the
seismic and geologic characteristics of the proposed sites.

These criteria are based on the limited geophysical and geological infor-
mation available to date concerning faults and earthquake occurrence and
effect. They will be revised as necessary when more complete information
becomes available.

In general, the criteria are set forth with regard to: (1) the investi-
gations required for vibratory ground motion, for surface faulting, for
seismically induced floods and water waves; (2) the seismic and geologic
design basis for the plan with respect to the results of these investi-
gations; and (3) the application of these bases to the engineering design.

EVALUATION OF COMPLIANCE

Structures and equipment important to plant safety are protected from or
designed to withstand all appropriate natural phenomena at the plant site.
Design is based on the most severe phenomena probable with special con-
sideration for the uncertainty in prediction. Detailed discussions of
the phenomena themselves, and how they are applied to the structures and
equipment, are found in the following FSAR sections:

Meteorology, Section 2.3;

Hydrology, Section 2.4;

Geology and Seismology, Section 2.5;

Classification of Structures, Components, and Systems,
Section 3.2;

Wind and Tornado Design Criteria, Section 3.3;

Water Level Design Criteria, Section 3.4;
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Missile Protection Criteria, Section 3.5;

Seismic Design, Section 3.7;

Design of Seismic Category I Structures, Section 3.8;

Mechanical Systems and Components, Section 3.9;

Seismic gualification of Seismic Category I Instrumentation and
Electrical Equipment, Section 3.10; and

Environmental Design of Mechanical and Electrical Equipment,
Section 3.11.

CONCLUSION

The Supply System complies with the requirements of Appendix A to
10 CFR 100 for WNP-2. The WNP-2 site and plant environmental design
considerations meet the NRC seismic and geologic siting criteria.

(124)
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SONGS 2'.3 SEISI'sllC O'-'SIGIL 0"-RlF ICP.TIOid

'REPARATION SY GA II'!!TIATOR

AFFECTED ITEMS: Safety Injection Line to Reactor Coolant Loop lA
Piping Stress Analysis Package PSG-74

!iEQIJ!REMENT REFEREilCE DOCUM NTS:

Pipe Sup'port Description List Sheets

BASIC REQUIREMENT: The design load should be an absolute summation of the seismic inertia
loads and the seismic anchor movement loads comb'ned with an algebraic summation wi'th the
dead weight an/ therm~ll'igads, with the exception of tne special case wnere ZPAs occur,
this uses '(DBE + ZPA )

DESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL FINDING:

The above summation of weight, thermal, seismic inertia and seismic anchor movement loads
exceeds the design load of five of the twenty-two supports tnat have been considered in
PSG-74. These supports are PS-12, PS-14, PS-16, PS-17 and PS-22.
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REVISION

C. REVIEW<'Y ORIGltiAr OESIGN ORGANIZATION , COMViEtvTS

The correct nethod for conbining pipe support design loads is given in Section 27.6.8
the SOtiGS 2 & 3 Pipe Support Group Design!Ianual. See attached sheets 27, 28 and
from this manual. Sheet 27 shows that the procedure for combining seismic inertia
seismic anchor novement loads is by the SRSS method. This method i.s considered

conservative due to the extremely low probability of a maximum seisnic inertia load
occurring at the same instant in time as the maximum load due to seismic anchor move-
ments.

0 AGREE PF IS VAUD . This combined seismic
and thermal loads.

t3 OI AGR'EE

load is then added algebraically with weight

BY+ Daze:~+i <~

O. RECOt".~E>.DATION BY FINDIt'GS REV!e~P COthtIITTEE

DEFINITION ADEQUACY:

VALIDITY:

10 CFR 21:

10 CRF 50.55(e):
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BY DATE:

E. TPT PROJECT ti1ANAGER

0 ACCEPT

D REJECT

BY: DATE:





gyp -PF R - t-mc>(

~/~~/ '~

p o

~2

g'
Ol D

C
D

~I

D8
C

D R

C
C
0
c '8

7 E

3! k
W g
D

f O

D '
Q.

~ ~ ~,'~ $D
I

The folloving combination.shall"be used" for NB«365'2 equation (9)
faulted condition.
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INERTIA JI
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DISP

where

j = x, y, z

27.6.7 PIPE BREAK EFFECTS

Stress summaries vill bc provided to Mechanical Group and the nozzle
loads are furnished to CE. Jet impingement"loads are described in
Section 27.6.6.

27.6.8 : PIPE SUPPORT DESIGN LOADS

For faulted condition, the moments in each individual direction shall
be combined as follovs:

E
llew

CO O

o

Rg0 g
O

D ~
~a P

hg
8~
C X
~ O

R
O D0

'8 I

e=

~ ~

EQ
I

; where
I

I SI

HYDRO WT..=

PLANT DESIGN

Definition of Terms

Loads from Thermal Analysis

Dead Weight, Loads

Load Associated with DBE earthquake,

g

Loads from seismic inertia analysis,
DBE

Loads from Seismic Anchor Movement
Analysis, DBE

Dead Weight Loads Associated with Hydro Test
Loads

NUMBER Sec. 27.0

SHEET 27 OF 31
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I

RVC

Loads from Fast Valve Closure

Loa'ds from'Relief Valve Opening - Closed System
(Transient)

RVO
I

I

PD
I

I
I

LOCA i=

Loads from Relief Valve Opening - Open System
(Sustained)

Loads from Untied Expansion Joint at Design
Pressure I

Loads Associated with LOCA Event

= (JI + DISP)

where

JI = Loads from Jet Impingement

DISP = Z,oads Associated with NSSS Vessel
During LOCA Condition

DF
l
I
I

DU
I

DE
I

I

Dynamic Events Associated with LOCA (Piping Must
Remain Intact)

Dynamic Events Associated with Upset Plant
Condition

Dynamic Events Associated With Emergency Plant
Condition

AS."K Clasp 2 and 3 Piping Systems

Using the load combinations
shown the pipe support design
loads are the load combination
which gives the largest
algebraic value in each
dire4tion.

DW. + EQ. + PD
TH + DW + EQ + RVO + PD
HYDRO WT. + PD
TH + DW + DF + PD
TH + DW + FV + PD
TH + DW + RVC + PD
TH + DW + DU + PD
TH + DW + DE + PD

For post ASME Class 2 and 3 piping the
comb'jnations are:

II);HYDRO WT.

2) 'I' EQ

3) 'H + WT + EQ

governing load

PLANT DESIGN NUMBER Sec. 27.0
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, ~ .,'.E B31.1 Power Piping Systems, Seismic

Load combinations sets used
to obtain maximum pipe
support design loads in
each direction that the
support ac s

Category II
K'DRO + PD
TH+ DW+ FV+ PD
TH+ DW+ RVC+ PD

DW + Static Seismic + PD

TH + IN + Static Seismic
+ RYO + PD

$
A

h.

V
V

E
0

C0
'0
e

0
V

E
V

0

's>

8
0

0

'R

E

K

0.
'0
C
V

Static seismic per Appendix 4G or upgrade criteria. SANs are not included in
static seismic analysis.

State Seismic = N - S

STATIC
VERT. - E - W

STATIC STATIC

B31.1 Power Piping Systems, Seismic Category I

Load Combinations

ASIDE Class 1 Piping Systems

HYDRO + PD
TH + DW + PV + PD
TH + DW + RVC + PD

'W+EQ+ PD
'TH + DW + EQ + PD + RVO

Loads combinations are the sane as for ASIE Class 2 and 3 piping systems with
the addition of the following LOCA condition:

t

Co
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g" K
0 XaV
~l MV

V
a P
v '8
8=

K
V

Vil
0 8

Ey

= TH f WT + BE SI + DBE SAN + JI + DISP

The above load combination is the governing criteria for design loads on Class
1 pipe supports.

27.6.9 STRESS INTENSIFICATION FACTORS (SIF)

A. SIF for elbows, tees, reinforced, and unreinforced branch
connections shall be per the Code.

B. SIF for Sweepolets shall be the larger of the SIF for a welding
tee or the SZF as specified by the vendor.

C. SIF for veldolets shall be the larger of the SIF for an unrein-
forced branch connection or the SIF as specified in the vendor catalog.
Deviation from this requires EGS approval.

C
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Attachment to PFR-2408-PFR-FOOl and F002

When values from the dynamic analysis and those from the static di ferential
displacement an lysis (SAN) are combined it is NRC's position that the absolute
sum method be used. +BPC used the SRSS method in combining the load from seismic
inertia and SANs. However, the SSE is a faulted event which according to the
ASNE Code does not include consideration of any secondary loading (SAN and THE1'Z~AE).
Therefore, BPC is conservative in their approach by includin the, secondary loadings
in the faulted event and the method used for summation is not a point of concern.
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PFR NO 2408 PER IP002

POl ENTIAL j= ENDING REPOPi I REVISION

SONGS 253 SBSMtC DiSIGf'J VERIHCATlON.

PREPARATION BY GA liVITIATOR

AFFECTED ITFMS: Safety injection Line to Reactor Coolant Loop 1A

Piping Stress Analysis Package PSG-74

REQUIREMENT REFERENCE DOCUhIENTS:

BASIC REQUIREMENT: The total net design load should be an absolute summation of the
seismic inertia loads and the seismic anchor movement loads combined by an algebraic

'ummation with the dead weight and thermal loads.

DESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL FINDING:

The above summation of w'eight, thermal, seismic loads inertia and seismic anchor movement
loads from both sides of the anchor using the latest seismic computer run exceeds the

<maul load of both of the anchors.
'(~
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REJECTION OF ORIGINALDESIGiV ORG. COMMENTS BY:

B. REVIEW BY GA TASK I EADER COMMENTS

AGREE PF IS VALID BY

0 REQUEST RE.REVIEW SY

D. ~MB~
DATE

Q DISAGREE BY DATE

0 R VIEW OF GPIGINAL OESIGiV ORGS. CCMiIENTS BY: DATE:
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REViSION

C. REVIEW'Y ORIGINAL DESIGN ORGANIZATION,COMMENT3

The correct method for combining pipe support design loads is given in Section 27.6.8
the SONGS 2 & 3 Pipe Support Group Design Hanual. See attached sheets 27, 28 and

from this manual. Sheet 27 shows that the procedure for combining seismic inertia
and seismic anchor movement loads is by the SRSS method. This method is considered
conservative due to the extremely low probability of a maximum seismic inertia load
occurring at the same instant in time as the maximum load "due to seismic anchor move-
ments.

