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o & TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY
SO RRY AN TOWENR - DALLAS TEN AN TO2010
July 28, 1978
TXX-2367
R J GARY
Mr. W. C. Seidle, Chief
Reactor Construction & Engineering
Support Branch

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Office of Inspection and Enforcement

611 Ryan Plaza Dr., Suite 1000 Docket Nos. 50-445

Arlington, Texas 76011 50-445

COMANCHE PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION
1981-83 2300 MW INSTALLATION
MISCLASSIFICATION OF SAFETY-RELATED EQUIPMENT
FILE NO. 10110

Dear Mr. Seidle:

This will suppiement our letter of July 18, 1978 logged TYX-2860,
wherein we committed to advise you by August 31, 1978 of the
reportability of the interface breakdown, which resulted in *he
misclassification of safety-related equipment foundations by our
architect engineer.

The engineering safety implication analysis has been completed.
We have concluded that this item is not reportable under the pro-
visions of 10 CFR 50.55(e).

The identified problems are being dispositioned in accordance with
our established procedures.

Very truly yours,

L8

AJ. Gary

RJG:dla
cc: Director, Office of Inspection and Enforcement (15)

Director, Office of Management Information and Program Control (1)
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D. C. 20555
< . P
FOIA-87-508

87092400
£k 0284 870921 ¢*’ 657




TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY

ZOOTHBRY AN TOM EHR - DAL AS TENASTHZ20H

November 1, 1978
TXX-2900

Mr. W. C. Seidle, Chief
Reactor Construction & Engineering
Support Branch
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Inspection and Enforcement
611 Ryan Plaza Dr., Suite 1000 Docket Nos. 50-445
Arlington, Texas 76011 50-446

COMANCHE PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION
1981-83 2300 MW INSTALLATION
SERVICE WATER PUMP SEISMIC RESTRAINT
INTERIM RESPONSE
FILE NO. 10110

Dear Mr. Seidle:

On October 6, 1978 we notified you by telephone that a question
on the design of the Seismic Restraint for the Service Water

Pump might be potentially reportable under 10 CFR 50.55(e).

engineer has conducted an evaluation of the design and has noti-

fied us that had the deficiency gone undetected it would not have
adversely affected the safety of the plant. However, we are still
evaluating his response, and will report to you our final determi-

nation by November 17, 1878.
Very truly yvours,
R. A. Gary

RJG:dla
et Director, Office of Inspection and Enforcement (15)

Director, Office of Management Information and Program Controi (1)

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

FOIA-87-508
Al
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A EXAS UBILITIES GLNEEATING COMPANY
A 2001 LD AN TOMER. 10 LAS 5N A 28800
Jciober 18, 19/8
TXX-789
L e )
T e K Y, Sevicit, Dreciof
}o 5. Nuclzar Reguiatory Cormaission
Kegion .Y
£11 Ryan Plaza Drive, Saite !0u Docket Nos 50-445
Arlingien. Vexas 76011 IRy 2%

COmAN HE P:Al. STEAM ELICTRIC STATION
1981-8% 23C5 MW IN57OLLATION
Cr NG PEAK. CALMLLDING
ritE NO. 10710

Dear Mr. S.yfrit:

On Octroer 4, 1978, we verLi}lv y1.formed your lr. K. 6. aylar . LFSIS
Rzsioet Inspector, of a siie'c 7ailure =Ff an imctalled «udugle sla e

oi No. i’ reirfurcing stex] for inz axtericr wa'l oF t- Usit No. .
contzinment ¢iruiture that we were e)auiting o o roeentiztly” ceporiaile
deficisncy withiz s~ definition of 10 (FF 50.i:(a). de have completsd

an in-gepth imvastigation of expased cadwelu .piices performad by the
individual crattsinun involvec anc other: wor'ny to the sams procedures

anc have concluded trat the incident was an < 2ted case. Additionally, -
engineering analyses clea*ly indicate th:” hed tie single incident gore
undtiected, the matter wonld not F.ve beun r: o table under *U CFR 50.55(e).
Ruscrds suprosting these Getsrminat :ns ary a.silable for you! inspéctor's
review at tie CPSES site.

However, a. discussed w#ith yor on Gctobrr 11, 1473, we have r:sognii.d,
as the resvil ¢f our eva..at’on, the need fur cor~ective action in rie
nardgenent o° our oveiall cadweia prograi . The following items havye been
or will be 1mplewertic to jorrect these s.ragemsn' deficiencies:

1. Constr.ction procedures a=*~ deing revised and »i1 be fuly im>'emen .ed
by O.tilier 20. 1978.

2. Cadwelders and their “orens w911 be “etrainc: & tha revised procedures
uy Octoter 20, \77%, with .ynasis placed or craf cmen inspecting th: iy
own work,

3. fach forenan will grace |is identi“yin, ma 'k on every splice made by Li13
cim and will furnish to ‘¢ rebar suseripiondent a daily list of s, 1ces
mede .0 'is crew. Tiis act o will menein in effect until three COr 5neil=
tive mcrths elapse with no defective ca‘welr..

