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“ear “'r, 'lapfer:

I halgeve that item 11, "yalification Issue, n¥f t4e minutes is an in-
ataquate reprasentation of mv comment: at the meeting (Pr, Y, F, Anderson
w111 respon? senarately about reference to his previous narticination in
the aroun). The nurnose of this letter is to exnlain and clarify my
commen®s ahout methods of aualification,

"s vnu indicated in the minutes, the proposed standards address qualifica-
tinon hv test, analysis, exnerience, or a combination of these methods,

"'y comments were Yased on the premise that functional aualification of
anuinment should mean a demonstration of nnerability “uring and/or after
as necessary) a orescribe? severe sat of conditions. It follows that
testing would constitute an acceptahle demonstration of onerability,

[f anaiysis is to be used to demonstrate operability, it should he based
nn tests and hence a corresoondence “Yetween the testing and analysis or,
to use the phrase in the minutes, "demonstrated matching hetween cal-
culation and test." In qgeneral, analysis by {tself would not suffice as
demons*tratinn of onerability [(nlease note that this Hoas no* ner se reject
nuali®ication hy analysis, but rather imnlies that its use to Jemonstrate
operatility must Se supported in fact).

“v concerns ahout qualification Sv ~xoerience are in the jenaral areas of
41 €7iculty to verify *he actual conditions of exposure during operating
experience, the lack of orecise 4efinition in the nronosed standard of
the requirements that constitute verification of operating conditinong and
the nractical aspects ralated t9 the prohahility of ob*taining exnerisnca
{when, 1€ and Yaw) under plant Conditions of Desiqn. In shart, the
coucept of functional aualification by experience has marit, hut it would
saem *hat practical asnmects of verification nose many prohlems,
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T™e refarence to "multipla tagtine should he pequired” should “ave heen nlaced
in tha contaxt 0f *9e gtranath of ‘e clain or assertion of what {5 accomnlished
Ly comliance with the standard, Tar axamnla, the contrast Satween 23 claim

+h3% camnlianes wi*h *he standapd was “emonstratian o€ gnerahility undar con-
14+4ang of 4aginn a2t anv *ima in the carvice 1i€a A€ tha aumn ranardlsss of
wnars A€ saryice and a clafm that comnliance Jamonstratas the nuymn can oparat
unizpr a prascriSed savars gat of conditions of design could resul® in a

rational decisian *53¢ "yltinle %as*ing woul? Sa needa? in some cdrcumstances,
The commen® was ‘w‘an‘n‘ tn aynka an nhiedtive raviay hy *the staaring commitice
A ¢hat tha claim o€ *ha staniard is rnwroscn‘p‘ hy *tha raquirements in the
ndard pather than 3 dasiraatle 70al ar claim (i chort, state anly that

“ich *he seandaed w§11 accamnlish and don't fmaly thas i+ wil1 serve 23 3 sanacea).

Tn a4ditign tn *he gpecading clarification of mv comments, it is imoortant
+53% tha staaping committan racal] *hat while marticinatingy in the groun T am
an ia4iyidyal nracenting sersanal viaws an? *ha 1 4o not {as intircatad in the
Yastsap of anpnintmant) aracant 3n 77 pnsitian, Therafapa, gtatensnts such as
‘unaccantahla $9 175" and NP anproval thrauah farmar pooresentative” are
incaprart and shanld =a dalasad fpam tha minutag, lithin thig corngext “or v
sarticinatian, T wou'” also suqqest tRa* vour racommandation %o dishan? bSecause
‘ehg VDR aad sha fndystpy aps 3% 044" ig inannrarriate ant could Ha counter
nradyatiye *n affapts to “Zevalon natinnal ctandards far malification of
aniinmant .  Fupthaemapa. 1 talifaye §% i zonsteyctive 9 highlinht tactnica)
issues of concarm an‘ +hat npaarnse can he m1da ayan *hayah goma d3gyns may
nq* he comla*zly fasiraatla ¢o all, 2159, tka gverall contribution o€ 2
com~lata gtandard can ayarrida &hp “""1"‘6'\"\/ n*® 3 sincle d4ssue ant ! vyl
aynart *hat an N0 dacisign yanl4 e Sasa? 01 4he nveral) contributinn af 3
sartisular standard,
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tetachment:
‘{autas of Y551 Meelinn of 2/21/87

re 'v/attachment:
4, "ohal
*, Phillins
MRS] "“amharghin

Nistrihution:
“Central file
A€OD Reading file
ASAD Chron file
CRpown, ASON
V.S. “oonan, “PR
Z.R. Rosztoczy, “IRR
J.J. Zudans, “PR
¥.F. Anderson, SN
G5.A. Arlotto, SD
B
E8rown:plj
5/3¢/80



| COMMITTEE CORRESPONDENCE |

WMW-560

Present: E. J.
P,
& Ve
T. E.
F., H.
W. M.
1. MINUTES

o

The minutes

MAILING LIST

Adoess wiiler gt

westinghouse Eiectric Corporatien

(ud
MEETING OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE Sheswies, M 1A