0 AGREE PF IS YAUD

I2 D REE

This combined seismic load is then addEsd algebraically with weight
and thermal loads.

, BYo DATE:. s/ilZa-

D. RECOl".!ENDATION 8Y FINDINGS R VIED COMMITTEE

DEFINITIONADEQUACY:

VALIDITY:

E ADEQUATE

0 VAUO

0 INADEQUATE

~INVALID '~
)0

- CLASSIFICATION:

STIFICATION:

0 OBSERVATION

~ g >/J+l<~

0 FINDING

CLASSIFICATION CRITERION NO. RESULTING IN "FINDING

COMMENT ON "OBSERVATION"CLASSIFICATION

I

BY DATE: ~ii~
E. TPT PROJECT MANAGER

g ACCEPT

0 REJECT

BY'ATE:+i~ +~
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The following coabination shall be used for MB-3652 e'quation (9)
faulted condition.

PD D

Bl 2t' B2 2I Mig 3S

vhere

M) ~M) +, DBE
+ M,

IhERTIA JI
') LOCA

DISP

vhere

j-«a,y,x

27.6.7 PIPE SREhK EFFECTS

Mi= 5 +M +5z y a

For faulted condition, the. moments in each individual direction shall
be combined as follows:

Stress sumnaries vill be provided to Mechanical Group and the nozzle
loads are furnished to CE. Jet impingement loads are described in
Section 27.6.6.

27.6.8 ~ PIPE SUPPORT DESIGN LOADS

Definition of Terms

TH Loads from Thermal Analysis

ji
ge

„8g
s.

It=

4$

I8

~
h.

DV

EQ

I

where
I

SI,

Dead Weight Loads

Load Associated vith DBE earthquake,

SI + SAM

Loads from seismic inertia analysis,
DBE

SAM = Loads from Seismic Anchor Movement
Analysis, DBE

EH80 WT. I= Dead Weight Loads Associated vith Hydro Test
Loads

~a

0
~I

PLANT DESIGN ' NUMBER Sec. 27.0

SHEET 27 OF 31

DATE 12-10-80
ED.22 (3?4)
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Loads from Fast Valve Closure

RVC

t
RVO

I

PD

I
I

LOCA

Loads from Relief Valve Opening - Closed System
(Transient)

Loads from Relief Valve Opening .- Open System
(Sus ta ined)

Loads from Untied Expansion Joint at Design
Pressure . I

Loads Associated with LOCA Event

= (JI + DISP)

where

JI

DISP =

Loads from Jet Impingement

Loads Associated with NSSS Vessel
During LOCA Condition

'ei
Sg

4$
gg
7'j

g

W 'g

Dynamic Events Associated with LOCA (Piping Must
Remain'ntact)

Dynamic Events
Condition

Associated with Upset Plant

DW. + EQ. + PD
TH + DW + EQ + RVO + PD
HYDM Wl'. + PD
TH+ DW+ DF+ PD
TH+ DW+ FV+ PD
TH + DW + RVC + PD
TH + DW + DU + PD
TH + DW + DE + PD .

For post ASME Class 2 and 3 piping the governing load
comb/nations are:

I

I) ~ HYDRO VZ.
I

2) 'Wl'+ EQ

3); TH + Wl' EQ

DU
I
f \
I

DE I= Dynamic Events Associated With Emergency Plant
! Condition

ASME Clas) 2 and 3 Piping Systems

Using the load combinations
shown the pipe support design ~

load| are the load combination
whicP gives the largest
algebraic value in each
direLtion.

j
t

PLANT DESIGN NUMBER Sec. 27.0

SHEET 28 PF 31

DATE 12-10-80
ED 22 I3 74!
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B31.1 Power Piping Systems, Seismic Category II

Load combinations sets used
to obtain maximum pipe
support design loads in
each direction that the
support, acts

Static seismic per Appendix 46 or
static seismic analysis.

HYDRO + PD
TH + IN + FV + PD
TH + DW + RVC + PD
DV + Static Seismic + PD

TK + IN + Static Seismic
+ RYO + PD

upgrade criteria. SANs are not included in

State Seismic < N - S

STATIC
VERT. R - W

STATIC, STATIC

B31.1 Power Piping Systems, Seismic Category I

Load Combinations

ASME Class 1 Piping Systems

HYDRO + PD
TH+ DW+ PV+ PD
TH + DW + RVC + PD
DW + EQ + PD
TH + IN + EQ + PD + RVO

TH + WT + Q + LOCA

Loads combinations are the same as for ASME Class 2 and 3 piping systems with
the addition of the following LOCA condition:

u E
Ql
Cl s
0 v

e

K
8

$ e
C 'g

gg
'R |!

4j
g!

= TH+ WT+ BE SI + DBE ShN + JI + DISP

The above l'oad combination is the governing criteria for design loads, on Class
1 pipe supports.

27.6.9 STRESS IHTENSIFICATION FACTORS (SIF)

A. SIF for elbows, tees, reinforced, and unreinforced branch
~ connections shall be per the Code.

B. SIF for Sweepolets shall be the larger of the SIF for a welding
tee or the SIP as specified by the vendor.

C. SIF for weldolets shall be the larger of the SIF for an unrein-
forced branch connection or th» SIF as specified in the vendor catalog.
Deviation from this requires EGS approval.

0
PLANT DESIGN 'NUMBER Sec. 27.0

SHEET 29 OF 31

DATE
ED 22 {3-7aI



Attachment to PFR-2408-PFR-F001 and F002

When values from the dynamic analysis and those from the static differential
displacement analysis (SAM) are combined it'is NRC's position that the absolute

. sum method be used. QBPC used the SRSS method in combining the load from seismic
inertia and SAMs. However, the SSE is a faulted event which according to the
ASME Code does not include consideration of any secondary loading (SAM and THERMAL).

'Therefore, BPC i's conservative in their approach by. including the secondary loadings
in the faulted event and the method used for summation is not a point of concern.
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POTENTIAL FINDING REPORT REv~SIO~

SONGS 283 SEISMIC DESIGN VERIFICATION

PREPARATIOIAI BY GA INITIATOR

AFFFCTEO ITEMS CEN-99(S), "Seismic Program for Qualification of NSSS-Supplied
Instrumentation Equipment."

REQUIREMENT REFERENCE DOCUMENTS
QADP 5.8, Rev. 0, "Other Design Documents."

BAS I C R EQUI R EMENT:
Design documents must be reviewed, approved, issued and revisions controlled.

OESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL F INOING:

OATE:

OATE

CEN-99(S) appears to exist only as a marked-up draft copy. Combustion Engineering
furnished this marked-up draft to GA as the only version available. A copy of the
Title page is attached as an illustration of the condition of the document. Also
attached is a section from the FSAR that references CEN-99(S).

PREPAREO BY: ~~'P ~g ~~~OATS: WI jPK
REJECTION OF GA TASK LEAOER COMMENTS BY:

REJECTION OF ORIGINAL DESIGN ORG. COMMENTS
BY'.

REVIEW BY GA TASK LEAOER COMMENTS

gF ~ inuA'E- P
2//E/EA-

Q AGREE PF ISVAI.IO

C3 R EQUEST R E-R EV I EW

BY

BY

Q OISAGREE BY,

VIEW OF ORIGINAL DESIGN ORGS. COMMENTS BY:

,„„~ilEn'-
OATE,

i ATEi'a~~ „„,~/il~
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REVISION

C. REVIEW BY ORIGINAL DESIGN ORGANIZATION COMMENTS

hile C-E concedes that CEN-99(S) exists with handwritten annotations, it is neither a draft.
a design document. It is a finalized, controlled licensing document that was submitted,

short notice, to the IIRC in support of San Onofre's licensing effort as a partial resp ns-
zo Question 032.4 (see attached). CEN-99(S) and CEN-94(S) are plant specific replacements
for the two-part, generic topical report, CENPD-182.

As the documents'bstract says: "CEN-99(S) is a summary of the C-E seismic qualification
program utilized to demonstrate the seismic design adequacy of the instrumentation and

0 AGREEPF IS VALID control equipment used in the C-E supplied NSSS for San Onofre Units
2&3"8 DISAGREE

DATE:

D. RECOMMENDATION BY FINOliIIGS REVIEW COI"IMITTEE

DEFINITION ADEQUACY:

VALIDITY:

C LASS I F I GATI ON:

Q ADEQUATE

0 VALID

0 OBSERVATION

0 INADEQUATE

@ INVALID

0 FINDING

J UST IF I CATION:

CLASSIFICATION CRITERION NO. 8 ESUJ.TING IN "FINDING"

COMMENT ON "OBSERVATION"CLASSIFICATION

BY: DATE:

E. GA PROJECT MANAGER

Q ACCEPT

0 REJECT
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Page 2 Continuation 2408 PFR Ho. F005
Revision A

's

to the references in the FSAR to CEH-'99(S), the. early sections of CEH-99(S) merely
describe the scope and definitions of the seismic qualification program, sections 3.5
and 3.6 describe the qualification procedures in accordance with IEEE Std's 344- 197}
and 344-1975 respectively, and section 4.0 describes the administrative procedures
C-E follows for seismic qualification. 'Within section 4.0 there is a discussion of
how C-E sets forth the equipment specification, the vendor submits his design and
qualification program to C-E for approval, C-E follows the qualification including

" the witnessing of tests if necessary, the test facility forwards a test/analysis report
to C-E and C-E's acceptance as a qualification report. The documents used in this
procedure (C-E Specifications, RAR's (Request for Approval or Review), Test Pro-
cedures, Test Plans and Test Reports) have been reviewed by GA's guality Assurance
reviewers on a number of items already. Any other criteria in CEN-99(S) draw from
the above mentioned IEEE Std's.

In summation, CEH-99(S) is not a draft copy of a'design document, but rather, a
finalized, controlled licensing document that gives a summary of C-E's seismic
qualification program and contains a series of references for the use of those
concerned in the qualification program.
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Responses to NRC Questions
San Onofre 283

'4 <cF /pA
F

I'uestion

032.4

Reference is made to Combustion Enginee 'ng Topical Report, CENPD-3.82 for
the seismic qualification of the Class IE instrumentation and control
equipment in the NSSS scope of supply.

This topical report is presently under review by the NRC and the staff has
requested CE to provide'addit'onal information with regard to their seis-
mic qualification program.

In order to proceed with the review of San Onofre 2 and 3 in this area, we

require a commitment from the applicant to accept the generic resolution
achieved on the report between the NRC and Combustion Engineering.