4. AN ailerind cudweld inspectors we: o retra ned %y Octuber 1, 1878,

o1 4-87 —-5@‘} R

78 M AGL3 aAfke
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Page 2
Comanche Peak Cadwelding

5. Each cadweld inspector whose inspections were determined to be
suspect during our investigation has bwen counseled at length by
the TUGCO site QA Supervisor. This counseling emphasized that
anything less than 100% will not be tolerated.

6. Senior TUGCO QA/QC staff personnel will monitor cadweld inspection
on a daily basis until adequate confidence level in our inspection
effort is restored, then periodically to maintain this level of
confidence.

If you have any further questions, please advise.

Very truly yours,

22 Aoy

RJG:dla

B TXX-2896
gt L. F. Fitkar
|



TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY

2001 BRYAN TOWER - DALLAS. TEXAS 76201

"  GARY September 18, 1980
oS S ool TXX-3195

Mr. W. C. Seidle, Chief
Reactor Construction & Engineering
Support Branch
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Inspection & Enforcement
611 Ryan Plaza Dr., Suite 1000 Docket Nos. 50-445
Arlington, Texas 76012 50-446

COMANCHE PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION
1981-83 2300 MW INSTALLATION
CLASS V PIPING SUPPORTS
FILE NO: 10110

Dear Mr. Seidle:

In accordance with 10 CFR 50.55(e) we are submitting the attached report

of actions taken to correct discrepancies involving installation and
inspection requirements for Class V non-nuclear safety-related piping
supports. We previously made a verbal report to Mr. R. G. Taylor on

November 20, 1579 and submitted interim reports logged TXX-3127
TXX-3162 dated April 21, 1980 and July 14, 1980, respectively.

Supporting documentation is available at the job-site for your inspector's

review.
If we can provide any additional information, please advise.

Very truly yours,

o

RJG:dk
Attachment
cc: NRC Region IV - (0 + 1 copy)

Director, Inspection & Enforcement - (15 copies)
c¢/o Distribution Services Branch, DDC, ADM.
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Conmission

Washington, D. C. 20555 T—m’A—B”- 508

Wi g e
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TXX-3195 Attachment September 18, 1980
CLASS V PIPING SUPPORTS

Description of the Deficiency

Various sections of the FSAR establisk the pertinent requirements for the
design faurication, instal’ation, and inspection of seismic supports for
Class V piping systems. “ne applicable project specification 2323-MS-46B
does not clearly define “he applicable quality requirements for the supports.
Consequently, there is insufficient positive assurance that the FSAR com-
mitments have been satisfied.

Safety Implications

As a result of the stated deficiency, there is no documented assuramnce
that the supports would satisfy the design conditions and withstand the
postulated seismic loadings. Trerefore, this deficiency could possibly
reduce the functioning of a Seismic Category I system or component to an
unacceptable safety level.

Corrective Actions

To address the stated deficiency, the following corrective actions have
been completed:

A) FSAR changes have been instituted to more clearly
delineate the requirements for Seismic Category 11
piping supports for Class V piping systems.

Changes to project specification 2323-MS-46B have been
issued to detail and clarify the quality requirements

and pertinent provisions of 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, to

be applied during design, fabrication and installation
and inspection.

Implementing construction and inspection instructions
have been prepared and are being used for ongoing work
activities. Previously installed hangers are being
reworked as necessary and inspected on a system basis.
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TEXAS UTILITIES GE VERATING COMPANY

001 PNAYANM TOWEN Al AR TRX AN 7RA20I

R J GARY October 10, 1980
b g7 By gt TXX-3217

Mr. N. C. Seidle, Chief
Reactor Construction & Engineering
Support Branch
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Inspection & Enforcement
Gl] Ryan Plaza Or., Suitc 1000 Docket Nos. 50-445
Arlington, Texas 76012 50~446

COMANCHE PEAN STE/ | ELECTRIC STATION
1981-83 2300 M | INSTALLATION
UPPER INTERNALS 0TO-LOCK INSERT
FILE NC: 10110

Near Mr. Seidle:

On Septemhar 13, 1080, we verbally i.formed your Mr, Ray Hall that we
were evaluating a deficiency with tf : Roto-10¢k 1nsert locking tab

25 a potentially repurtable deficier .y within the definitions of
0 CFR 50.5%5(e).

We have compieted our 1nvestigaticn nd havt cunvluded Lhat the matter
15 not reportable under 10 CFR 50.5! (e). Records supporting this
determination are available for ycur Inspector's review at the CPSES

‘ site.
Very truly yours,
R. f(‘aary ;
RJG:dk

cc: NRC Region IV - (0 + 1 copy)

Director, Inspection & Enforce ent - (15 copies)
c¢/o Distribution Services Brin h, DDC, ADM.