ANSI-NS51 (PUMPS) o i o
April 21, 1980

GREATER PITTSBURGH AIRPORT HOTEL

Brown .+ = NRC

Bussick . = EG3G Sealel

Fields - Westinghouse NSO
Fitzsimmons - C”"‘ustxon .ngwneof ng
Light - Philacelpnhia Electric Co.
wepfer - Westinghouse ’nes~1:k

of the previous meeting (Fel. uary 15, 1980) were acceptec.

The mailing list of the Steering Committee was updated.

to these minutes.

N-S51.1 GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

F. Light reported that the Steering Committee ballots indicated four
approvals with comment, three approvals without corment, and one not

returned.

The comm en‘s have been resolved.

the Steering Committee vcted unanimously to accept the document with

minor charges and to refer it to the next level. This will te the A
Subcommittee on Qualification of Nuclear Plant Equipment. F. Light

arrange for this submittal.

N -551.2 PUMP ASSEMBLIES

-

these would

asking if there was any interest in having another meeting to finali

T. Fitzsimmens reported that several comments had been received and

require action. He has sent 2 letter to the commitiee mem

cr modi’y the document. He will report on his finding s at the next
meeting. No further action was taken on document acceptance at this

meeting.

b

A copy is attached

On the basis of the report,

hat
oers
e




10.

.

N-551.3 SEALS

F. Bussick repcrted that he has received favorable reaction to his Draft
07 and had reso'ved the comments. The resultant draft containing the minor

: changes carries the same designation of D7 but the date is changed to

Apl"” ' ]980'

The Steering Committee voted to accept the document and to send it to the

next level. F. Light will arrange for the latter action.

N-551.4 MOTORS

C. V. Fields reported on the current [EZE actions with respect to the
motor porticn of the document. No Steering Committee action is possible
until the IEEE compietes the necessary work on the applicable documents.

N-S51.5 TURBINES

Because of time problems and the absence of R. Hebert, no action was taken
on this document.

N-551.7 SUPPORTS

No report.

TABLE OF CONTENTS

E. Brown stated that he thought a very serious situation would exist unless
all the satellite documents were set up in the same format with respect tn
the Table of Contents. He suggested the contents as used in N-531.4 DS

of October, 1978, but after some discussion the committee agreed tnat it
would be more desirable to use the table shown in P-627. It was agreed
that each task force chairman would adjust his document eqltor1a11/ to

fit this format but that no changes of substance wculd be made in any
documents already approved by the Steering Committe

J. Vogelwede

J. Vogelwede was unable to attend the meeting but sent woerd by teleshone
that he had approved all Steering Committee ballcts so far distributed.

Qualification Issue

E. Brown raised 2 serious objection to the method of qualification which
he said was ynacceptable o NRC. Present procedures permit quali‘ication
by analysis, experience, test or a combination of these methods. He
insisted that qualification include demonstrated matching between calcula-

tion and test and that multiple testing should be required. T R
e oy




12.

13.

Or. W. Anderson. ———

The remainder of the Steering Committee was strongly opposed to this posi-
tion, stating that it representecd a major change in direction of effo-t at
2 late date and would be unacceptable. In addition, the previous course
had received the NRC approval through the former representative

There was much discussion on the subject, and the chairman stated that th
subject would be considered at the next meeting (June). If no resolution

is reached at that time, then a final decision will be made at the Tollowing
(September) meeting. If the NRC and the Tndustry representatives, that is
the remainder o7 the Steering Committee, are sti‘! at odds, then the
indicated action should be to disdand the committee and report to Nuclear
Codes and Standards that no text will be forthcoming on N-557.

S s

NEXT MEETING

The next meeting of the Steering Committee will be held in Norfolk, Virginia,
during the June Code Week meetings. F. Light will arvange for the exact
time and place. ..

SEPTEMBER MEETING

S~

A September meeting is planned. W, Wepfer will arrange 2 time and place
and will inform the members at a later date.

W. M, Wepfer, Chairman

ANSI-NSS]

bfm

cec W. Anderson
H. Dobe!
A. Phillips

Mailing List