Therefore, provide your commitment in this area.

~Res onse

By the letter referenced below(<) the requested additional information ~as
provided with regard to the seismic qualification program. Should add-'-
tional concerns ar'e as a result of the staff's review of the referenced
letter(a) op the updated program and test results in CEN-99(S)'(c) and
CEN-94(S)(">, respectively, the applicants will evaluate the impact on
San Onofre Units 2 and 3 to determine . f any action is required.

Reference

See FSAR section 3.10. No FSAR change was made.

a. C-E letter from A. E. Scherer to K. Kniel (NRC), LD-77-068 June 28,
1977.

b. Seismic Qualification Data for NSSS-Supplied Instrumentation Equipment,"
Combustion Engineering, Enc.t, ~CEN-94 S , July 1978.

c. "Seismic Program for Qualification of NSSS-Supplied Instrumentation
Equipment," Combustion Engineering, intr.t, ~CF'M-99 S, iugust 1978.

11/78 QSR 3.10-1 Amendment 13
'
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San Onofru 2C~3 1'SA!t

3. 10 SFTS'ETC OL': LIFT.". 7 IO.'! 0: S.".I"-.'1IC O'Ti:.CORY I I':ST.",L".fi'..'"".AT!0'i '':D
ELECTRl Cr'L i'.OUl i':> '.::T

( 3.10. 1 SEISMIC /VALI!'ICATIO'.tCP.ITLPIA

The seismic qualific tion of Category I instrumentation and.electrical
equipment dern-nstrates an equip-,.ant's ability to perform its required
function during and after the postulated design basis earthquai:e. The
demonstration has been accomplished by either of the following tvo m"thods
(or combinations thereof):

A. Analysis

The equipment performance is predicted by matnematical analysis
techniques and accompanied by sufficient folio"up resting o'he
equipment to verify the mathematical predictions or the natural
frequency and damping.

B. Testing

The equipment performance is determined by testing uncer simulated
seismic conditions as given herein and accompanied oy sufficient
mathematical analysis to extract the needed information from the
test results.

The choice of method was based on the practicality of th'ethod fo» the
~ type, size, shape, and complexity of tne equipment and the reliab'lity~

~

~

~

of the conclusions.

The Design Basis Earthquake (DBZ) and the Op rating Basis "=arthqu"~e (OB:)
horizont 1 and vertical floor res"onse spectra, reflecting in-s'ucture
floor accelerat=ons, vere providec to the vendor for a given,instr;~".enta-
tion or electrical. equipment location. The vendor then deter-..:incd thc
appropriate accele ation levels for qualification from thcsc pectra.

gn.'designing the-equi client, the'vendor combined'"the effects o~giavitP
r}oads, nor al operating loads, operating temperature loads, other Lo ds" .

[that may be 'nc ude6 in -the. specification,"..and .the a'pj'ropriato DOE an"...G)L:;
seismic lok'ds.P

3 10.1. 1 ~'-ndor Pic'>i='.enia tiara

The",adegua'cy cf the seismic qualii''cation program 's 8<."..ons "'Fiick 'n3
!documonta tinn require"..Kits"-'aha t the v'2'nebr ful filly for eac". c".".!i";.:=."""

-')'pi~

~ Th coc>'ment t t !on dc'ns trd es aha t the equi 'men. meets J. ts ~et
formance requi ri-...cats hen si~bject~d to th ~ loads:or v'> ich it;as
,qualified. Docu-..ehtation vas required !rim ~vendors ~~-ri>.scrib~u in(rc r"..-.f
ence 1)'.or''iS4S equipment «ud app',nu!:=. i. lOA for oth".r equi".".o.",t>J

I

fl(>'~ P to~t~
)

3. ]0-1
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SZZS,'<<C <it"..<.ZP1C:q'<n:.'f Srl.'":;<C C:,.-!O".'< 1

IlqSTRU,'I 'as TATIO'i A"0 E1 1'T,'CAI EQU l ",'>
~ 'tT

13

3.10.1.2 'eel v.its <method P.::uvir <aunt..
v ~ r

Pf."aen tl.e encl>'sis net<nod tres u""d vendors sat t!ue require nants o<

CE s-.9"'(S).™~ fOr ."SSS Laquiproent ana L. uix 3. 10A fOr OthLr equipr.ent.
sjr, I ~

~ ~~g2' J
~ ''< ~ rQ /r7~

3,10.1.3 Test Hetho'd Requirements

4'hen the test method was used, vendor met the reauircments of C=.a-99(S) (4) <fc.~P
'or

hSSS equip;..ent and aooendi:< 3 ~ J.'L for'ther equipment.
* s

All test data submitted by thc v ndor to satisfy thesL reauire~ent- --s
obtained from these test programs wnich show evidence of periorman e,
supervision, and witnessing ox all testing by qualified personnel.

'.10.l.~i ~AccCptan'de.EvaXuatxo7f

Upon receXq;inc. tÃe'q'ihip "en't supplied by the, vendor, selecti'~e te's't . wcrf
performed to dote".mine equi'p"...ei>t adequac% to peart the. specified seismi(:

qg$ re,cn"s,'. The following tests and analyses have been used:

A. Determina tion of na tural frequencies by field testing.

B. Formulation and analysis of a mathematical model.

C. Testing to the stress levels indicated by the analysis of the
mathematical model.

A list of all Seismic Category I instru...entation, electrical equipment,/ rv

3t and supports ean ba found in "..tie 3.10-1 and 'C:"'<-94<3) <o

[ '2
<7

Io~ 4I
For further inxorm tion refer to append'2".3 10Al Criteria =or Seism c
Qualificaticn of Seisaic Category I "=quipment, which incorporates the
information:.cund in I"=i=""Standard. 3~~-:19713 Appendix 3.10A is the speci-
ficatio,"rovi '=d tc veniiors, which presents the criteria for seismic
qualificar on ox Seismic Category I equipment for San Onofre Units "

~ and 3.
The criteria used for VASSS equipment is contained in C=N-99(S)(") ~

'vv"
~sat

3a10.1.5 Overall Seismic Criteria and Implementation Pro"ram

The program for overall seismic adequacy is addressed in San Onofre NuclLar
Generatin~ Station. Units and 3 'Se'sric Category I Criteria and Imple-
mentation Pro ram(") . This document describLs the scope of the Seis".. ic
Category I Lesign program and includes su.ficicnt detail to providL
techn'cal basis for dLsign criteria, analysis rcthods, and de irn control
implementation.

C:.

3.10-2
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2408 PFR NO. P04')

REVISIONPOTENTIAL FINDING R EPO RT
SONGS 28.3 SEISMIC DESIGN VERIFICATION

PREPARATION BY GA INITIATOR

AFFECTEO ITEMS: Bechtel Site audit No. 1567, conducted 8/28-29/79.

REQUIREMENT REFERENCE OOCUMENTS:

1) Bechtel QA Standard No. 5.1, Rev. 13, issued 5/10/79, "Project QA Audits",
Section 4.2 "auditors"

2) Peabody Testing/X-ray Engineering Co., QA Plan, Rev. C, per audit checklist 5-3.
3) Corrective action statement for. characteristics 24 and 25 from the audit check list.
BASIC REQUIREiiIENT:

SEE ATTACRIENT I

OESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL FINDING

Corrective action taken was inappropriate, since it failed to correct the deficient

'~e) ~~:~ ~W "'

+ ~f~ ~W gC~F~Q
PREPARED BY j DATE: ~ @

+PRIE/g~
REJECTION OF GA TASK LEAOER COMMENTS BY: OATE:
REJECTION OF ORIGINALOESIGN ORG. COMMENTS BY: OATE:

B. REVIEW BY GA'ASK LEADER COMMENTS

(PA + I nuc&+z

gd

QAGREEPF IBVALID BY

0 REQUEST RE.REVIEW BY

OISAGREE BY

5f REVIEW OF ORIGINAL OESIGN ORGS. COMMEINTS

BY'ATEOATE

DAYE
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PAGE 2 PFR NO.
"'"'EVISION

C. REVIEW BY ORIGINAL DESIGN ORGANIZATION

SEE ATTACHMENT II
COMMENTS

0 AGREE PF IS VALID

S DISAGREE

GATE: ~~'
D. RECOMMENDATION BY FINDINGS REVIEW COMMITTEE

DEFINITION
ADEQUACY'ALIDITY:

g ADEQUATE

0 VALID

0 INADEQUATE

g INVALID

0 OBSERVATION 0 FINDINGCLASSIFICATION:

J USTI F I CATI0 N:

CLASSIFICATION CRITERION NO. RESULTING IN "FINDiNG"

COMMENT ON "OBSERVATION"CLASSIFICATION

1 ~ '

BY'ATE:~~

E. GA PROJECT MANAGER

JR ACCEPT

0 REJECT

BY: >
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2408 PFR F049

ATTACHMENT I

BASIC REQUIREMR2K:

1) "Review results of the audit, identify individuals responsible for actions
~ to be taken and establish due dates. In the event corrective action

cannot be completed within 30 days, the audited organization s response
shall include a scheduled date for the corrective action."

2) (From Audit Checklist)
Characteristic 24, procedure paragraph 6.1.1, "Requests for Radiographic
Examination. The client will submit a written list of weld joints to be .

radiographed. The list will indicate the following:

a) Veld joint identification
b) Weld joint size
.c) Wall thickness
d) ..Weld joint location
e) Code or Specification to which radiography is to be performed
f) Other information that may apply to the radiography, i.e., Repair No."

(Auditor s Remark for Characteristic 24)
"OBSERVATION: requests written by D. Bently 8/22/79 and M. Sibley
8/22/79, 8/23/79 do not contain" ~ ..subparagraph 6.1.1 „ e) required
data.

(Prom Audit Checklist)
Characteristic 25, procedure paragraph 6.2.1, "Requests for Other
Nondestructive Examinations. Requests will be received in writing or
verbally from the client and shall include the following information:

a) Type of nondestructive examination to be performed
b) Identity of item(s)
c) Location of item(s)
d) Weld or material thickness (for MT and UT only)
e) Weld configuration (for UT only)
f) Applicable Code or Specification
g) Any other information that may apply.