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Comii sion

Washington, D. C. 20555

Forpn-87- 50’ g 2
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TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY

2001 BRYAN TOWEN - DALLAS. TEXAS 76201

R S GARY October 29, 1980
i b oyl ookl TXX-3229

Mr. d. C. Seidle, Chief
Reactor Construction & Engineering
Support Branch
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Inspection & Enforcement
611 Ryan Plaza Dr., Suite 1000 Docket Nos. 50-445
Arlington, Texas 76012 50-446

COMANCHE PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION
PLASITE 7122 COATING
FILE NO: 10110

Dear Mr. Seidle:

On September 18, 1980, we verbally informed your Mr. R. G. Taylor that
we were evaluating a condition involving the Plasite 7122 1ining in the
Service Water System Piping as a potentially repertable deficiency within
the definitions of 10 CFR 50.55(e§. We previously submitted an interim
status report logged TXX-3218, dated October 13, 1980.

We have completed our investigation and have concluded that the matter

is not reportable under 10 CFR 50.55(e). Documentation supporting this
determination is available for your Inspector's review at the CPSES site.

Very truly yours,
‘§?7J. Gary
RJG:dk
cc: NRC Region IV - (0 + 1 copy)
Director, Inspection & Enforcement - (15 copies)
c¢/o Distribution Services Branch, DDC, ADM.

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

FOI A-B1-508
Alll




TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY

2001 BRYAN TOWEHR DALLAS. TEX AS 76201

October 15, 1980
Tl g P TXX-3219

Mr. W. C. Seidle, Chief
Reactor Construction & Engineering
Support Branch
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Inspection & Enforcement
611 Ryan Plaza Dr., Suite 1000 Docket Nos. 50-445
Arlington, lexas 76012 50-446

COMANCHE PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION
1981-83 2300 MW INSTALLATION
THREAD ENGAGEMENT OF SWAY STRUTS
FILE NO: 10110

Dear Mr. Seidle:

On September 19, 1980, we verbally informed your Mr. R. G. Taylor that we
were evaluating a condition involving sway strut units which do not have

threads upset as a potentially reportable deficiency within the definitions
of 10 CFR 50.55(e).

We have completed our investigation and have concluded that the matter
is not reportable under 10 CFR 50.55(e). Records supporting this deter-
mination are available for your Inspector's review at the CPSES site.

Very truly yours,
7
R. J. Gary

RJG:dk
cc: NRC Region IV - (0 + 1 copy)

Director, Inspection & Enforcement - (15 copies)
c/o Distribution Services Branch, DDC, ADM.
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

FoIh-871-508
1f,
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November 30 ’ 1982
TXX-3594

Mr. 6. L. Madsen, Chief

Reactor Projects Branch 1

U. §. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Office of Inspection and Enforcement

611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Swite 1000 Docket Nos.: 50-445
Arlington, TX 76012 50-446

COMANCHE PEAK STLAM ELE( TRIC STATION
OVER-TORQUING OF SAFETY RELIEF VALVES
FILE NO. 10 10

Dear Mr. Madeen:

On September 10, 1982, we verbally inform d your Mr. R. G. Taylor of a deficiency

regarding the over-torquing of safety rel ef valves. We submitted an interim
report logged TXX-3577 on October 6, 1982

We have completed our irvestigation and ¢ ncluded that the matter is not report-

able under 10 CFR50.55(e). Records supno ting this determination are available
for your Inspector's review at the CPSE; .ite,

Yery truly yours,

Virector, Inspection & Enforcement (15 copies)
U.,S5. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
wasnhington, DC 20558

RJG:eaq
cc: NRC REGION IV - (0 + 1 copy)

FOTA-871-508
All3
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gt ; TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY

2000 BRYAN TOW EHM DALLAS TEN AS 752003050

R J GARY
LARCUTIVE G RO

T s F Oi A "87 ‘S O 8

October 29, 1982
TXX-3589

A’L’ NV 318

Mr. G. L. Madsen, Chief

Reactor Project Branch 1

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Office of Inspection and Enforcement

611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Suite 1000 Docket Nos. 50-445
Arlington, TX 76012 50-446

COMANCHE PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION
AUXILIARY BUILDING CONCRETE FLOOR SLABS
FILE NO.: 10110
Dear Mr. Madsen:
On October 20, 1982, we verbally informed your Mr. R. G. Taylor of a deficiency

regarding embedded rotafoam and plywood in the Auxiliary Building concrete
floor siabs.

We have completed our 1nvest1?at1on and concluded that the matter is not
reportable under 10CFR50.55(e). Records supporting this determination are
available for your Inspector's review at the CPSES site.

Very truly yours,

/,c—r’ . J. Gary
RJG:eaq

cc: NRC Region IV - (0 +# 1 copy)

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Director. Inspection & Enforcement (15 copies) (;,
Washington, DC 20555 jiis:‘