(Auditor s Remark for Characteristic 25)
" "OBSERVATION: requests for kfZ or UT examinations do not contain weld
or material thicknesses." C

3) "LWQCE, D. Martin has instructed the responsible personnel to comply with
sub para.... II





ATTACHMENT IX
Page 1 of 1

PFR IIF-049

SUBJECT: BPC Response to GA Potential Finding Report PFR 8F-049

Following is BPC response to the finding reported in PFR 8F-049:

GA Finding: Corrective action taken was inappropriate, since it failed to
correct the deficient requests for examination.

BPC Response: The above finding references characteristic 824 and 82S of
Audit Report I!1567. The "Requests" for NDE are used merely
to notify Peabody (GEO Testing) that the joint or material
is ready for specified inspection. The technical data, such
as wall thickness, weld joint size, code or specification,
etc.,'are obtained from the welding checklist, which is a
"Quality" document and is available at the work location.
Further, the above mentioned technical data used by Peabody
(GEP Testing) is verified by BPC personnel and ANX.

Accordingly, when the omission of this information from the
"Request" forms was noted in the subject audit, corrective
action was taken to assure that in thega&m~ s ons is rtl 2jiF/,
properly completed for the appropriate NDE method. Pre-
viously completed forms were not revised (backfitted) since't was apparent that the proper data was utilized in the
performance of the inspections.

These "Requests" are non-quality documents and have no impact
on quality.



>a/ta 8 —/ 1=4 —F t'-l'/ P
General Atomic Company / =, ~~ g/ia/

QUALITY ASS U RANCE DEPAR TMENT

.Record of Lon Distance Telephone Call

Party: Called -I
Callin ~ (gati~~)

Company

Location (K~~ ~> >~3
Telephone No: A/C 2/3 No.

Discussion //O

Date:
Time:

z&i
/COO

3 /ojgr Ctcoo'FA=,<'cc ceca )
Comple ted /1 '
Started; /D
On-line

C~ /=~~i ~~0-'-.-> )
cga-C 5'

.coo/ Z ~ 5 P" Cr47

z&, ~ ~m~ tac"
W j /rZ

/'
o'g gx~gf ~~V~r ~ xa.! k.-4 P

~l'~g~n~:,u~„;(X

II<
Az Aa ~t~:<=4~c.. A.O

J WnW ~
l/'gV(PZ.~~'o

J~

I 1

Nd~ q -Cewdm

/
.r

A „.p~W~ ~).c'<I
/'m..

< ~ c. a. ~ L'I 'oc oQ.
Ec liar) @A ..t+ otanLi

Record Made'by~~ C ~-C-(Q

Distribution: g:



PFR NO
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POTENTIAL FliiOING REPORT . REvlsloN

Sof'IQS ZP( "-EtQI'JHC DESI|";I'u.V"FifFII:AI jQH

PREPAP.ATICn! BY GA INITIATOR

AFF'ECTED ITE'i'IS: Control Room Relay Panels 2L-71 and 3L-71

REQUIFEHE".IT REFERENCE 00CUIVi""iSITS: Quality Class II Specification for Quality Class Ii
Panels, Relays and Devices for the Southern California Edison Company, San Onofre Nuclear
Generating Station, Units 2 and 3, San Onofre, California. "Specification Number S023-306-1,

CE Number 3274, July 31, 1945".

1 \P

BASIC REGUIREViENT:A, Section 3,1QA, 3.3.1.1 of Appendix 3.10A of the PSAR defines two

methods for test qualification of assemblies, i.e., fully operational assemblies versus
abinet testing with dummy weights'. Section 3.10A.3.3.2 states that the assembly shall be

mounted to the vibration generator in a manner that simulates the intended service mounting.

DESCRIPTIO"i Oc POTcNTLAL FInIDING A. The method of testing assemblies with dummy weights
s to be used if the fully operational test is not practical, however, in this case it is
ractical. Hence, by providing representative equipment as stated in Paragraph 4.6.3.5 of
he specification, with no requirement for the vendor to install dummy weights elsewhere, the
endor could have interpreted the specification to call for a cabinet test with only the
epresentative equipment installed. If this was the case, the test was not valid because the

amplification and frequency content of the test configuration may be quite'ifferent from the
e installed in the plant and equipment operability would not be verified. (See attached

t).
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C. REVIEW BY ORIGINAL DESIGN ORGANIZATION

See attached sheet.
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~ ~4'ttachment PFR No: 2408-PFR-F059

Descri tion of Potential Findin (Continued)

B. Purchaser determination of a specific>panel configuration indicates that either
panels 2L-71 and 3L-71, the only panels covered by this specification, are different,
or only one dissimilar section of the overall panel need be tested. Paragraph
4.1.2 indicates that dissimilar panel sections may make up 2L/3L-71.
There is no requirement that the test configuration determined=-by the Purchaser
is to be representative of all fully assembled panels covered by this specification.
Ef only one panel section is to be tested, there is no requirement that the
qualification remain valid when the sections are joined together.
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~ f Bechtel Response
to 2408-P" R-F059

Relay panels 2L-71, 3L-71 and their components were seismically qualified by
combined analysis and type testing which is acceptable. The design engineer
approved the above approach based on detailed reviews and evaluations with the
vendor as indicated in the following documents.

/
a. NMC telexes to Dave Horrow and Perry Kine dated 2/1/77, 2/2/77 and 1/26!77r
b. RfC letter to Bechtel dated 10/24/77, 11/8/77, 12/14/77 and 12/1/78

The following are additional documents which substantiate the method chosen and
the qualification of the panels.

a. Test procedure for the seismic qualification (BPC Log S023-306-1-8-2).

b. Seismic qualification of relay panels 2L-71 and 3L-71 (BPC Log -S023-306-1-
37-1).

c. Seismic vibration analysis of control room relay panels 2L-71 and 3L-71
(BPC Log S023-306-1-37-2).

d. Procedure for the seismic qualification of control room panel 2L-71 and
3L-71 (BPC Log S023-306-1-43).

e. Seismic vibration analysis of panel 2L-71 and 3L-71 (BPC Log S023-306-1-
44-0).

The above documentation clearly indicate that qualification tests and analyses
were completed to include all configurations appropriate. The purchase speci-
fication need not include a complete detailed discussion of these considerations
so long as the post-procurement documentation properly addresses the design re»
quirements and is reviewed for acceptability by Bechtel.



Attachment to PFR 2408-PFR-F059

Paragraph 4.6.3.5 of the specification requires qualification by test, and
further states that the purchaser will determine the specific panel
configuration to be tested and vill also supply representative panel mounted
equipment to be included in the panel test progran. However, paragraph 4.1.3
requires that the vendor shall be responsible for purchase> installation and
wiring of all panel mounted equipaent. Also, Appendix 4F of the specif icatip

Opermits qualification by test, analysis> or a combinatin thereof. The
documentation supplied by the original design organization indicated that the
panels were qualified by analysis and the equipment w~s separately qualified by
test (on a shaker table) to a peak acceleration xuq3.- to or greater'han the
acceleration obtained in the analysis at the mounting location of maximum
response for the equipment type ~

Regarding potential finding A> the purchaser did not supply representative
equipment. Since this potential finding is based on such supply. it is not
applicable. The specif ication adequately covers qualification when all
equipment is vendor supplied. The analytical qualificaty procedure describes
how vendor supplied equipment is treated.

Regarding potential finding B, the purchaser did not determine which panel
section or conf iguration was to be tested. There are two types of panel
sections per panel. The test procedure requires that they were both to be
qualified by analysis. Additionally, an analysis was to be performec on the
,panel sections, joined together to determine that the qualification will remain
valid under that condition. These analyses were performed as evidenced by the~ report.

)~/p~ M~
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2408 PFR NO.

REVISIONPOTENTIAL F I N OI N 6 REPORT
SONGS 253 SEISMIC OESIGN VERIFICATION

PREPARATION BY GA INITIATOR

AFFECTEO ITEMS:
C mbustion Engineering Component Specifications - see attached

REQUIREMEiNT REFERENCE OOCUMENTS:

PE-001, Rev. 1, Section 6.1.4.3 (Combustion Engineering Procedure)

BASI C R EQUI R EMEiNT:

"The Design Requirements document will specify functions, definitions, performance require
ments, compliance with codes, standards, regulations, mechanical and material consider-
ations, interface and testing requirements, and other design basis to the level of detail
necessary to permit the design activity'o be carried out in a correct manner and to pro-
vide a consistent basis for making design decisions, accomplishing design verification

OESCRIPTIONOF POTENTIAL FINOING: measures, and evaluating design changes."»

(SEE ATTACILIENT I)
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PAGE 2 240BPFR NO.

REVISION

0 AGREE PF IS VALID

DISAGREE
Nevertheless, the design input discussed in the PFR was contain
in the Specifications for the equipment listed. C-E produced
thes specifications to be used for the actual design work on

pygmy/ ~ > z the equipment mentioned in 2408-PFR-F07
were seen by GA's guality Assurance

BY. -~ .

D. RECOMMENDATION BY FINDINGS REVIEW COMMITTEE

C, REVIEW BY ORIGINAL DESIGN ORGANIZATION COMMENTS

There appears to be some confusion as to the basic criteria to be used in TASK B-
Design Procedure Implementation Review. It is C-E's understanding that the design work
was to be evaluated against the procedures in effect when the design work was done.
Nowhere in the Project 2408 Program Plan is PE-001, for instance, specified as the
basic criteria to be used. This confusion has led to the generation of several PFR's
that appear to require the documents be "back-fitted" to comply with procedures that
become effective several years after the document was originally produced. The PFR

is such a case.

DEFINITION ADEQUACY:

VALIDITY:

CLASS IF I CATION:

JUSTIFICATION:

g ADEQUATE

/Sf VALID.

g OBSERVATION

0 INADEQUATE

CI INVALID

0 FINDING

CLASSIFICATION CRITERION NO. RESULTING IN "FINDING"

COMMEiNT ON "OBSERVATION"CLASSIFICATION

. Po~w, fn

BY:

E. GA PROJECT MANAGER

DATE: ~+

g ACCEPT

Q REJECT

BY: DATE.+ P



2408-PFR-F079 Cont.
Page 2

team during their review at Windsor during the week of 2/15/82.

Having stated the above, C-E still wishes to address any concerns raised by this
PFR. With that in mind, attached are a sample of the memos and letters that deal
with design input for the equipment in question. Included also are the title pages
from the Plant Engineering Design guality Assurance procedures in effect in 1970,
1971 and 1973.

Memos attached:

0

S-CE-187

S-PM-142

IOC

S-CE-1027

IOC

S-PSE-079

S-PM-15

IOC

BC-1268

BC-?

PSE-77-025

S-PM-1262

S-PCE-334

S-PCE-263

Transmitted Pressurizer Seismic Accelerations
(Project Manager to Chattanooga, 10/8/70)

Tr ansmitted Preliminary Loading Date for Bottom of Suppor t Skirt
(Project Manager to Chattanooga, 4/30/71)

W. Stolecki to G. Huba/E. A. Steen, 4/29/71
(transmitted data used in S-PM-142)

Transmitted Preliminary Pressurizer Support Load Table
(Project Manager to Bechtel, 2/22/74)

Transmitted Max. Accelerations for Pressurizer CG

(R. Kassawara to T. Ianuzzi, 2/14/75)

Tr ansmitted Seismic Loads for SONGS Pressurizer Support
(D. Satter to R. D. Haun, 4/4/75)

Transmitted Specification for Seismic Design Criteria
(Asst. Project Manager to Engineering, 2/24/70)

Transmitted SCE Response Spectra — Containment Bldg.
(A. Swan to P. W. Weilhouwer, et. al , 7/12/74)

Transmitted Final Response Spectra for Aux. Bldg., Containment Bldg., etc.
(Bechtel to Project Manager, 10/14/77; sent to IKCE and Plant Engineering
by routing stamp

Transmitted Response Spectra for Aux. Bldg.
(Bechtel to Project Manager, 7/24/73; sent to 18CE and Plant Engineer ing
by routing stamp)

Transmitted Proposed Rev. to R. V. Assembly Specification
(R. P. Kassawar a to W. E. Stolecki, 3/4/77)

Discussion of R. V. Column Supports Seismic Loads
(Project Manager to D. A. Peck, 11/18/76)

Transmitted Seismic Requirements for Valves
(A. J. Tillman to Engineering, 4/22/75)

Discussion of Design Changes due to 33H Requirements
(P. R. Wade to Project Manager, 2/26/75)
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2408-PFR-F079 Cont.
Page 3

S-CE-3364 Discussion of Pressurizer Branch Line Seismic Spectra
(Project Manager to Bechtel, 10/22/76)

BC-PKGE//574 Transmitted Safeguard System Pumps Spec. Comments
(Bechtel to Project t1anager, 8/9/74; sent to I8CE and Plant Engineering
by routing stamp)

S-PSE-039 Transmitted SCE R. V. Support Loads
(M. E. Stolecki to E. E. Magette, 10/10/74)



2408 PFR No. F079

ATTACHMENT I

DESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL FINDING:

Design input was not available as required in PE-001. It is recognized that
certain of the attached items may have been prepared prior to the issuance
of PE-001. However, PE-001 is being used as the basic criteria as specified
in the Project 2408 Program Plan, and no evidence could be found that the
basic requirement was met in any manner.

The point of concern is the control of design input in the 1969-1975 period.
Design input by today's standards must be available when design work commences,

must be reviewed and approved and must be controlled as changes occur.

Components examined which had design work in the 1969-1975 period were:

Safety Injection Tank T008
LPSI Pump P016
Valves 2FV-0306 Spec. 1370-PE-704 (SI 306)

2HV-9342 Spec. 1370-PE-704 (SI 611)
2HV-9341 Spec. 1370-PE-704 (SI 618)
2HV-9322 Spec. 1370-PE-705 (SI 635)

Reactor Coolant Pump
Reactor Vessel Supports
Pressurizer Unit 2
Pressuiizer Unit '3

Containment Spray System Pump
Boric Acid Make-up Tank — Unit 3
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tMPACT ASSESSNlEMT
2408 PFR NO F079

AFFECTED ITEM: Combustion En ineerin Component Specification

IS THERE THE POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING DESIGN MARGINS TO THE EXTENT
DESIGN ALLOWABLESARE EXCEEDED OR DESIGN REQUIREMENTS ARE NOT MET?

N/A

2. IS THERE THE POTENTIALTHATTHE ITEM MIGHT FAIL OR ENDANGER OTHER
ITEMS DURING AN SSE?

N/A

3. COULD THE FAILURE OF THIS ITEM DURING AN SSE CREATE A SUBSTANTIAL
SAFETY HAZARD?

N/A

4. COULD THE PROCEDURAL VIOLATIONCREATE A SUBSTANTIALSAFETY HAZARD?

The lack of rigid control of design inputs such as by a "Design Requirements Document"
could have caused designs not being responsive to needed inputs.

6. ARE OTHER SIMILAR DEVIATIONS LIKELYTO EXIST?

N/A

6. OTHER COMMENTS:

This PFR is of a procedural nature —no actual design deficiencies were noted in
this part of the study.

PREPARED 8Y ~» ~~ . — DATE: +X~~Y+~

COMMENTS:
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To: M. M. Roberts (3) Southern CaU.fornia
Pressu~izer

cc: G. J. Huba~
D. R. Made'' '. E. Stolecki
File

1l,
r

Enclosure: (1) Loading at Bottom of Support Skirt-Preliminary-
~ dated April 29, 1971.

V. C. E;all

S-m-14

April 30, 1971

Enclosure (1) is forwarded for your .use i'n sizing the support skirt and
ordering material.

~ '

.-: V. C. Hall, Jr.
....'„"' '. Project Manager
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COM8U OIVISION.COM8VSTION E'N GINE ERIfiG. I',lC.

WINDSOR. CONN 06095
203 888 19II CA8I.E: COM88NG

CDWIHUSTIDM DIVtStQM

February 22> 1974

S-CE- 1027
S-PA-776

Southern California Edison Company-
San Onofre Units 2 and 3

'CEOrder No. N1800001 ' i
Bechtel Job No. 1304-606

~ S
pcs™ 9 197"l

C-E Contracts 1370 and 1470
i

Mr. J. D. Houchen
Bechtel Corporation
PE O. Box 60860 7Q
Terminal Annex T.l.~cB 28
Los Angeles, California 90060

N

Subject: Pressurizer Supports

'References: (A) BC-223, J. D. Houchen to R. W. DeVane, August 15, 1973,
Pressurizer Support Spectra Scg ~(B) BC-234, J. D. Houchen to R. W. DeVane,
September 18, 1973, Pressurizer Support Locations

Attachment: (L) Preliminary Support Load Table

Dear Mr. Houchen:

Review of the design data transmitted by Reference (A) indicates that the
pressurizer support skirt is capable of withstanding the resulting seismic
loadings without requiring the upper horizontal support keys discussed in
Reference (B). It is proposed to delete the upper horizontal keys from
the pressurizer.

Concurrence on your part should include consideration of the support loads
shown in Attachment (1) and consideration of seismic motions for branch
lines at the top of the unkeyed pressurizer. The maximum horizontal
acceleration and displacement at the top of the unkeyed pressurizer are
1.67g'" and i.050 inches respectively for OBE, and DBE equal to 1.67 times
OBE.;

I
I





February 22, 1974
S-CE-1027

'Tn order to maintain our pressurizer fabrication schedule we request your
concurrence with this change no later than March 22, 1974.

Very truly yours,

~ ~-"~"/r.w
R W. DeVane, Jr.
Project Manager

RMD/DDM:j5

cc L. D. Hamlin (SCE)
R. G. Lacy (San Diego GGE Co.)
W. L. MacDonald (CE-Orange, Calif.)
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0: R. D. Haunv'CE
San Onofre Units 2 & 3
Pressurizer Support

Seismic Loading

D. Sattar

S-PSE&79

April 4, 1975

Enclosure: Seismic Loads for San Onofre Pressurizer Support

Subject enclosure supersedes ~hat is currently in the specification.
Please note that the format has not changed, only the magnitude of
numbers.

DS:dmk
encl.

D. Sattar

gJ
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TELEFIIONE:l213) 444 4011

IACr.n C II P.;,'VI I",C 2 6 'I

I; L.". OCT S
"l Ui'7

/=(i 7'j

qS~ Bechtel Power Corporation
( Enplneers - Constructors

12400 East Imperial H Ighvray
NorLvatk, Callfornla 90650

October 14, 1977
BC-1268

neo-. ICO™'~

R. Vr. O.

Combustion Engineering Co., Inc.
1000 Prospect Hill Road
Vindsors Connecticut 06095

Attention: Mr. R. V. DeVane, Jr., Project Manager

R. C. O.

A. II~ R ~

A. 9. $

REAR

ICE�. va

Subject: Southern California Edison Company
San Onofre nuclear Generating Station, Units 2 6
Bechtel Job 10079
Seisnic Response Soectta ~voEv
Siie: SO23-25OS

matt Ia

RES. r"G

Reference: (A) CE letter S-CE-4213 dated September 29, 1977.

Gentlemen:

Zn response to Reference (A), the following Bechtel transmittals represen't
final spectra:

Containm at Building, BC-205 dated June 28, 1973~>
Safety Equipment Building, BC-911 dated January 15, 197/~
Fuel H-ndling Building, BC-529 dated January 8, 1975 4
Auxiliary Building, BC-213 dated July 24, 1973.1

Very truly yours,

BE TEL P PER CORPORATIO'3

~~ .r.

J. D. Houchen
Project Engineer
Los Angeles Pover Division

'L:lp
cc: Hr. S. V. Tashjian, SCE

Hr. $i. HacDonald, CE-Orange, Calif.

Shh Ol'0FRE 0'alas 2 eL 3 ~DE'cr
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July 24, 1973 't
. IY,D. I

LIL,I (.t 't.;,i

Attention:

Combustion Engineering Co, Inc.
1000 Prospect Hill Road
Mindsor, Connecticut 06095

Mr. R. H. DeVane, Jr., Project Manager

"A'" APR 8 ~y4

Subject:

Enclosures:

a

Southern California Edison Company
San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, Units 2 &

Bechtel Job 1304-803
ln-Structure +canon .e Suectra aor Aua~'~<F„~<v '~>Lu
File: '3023-25S A Lna

BC-213.'hree

(3) copies each of:

(1) In-Structure Re ponse Spectra for the Auxiliary
Building, Design Basis and Operating Basis
Earthquakes

Sketch Numbers S023-SK-S-689 through 740, Revision A

Drawin Number 'Title

~ ~

(2) C-25318-A

(3) C-25300-A

Auxiliary Building, Seismic
Analysis, Lumped Parameter Model

Auxiliary Building, Seismic
Analysis,. Plans and Sections

Gentlemen:

Enclosed are the in-structure response spectra for the Auxiliary
Building for both horiznntal and vertical response. Analysis were
performed and response .spectra developed for both Operating Basis and
the Design Basis Earthquakes.
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agog- pyre

Bechtel Popover Co por=-'.:"";I

Mr. R. W. DeVane, Jr., Project Manager
Combustion Engineerin Co., Inc.
Page Two — Log BC-213 July 24, 1973

The response spectra presented (See Enclosure (1)) are referenced
by direction of response, node number and elevation within the
Auxiliary Building. Enclosure (2) presents the definition of the nodal
points, includin their coordinate location in three-dimensional space
and an outline of the portions of the building associated with each
node. Enclosure (3) is for general information and offers a schematic

" representation of the Auxiliary Building.

If we can be of any further assistance please let us know.

Very truly yours,

BECHTEL PO'h~i,R CORPOPATION

LGH:dsr
IEnclosures

cc: Mr. L. D. Hamlin, SCE
Mr. D. P. Martin, SCE

Mr. W. McDonald, CE-Orange, Calif.

J. D. Houchen
Project Engineer
Los Angeles Division
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Proposed Revision to SONGS 2 6 3 Praetor Vessel
Assembly Specification

'Xr).'. E. Stolecki P. l:ansawara

cc.'. E. Natan
D. A. Peck

P SH-77-025

lfarch 4, 1977

Reference: (1)

(2)

Specification Number 01370-PE-110, Rev. 4, Project Specification
for A Reactor Vessel" Assembly for San Onofre Units 2 6 3

S-CH-3646, Reactor Vessel Support LOCA Loads, R. W. De".ane Jr,
to J. D. llouchen, dated February 9, 1977

This memo transmits to you proposed changes to the referenced speci Eicat-'on
(Ref 1). The changes given in the attachments are a result of the North«Anna analysxs or. cne reactor vessels sup(>orts. The cha«gus «ru irased o«
results which were transmitted to Bechtel in Reference (2) as "lligh Con-
fidence Level". QA will be completed by April,15, 1977. Also in~luded
are specification changes due to the seismic reanalysis.

R. P. lwssawara

RPK:car
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Lar. nOV q.g;o;q nteroffice Correspondence
~ y'uk.-P~~P'- w ~ >~/

POVNER
SYSTEMS

D. A. Peck

XC: T. R. Young~
D. B. Grogan

Pj's .

Reactor Ve s s cl Column Suppo r ts
Seis*>ic Loads

~A

)>oVano, Jr. '/jy
November 18 p 1976
S-W-1."t'2

As a result of the coupled seismic analysis that you performed
on the San Onofre Reactor Coolant System you identified two
seismic loads that increased over the present values in thc
specification.

At that'time you suggested that your groups could perform a
review o ef th reactor vessel supports stress analysis to

d loads.d emons ra e a.t t tha.t the equipment could take the increased oa s.
I was not in agreement with you at that time 'and in fact I thong

~ ~that the specification loads should be revised. Since that time I
have reviewed this situation and I agree with your original
proposal.

~ r

Please proceed with a. review of the vessel supports stress
analysis in order to demonstrate that the increased loads are
acceptable. 'The review should be documented and placed in the
files for later use if necessa.ry.

c'C „~
R. W'. DeVane, Jr.

~ Project Manager

RV/D:AHS:jwb
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A. J. Tillman

S-PCF«334

April 22, 1975
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4.2.5.3 The faulted condition is the following concurrent loading:
a. Loads due to 3g static acceleration acting on the

extended structure in the most severe direction
from the standpoint of valve deformation.

l
To: =W. W. Albert Implementation of

.„:W. G. Blowers Southern California Edison
= R. W. DeVane A .Safsmfc nec.<resents
,'S. E. Gilley for Valves
"T. L. Kettles
";A. N. Ma5or
~R, L. Moscardini
,"D. A. Stanton

"„-This correspondence replaces S-PCE-276, dated March 10,
.t

.".1. Add the following to Specifications 1370-PE-704 and 1370-PE-705.
n

i 4.2.5.1 For "active" Seismic Category I valves, the demonstration
shall be documented by a report showing that the minimum

~ natural frequency exceeds 33 hertz and that the valve is
capable of operating and remaining intact during and after
exposure to the faulted condition of Paragraph 4.2.5.3.
The report shall include a description of tests, test
results an@all calculations used for the demonstration
When the demonstration is by analysis, the analytic method
shall be confirmed by tests on at least one valve manu-
factured by the Supplier. These tests must conf'rm the
natural frecuency calculation accuracy and confirm the
analytic method used to demonstrate operability. The Pur-
chaser shall approve the selection of valves tested to
verify analysis.

~ 4 b. Loads due to the design pressure.
c. End loads due to valve weight and due to moment

imposed by attached pipe stressed to 6000 psi.

re

t

2e Add the following to Specifications 1370-PE-704, 1370-PE-705, and
1370-PE-716.

4.2.5.2 For Seismic Category, I valves that are not designated
"active", the demonstration shall be documented by a
report shoving that the minimum natural frequency
ceeds 33 hertz and that the valve is capable of remain-
ing intact during and after concurrent exposure to design
pressure and to a static force due to a 3g acceleration
directed through the center of gravity of the extended
structure in the weakest direction of the valve assembly.
The report shall include a description of tests, test
results and'calculations used for the demonstration.

gati Qnur.t U.w>" 2 6 3 Prfo>-4cT
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Add the following paragraph to -Specification 1370-PE-704.

~ 4.2.7 Operating pressures for "active" valves will be limited
to P . Operating pressures of Class 1 Seismic Category Ir
valves that are not designated "active" will be limited

~ to 'l.l P during upset, 1.2 P during emergency andr r
1.5 P during plant faulted conditions; Operating pressuresr
of Class 2 and 3 Seismic Category I valves that are not
designated "active",will be limited to 1.1 P during upset

and. emergency conditions and 1.5 P during faulted condi-r
'tions. P is defined as the pressure c'orresponding to ther I

maximum temperature associated with each plant condition
as taken from (for standard valves) or interpolated from (for ..

non-standard valves) the pressure-temperature table(s)
imposed'y

Reference 3.1.1 for the valve's primary, pressure'ating.

Add the following paragraph to Specification 1370-PE-705.

4.2.7 Operating pressures of "active" valves will be limited to
.P . Operating pressures of valves that are not designatedr
"active" will be limited to 1.1 P during upset and emer-r

. gcncy conditions .and to 1.2 P during plant faulted condi-
tions. P is defined as the pressure corresponding to ther

~ maximum temperature associated with each plant condition
as taken from (for standard valves) or inte'rpolated from
(non-standard valves) the pressure-temperature table(s)
imposed by Reference 3.1.1 for the valve's primary pressure
rating.

~ ~

'5.. Add the following paragraph to Specification l370-PE-716.

4.2.7 Operating pressures will be limited to l,l P during up-

set, 1.2 P during emergency and 1.5 P during plant
faulted conditions. P i defined as the pressure corres-

m

'onding to the maximum temperature associated with each
plant condition as taken from (for standard valves) or inter- .".

polated from '(for non-standard valves) the pressure-tempera»
ture table(s) imposed by Reference 3.1.1 for the valve's
primary pressure rating.

(;osts due to these chanqes must he accrued for a contract chanqe er han e estimate to
olitain reiaihuraemont From the cu..toner.

A. J. Tillman

AJT:ddc
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EMS

DcVane

Albert
Haj or
Kettles
Swan

g5 ~i&
San Onofre 2 and

Design Changes Du. to
C

z equxr, «=, ents

(<UP'N.O.

FE0 2 7 1975 H~i
Qt+S. ':
le>

D. R. Vade
~ t

, S-PCE@63

"February 26, 1975 ~

.sign". changes resulting from a minimum of 331lz natural frequency requirement
:e as follows for the equipment indicated:

Valves - They are specified to withstand a seismic acceleration of 3.0g
and to have a fn) 33Hz. The architect/engineer is required to examine
the exact location of the valve and the response spectra to determine
the adequacy of the specified 3.0g - 33Hz reauirement. No equipment
changes have been made to,date. In the event specific valve accelerations

~ exceed 3.0g there will be vendor analysis costs, potential hardware costs,

~ ~

~~

~~

and Plant Engineering follow-costs.

Heat Exchangers - Previous analyses for the Shutdo~~, Regenerative and
Letdown Heat E..changers were performed with g loadings of 2.0 and 2.8
acting on the center of gravity and included a factor for nozzle loads.
Current requirements specify maximum nozzle forces and moments to he evaluated
as acting upon the rigid heat exchanger. It is not expected these analyses
trill require equipment changes.

Pumps — Analyses for the safeguards pumps and charging pumps will be conducted
using g accelerations of 1.5 horizontal and 1.0 vertical. In audition the
charging pumps have been specified to'ave a natural frequency of 35 cps or
higher. Results of the analyses are not yet available and potential equipment
changes are lii;ely for the HPSI pumps. The order for the Boric Acid ifakeup
Pump has yet to be placed.

'luminaryof potential costs is as follows:

'!f

'e'les

Hardware Chanr e

~ > l

Vendor Analysis

~ > P

Plant En inecrine Follow

~ adown
': Exchanger~~

generative

't Exchanger

~lJ ( ~ 8

r QS+ WnfQ

SAN Orror;,= U;a<s 2 6 3 PrtoJccT
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C-E Power Systems
Combustion Eng:neering. inc.
1000 Prospect Hill Road'in"sor. Connecticut 06095

~ PO~P/ER< ~ CYST'Eiv1S

Tel. 203/688-19 t 1

Telex: 9-9297

l;.!i.O. rl.T ~".'.0'.

October 22, 1976

S-CE-3364
S-PSE-202

I

5L.L ~~ ~ '~'
„:~>< c'- i

K W, C.

v (
Southern California Edison Ccmpan

.San Onofre Units 2 and 3
SCE Order No. Ill800001
Bechtel Job No. 1304-606
CE Contracts 1370 and 1470

p a. S.

r,gg.c, tNQ

rgg. >O.

lCC

(ev, ip4.5

pp'5 i~ l

B) S-CE-1353, R. M. DeYanc to J. D. llouchen, October 4, 197o

15 Sheets of SpectraEnclosur s:

Dear llr. Houchen:

Hr. J. D. Houchen
Bechtel Corpora ;on
P. 0. Box 60360
Terminal Annex
Los Angeles, California 90660

P

Subject: Pressurizer Branch Line Seismic Spectra
t.

f c eReference: |A) S-CE-3122, R. M. DeYane to J. D. Houchen, July 30, i976

(

In,discussing the seismic reanalysis of the RCS main loop at the Engineering
Interface ~leeting held in ltindsor 'on June 10-11, 1976, it was identified that
the Pressurizer was not included in the'scope of that ef ort. It was agr ed'at that meeting to review the results of the main loop analysis before
recollet nding .what to do about the high frequency peaks on the Pressurizer
branch line seismic response spectra.

Having now completed the main loop reanalysis, we have compared the results
with tho original main loop branch line spectra, and have prepared a set
of OBE spectra for the Surge and Spray Lines at their respective pressurizer
nozzles, enclosed for your consideration.

These results were obtained by applying the trends observed in the data
supplied by Reference (A), to the original pressurizer spectra of Refererce
(B). It is our opinion that the trends observed in the calculated data of
Reference (A) are sufficiently general and clear to permit this present data
to be considered a conservative estimate of the results that would be ex-
pected if a detailed reanalysis of the pressurizer were to be performed.

SAtt OrtoFRE UrttTS 2 a 3 PRQJEGT





The following observed trends were applied to the spectra of Reference
(8) to arrive at this present data: .

(1) The'response spectrum is unchanged in the frequency range'elow 20 cps.

(2) The zero period acceleration (ZPA) is less than or equal
to the magnitude of the minimum value in the range between
2 and 20 cps.

(3) The ratio of the amplitude of the peaks to the ZPA at
frequencies above th fundal;ental natural fre .uency of
the pressurizer is no greater than the original results.

(4) The vertical response spectra due to vertical excitation
are unchanged.

Spectra for responses in directions other than the direction
of excitation (such as Z response due .o X excita+ion) are
no greater than the original results.

Very t'ruly yours

RMD/DAP:dmh
enclosure

R. M. DeVan, dr.
Project Manager

cc:. S. V. Tashjian (SCF) w/encl.
M. D. Griffith (SDGFE) w/o encl.
Il. L. MacDonald (C-E Orange) w/o encl.
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BMcc Itel
n 'I I P 0 B G x 5 086 0, T e ryl' tla ~ Att

Los Angeles, Caliiorni g '060
Telephone: (213) 854>ziti I

DATE

Subject

Client
Client Job

Location
Client No.

Account No.

Vendor No.

Combustion Engineering Inc.
1000 Prospect Hill Road
Windsor, Conn. 06095
AT&: R.W. DeVane, Jr.

1

*

Safeguard System Putaos 5'7-,.<, I'~
Soutnern CaHzornia Edison
San Onozre nits
San Onozre, a zzornza

Bechtel Job

File No.
S CE 1102 p p'No 933

Status
1 Approved —Manufacturer moy proceed.
2 Approved —Submit tinal drawing —Mcnufocturer moy

pfoceede
3 Approved except as noteo —Moke changes ond subtnit

finul drawing. Manufacturing may proceed, cs
approved.

4 Not approved - Correct and resubmit.
5 Approval not required.— Manufocturtng may proceed.

REQUIRED ACTION SY VENDOR

a. Resubmit by (date) 9 21 74

b, SHOVI'OG NUMBER on reproducible ond transmittal.
e. Return blue copy, Print Conrrol, Fleer No. ~—
d. Address correspondence to: A~< ~ 1 Vendor Prin-
Control. Also send two copies oz letter
to ATTZ: J,D, Houchen PROJ. ENG. I

~ Enclosed is (1) One copy of the followiena Drawings:

LOG No.. No.
p

VENDOR NC. TITLE I'
~ e ~

-''4 cffication or" afe cared "3"

I i~i
Ii. v. T.I,'evpr !

10

IIIAI, e 'n I I

~I'LT. rtea.

12

15

16

17

18

19

20

COMMENTS:

r ereiei Aero

I .P,t t."e~l ~
i Sneer,

l I

h

4

cc: D,F,Martin, SCE
Dwg. Control, SCE (2)

'.L.MacDonald, CE-Orange, Calif.

dor docuntents in cny,'arm.
~ )

The word ",drawing" herein shall mean drawings, data, spcctfications, and other ve

1 . RTANTE
V«dat's dtawintts will bc reviewed ond approved only os to atianpements and
contonnance to the soecilicotlons. Appiovol hall not relieve the Vendor's
tespoiisibility al adequacy and suitability ol materials and/ot equipment
tep«sented thereon tai the intended functinn.

SIGNED R„ I

e I,j
ENGINEER

' ' DATE
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OMBRE NTS:

PROJECT SPECIFICATION FOR SAFEGUAKOS PUMPS 1370-PE-410

GeneraL Comments

There are co~ents outstanding on Revision 4 of the Project and
General safeguard pump specxfications which were transmitted CE
as VDTF Package Ho. 354, 4-22-74. Approval'f the subject
specification will be given upon resolution of the Revision 4
comments and the following.

S ecific Comment

~,
1;'1 " '%e appropriate revision number of specification,ha. 00000-PE-411

should, be..included. ~

4

~ 2.2 „Should not, the heat. exchanger; blower and piping; etc .:.far.'~.":"i.::-'-.-"-..
,".''„-" .:-'motor cooling .be 'included here as it is not li.sted under

2.3?'.2.7

. The seismic requirements specified herein are inadequate. The
acceleration values must be taken from the instructure response
spectra for elevation (-) 15'-6" of the safety injection build nge
As stated in VDTF 354, this information is on ketches S023-SK-5-677;

I ~ -680, -683 and 686 ~ These were transmitted by Bechtel letter log
.v BC-208, 7-17-73. The pumps are, Seismic Class I and must follow that

design criteria for boch the D.E.E. snd O.E.E.

For the I,PSI and Spray Pumps, whi.ch will be mounted on supports suppli.ed
by Bechtel, an interface must be worked out between Bechtel and the Seller
to insure an acceptable. stiffness is"obtainqd ip.the support systems.

'4.2.15 Acceptable piping loads are not speci1ied. The connected pipi".:g will
be routed to Limit pipe stresses due to thermal'expansion to ~"00 psi
and to limit pipe stresses due to the c'ombination of design loads and
operating basis earthquake loads to 6000 psi.

r. , 4,3.4 Attachment (1) should be deleted and SCE Motor Specification GS-0355
Should be used. Attachment (1) conflicts with the SCE specification.

C» g. ~ ~ 6.1 Cleaning and painting should conform to the SCE approved specification
~and standard Appendix 4c.

s6 2
~ ~ ~



1



4
~ ~ ~

i

f
~ '>

> l(wl> f:> i . ~ ~ > ~ '> ' ~ >, r ~'f Ã>gag
~ i>'.

L ~ . '1''

E. E. ifagette~ ~ Sout:hem California Edison
React:or Vessel
Support Loads

E. Stolecki

S-PSE-039

October 10, 1974

Tht'. follotvt'ng cre fonvardcd

Quantize>

Herc,>'ital VnL!ar Sc'ratc C.->v<r

item Prts. R "ofos Otbcr Dravrin.„No. or Title

d
ef

Figttre 1, Siteet 3 of 6

Figure
Figu e
Figure

1, Shee"
1, Shee"
1 i Shee't

4of6
5ofo
6 oi 6

."figure 1, vtteet x or 6
Figure 1, Sheet: 2 of. 6 'i~;"..ical:.oad Coorcina

t~.,'i.d

Dirroc t ion Co - nes
Xkozzle a 1c Stlpport Load-
Nozzle and Support Loads
ho zle ano Support Loads

Submittc J
For *

~ 1 rr Appro ratiCnmmcn>ts
Raquas:cd By

Remarks: See Attached Sheet.

'ted%.S:d
't

tach...ent

R. E. Stolecki

C E 0070005'ap ( Js 71>
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Fiefe ences:f r

(A) KPD letter S-PSP.-0133, dated September 18, 1974.

(D) Telecon bcti;een J.T. 3i'rcn of FACE and 3;. K.d P K. Stolecki of iPD
on Septemoer 30,

'974'tem

(a) through (7) pxesen'esign'oads for th suo]ec ed~ G vesse
su orts. Nozzle loads vill bc submitted at a later

a'upersedethose of Refer nce(ii), and hould beb included in the ne::.t issue
of the prospect specification.

U

The foriat in vhich these loads are presented is'd 'ased on discussions ':it.-.
NCE recorded ir Reference(ri). This for:"..at t:eats a support as a strc=t.".
column, not as a beam co um;; With an elastic de f'c t ion curve. This '
done .or the folloiin reasons:

The effect of col:-„n deflections, on the moment distribut''on an
stresses througl.out a support, is minor. ihe ehe effect creates a
stress that is appro.:imately 5X of the maximum allowable per
Sec ion III.

2 ~ The design loac!s presantecl
actual lo cis by 1'il.
be cstabl'shed i ithout con

lereiQ a Y'c re ob ained o~ ncl ecs" tig
ti'is m"" in, structural aceouacy cv.

slue ing co l'...n de 'lectiols ~

3 Rif:orous mears for treating b am column effects are not prcsertly
available.

4. Calculations us'ng a straight column'are much sampler.

Pl " that "he loads given emceed those previously furnisheJ ~nd s.ou cease no e
1 ~ ~ '~. the materials ordered to previous ~oa~s ar.

d sions are st-'ll -dequate. 2'D i"ou'd have checked t e e re"t o 'g;exm nsio
loads ir" FACE sizing calculations hag been available. h-c. shoul ...p
check as soon as possible, and 'nform hPD or any ensuring proble;.i areas that
need to be resolved.
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ADVICEL.~ iC C SV(JJI:CT ~ FROM ~ GATC

V, E. Abbott

L. E. Anderson
J. D. Cra:<ford
E. P. Flynn
R. F. vcn Hollen

, Project Enrin er"
Project ilenage "
D. A. I)ilier
R. D. Haun
M. W. Albert
G. J. Huba
X. E rnst in
,. S, Daleas

H. B. Smit'n

PLIBlT'iiGIiHJ'.i',X 'G DESXG:< C(UA'LITC

AS SUP%i'CE

W. K. Wilbelai

PE-70-315

October 30, i/70

Reference: i (A) SA-6)-244, H. von Steiryr to Distribution, dated Septa:aber 13, lc'.=.

~ ~

Th appended procedure is in respons'. to %1.~ referenced letter 3nd aesc ib ".r':,4L",II".-i't~
~<5~JKVFn~~a~h~„op~kt&gCQWW

W. K. Wil)!<l.:n

W1QC/EPF%li'tS: bl
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Plant Engineering
Design Qual'y As urance

W. K. <''ilha -...

PE-73-107

March 19, 1973

~

t

Reference: QR-73«019 dated Februar: 16. 1973, G. Requa to D. R. Wade

Attached'is Revision 2 of the subject procedure.~TKA+5 @RW~~~"
Ho"ever, the co—...ants c= -.he

referenced memo plus ccm=.ants resulting from an internal review have a'so can
,incorporated. In general, the i .pact of this document cn our ..ocus o"erand
is that ve nor must take an extra stao or sta"s. There "-re no ...ajor re'arsa s
required in our procedures, but the area of computer cede certification —...'"ht
prove ted'ous.

WKN/DRW' 1
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PFR NO.

POTElu! l."- L Fl".DlJG AEPQP,T
REVISIOI'ONICS2" 3 SEt~ iC OE."lal» VCvir-iCaV~ON

REPARATION BY GA INITIATOR

AFFFCTEO ITEMiS: OCWS Auxiliary Intake Structure, Section F

REQUIREMENT REF ERENCE DOCUMENTS:

DC-339, San Onofre 2 and 3 FSAR, NUREG/CR-0098.

Combination of seismic load components should be in accordance with
FSAR procedures or it should be justified if other method is used.

DESCRIPTION OF POT" NTIALFINDING:
There is.no justification for computing the vertical seismic load as shown in pages F06 -

FO'f

DC399.. Horizontal and vertical load components should be combined in accordance with
FSAR, Section 3.7.2. If the approach used in pages F09 to Fl4 is used, 100% of the efrects
of the motion in tne principal horizontal direction should be combined with 40% of the effe ".s

in the perpendicular horizontal direction and 40% of the effects in the vertical direction,
as described in NURFG CR-0098.

PREPARED BY: - K lo PA ~ !Le

REJECTION Oi GA TASK LEADER COMMEN S BY:

REJECTIOi'J OF ORIGINAL DESIGN ORG. COi'Af'1Ei~ITS

BY'-8-82
DATE:

DATE:

B. REVIEWS BY GA TASK LEADER COMMENTS

AGREE PF IS VALID BY

Q REQUEST RE.REVIEIV BY

C3 DISAGREE BY

C3 REVIEW OF ORIGINAL DESIGN ORGS. COiVlfi EiNTS

BY'ATEDATE

OATc

DATE:





PAGE 2 PFR AIO 2408 Pl.'I< I'Ã
REVISION

C. REVIEi'l BY OiRIGINALDESIGi'I ORGAi'llZATION COIvli'CLIENTS

0 AGREE PF IS VALID

Ei DISAGREF Comments attached

Q& ET: ~'-~~~ + DATE: ~iZ-
D BEGOT'li".IENDATIONBY FINDINGS REVIE'Pl COM)sIITTE

DEFINIT(ON ADEQUACY:

VALIDITY:

C LASS I F I CATI 0 N:

J UST IF I CAT ION:

K ADEQUATE

0 VALID

0 OBSERVATION

0 INADEQUATE

gf INVALID

0 FINDING

CLASSIFICATION CRITERION NO. RESULTING IN "FINDING"

COI'ALIMENTON "OBSERVATION"CLASSIFICATION

BY:

E. GA PROJECT lE'iANAGER

DATE: ~~

9 ACCEPT

0 REJECT

BY:





P FR ll0. F107

The methodology shown in pages F06-F08 was developed by SCE to apply SPSS
techniques to stability analyses. The load factor method was not widely
publicized at that time. Standard SRSS techniques are valid for combination
of structure stresses but are not directly applicable to stability
evaluations. This methodology recognized that seismic forces in the vertical
direction were not acting at maximum magnitude at the same time as horizontal
forces.

With the acceptance of the load factor method in NOPEG/CR-0098, SCE performed
a new calculation for DBE stability using this acc pted method in lieu of the
procedure previously used. The previous calculations were retained since they
establish that DBE is clearly the controlling case for stability. A third
stability calculation was also performed by the Project Soils Consultant at
the same time as the original calculation and this calculation produced
comparable safety factors.

SCE's intent in producing these calculations was to establish a clearly
conservative calculation ha si,s for thi s str uct ur e. Although 95$ of this
structure is buried in a competent soil medium, stability was checked using
the same amplified static loadings for oscillating elements wh'ch were used
for determination of structural stresses. In fact, it is anticipated that
sich a structur e, which has similar mass and inertial properties as the
displaced soil, would not significantly amplify the seismic motions and would
be grossly stable.

In the further interest o f this conser vati sm, it was also determined to
analyze stability for each hori zontal direction separately combining only
vertical seismic load with the individual horizontal component. We have
attached 2 calculation sheets in which the calculational technique suggested
by TPT was per formed for DBE sliding stability. It is noted, because
resistance to sliding and overturning is increased by partial mobilization of
passive pressure and skin friction in the other horizontal direction, the
safety factor is increased from 1.15 to 1.30. The SCE determinqtion is thus
more conservative and is the correct calculation basis, since the second
horizontal component may have a value less than 00 per cent of maximum.

Prepared by:
Yan

Approved by: .Y,', ~m~~>
H. L. Richter 3 ir f z.
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Attachment to PFR-2408-F"107

SCE response to this PFR answers the concerns I had concerning the
combination of seismic load components used in Section F, DC"339.

The method used in pages FO6 - FOB was developed by SCE to apply, SRSS

techniques to sta x i y ana '
~b 1 t alysis Yet the results from this method "are not

used> instead, tbe stability analysis is repeated using the accepte loa
factor method described in NUREGlCR-0098.

Zn an effort to be more conservative> SCE used the load factor method
corn zningb' separately each horizontal direction with .40 of the vertical seismic
load. SCE shows by performing tbe calculations that thxs approach i
more conservative than combining 100X of tbe effects in one horizontal
direction plus .40K in the perpendicular horizontal direction plus .4DX in the
vertical direction.

Tharc~ra ~ agree Pi < a rn @aha,
8.K

M, A. Koploy

c<em/
Cr9'p
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2408 PFR NO Fill
EVISIONPOTEl'!TIKI FINOING R ~ ORT

SONGS 25.3 SEISh'IIC DESIGN VERIFICATION

EPARATIOi~I BY GA INITIATOR

AFFECTED ITE YIS:

SCE Trend Reports of Conditions adverse to Quality.
I

REQUIREIEIENT REFERENCE OOCUMEIIITS:

PSAR — Attachment 1, SCE Quality Assurance Program Plan
Amendment 20, Sec. 16, "Corrective Action", Para. 16.2.7

BASIC REQUIR hlEiNT:
"A cognizant quality assurance engineer shall determine the existence of significant
adverse trends in nonconformances and report them to the SCE chi.ef quality assurance
engineer. The chief quality assurance engineer may refer these trends to the
Engineering Review Process to determine the need for corrective actions."

DESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL FINDING:

DATE

DATE

No evidence of reporting of significant adverse trend which existed in the area of
Document Control for 1972-1980 (see PFR F0054).

31iB> %~

c ~ i~ O+IL. ~ ~~g.
C ~ >(is ILL.

C

PREPARED BY. ". ~ ~z DATE. P $

'EJECTIONOF GXTASK LEADER COMI'CLIENTS

BY'EJECTIOIIIOF ORIGIIIIALDESIGN ORG. COiEIMENTS
BY'.

REVIEW/ BY GA TASK LEADER

/F~ ~ jnuA<.
COMMENTS

AGREE PF IS VALID BY DATE

C3 REQUEST RE.REVIE'EV BY'ATE.
C3 DISAGREE BY DATE

Q REVIEI'I OF ORIGINAL OESIGiY 0RGS, COi11MENTS BY; 4 . ~i~~ PATE: L~~~~



PAGE 2 2~OS PFR NO

REVISION

C. REVIEW BY ORIGii'IALDESIGN OPGANI2ATION COI';IiQEiVTS

QAP N2.07 "Mporting of Quality"Trends" addresses the SCE Quality Assurance
- gram for analysis and reporting of quality trends. This procedure becar>e

ective July 1, 1976. Trend reports have been prepared which cover the
iod from January 1975 to date. These trend reports are on file with

SCL'ualityAssurance and establish objective evidence of implementation of PSALM

Appendix A, Attachment 1, Paragraph 16 '.7 requirements. Trends regarding
the document control function were identified by these trend reports along

C3 AGREi- PF IS VALID
with appropriate recommendations to SCE Quality Assurance
Management regarding required corrective action measures.

@ DISAGRFE
Continued on Attachment 1

BY +iL~ A. -6 p+YE; 8 ~~ &~
i I

D. RECOMM'EI'IDATION BY FINDINGS REVIEW COMMITTEE

DEFINITION ADEQUACY:

VALIDITY:

C LASS IF ICATION:

J USTIF I CATION:.

Q ADEQUATE

0 VALID

0 OBSERVATIOiV

Q INADEQUATE

3P INVALID

0 FINDING

CLASSIFICATiON CRITERIOiV NO. RESULTING IN "FINDING"

COMMEiVT ON "OBSERVATION"CLASSIFICATION

BY'ATE:~~

E. GA PROJECT i%'IANAGER

E ACCEPT

CI REJECT

i
I

BY. DATE: +~~ ~~





ATTACHMENT 1

Fill
Potential Finding Report 2408

P""R'ONGS

2 6 3 SEISMIC DESIGN VERIFICATION

REVIEt< BY RESPONSIBLE DESIGN ORGANIZATION {cont.)

The period 1972-1976, represents an evolutionary process
in trending analysis.'he frequency of audits and reaudits to
verify implementation of proposed corrective actions illustrates
the type of activity which constituted the majority of the thrust
of SCE QA efforts toward an effective program. The gains made
in the formation of an effective quality assurance program'n
that time span are evident in the change in numbers and character
of the Corrective Action Requests and Nonconformance Reports
written. During the period, the PSAR Co~aitment on trend analysis

r
was expressed as QA program policy in the Project QA Manual,

chapter 16, paragraph 16.1.6, "Trending studies are requested by
the Vice President, Advanced Engineering or Manager, Quali y'ssurance." Not until the end of the 1972-1976 period was
formal trending ana1ysis requested. The requests resulted
in the issue of QAPN2.07. From that point on the trend reports
and Quarterly Reports to Management illustrate QAO actions in
addressing generic program or hardware problems.
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