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Ladies and Gentlemen:

By letter dated June 24, 2016, Southern Nuclear Operating Company (SNC) submitted a
request for an alternative in accordance with 10 CFR 50.55a for preservice inspection of the
Steam Generator Nozzle to Reactor Coolant Pump Casing Welds [ML16176A312]. On August
5, 2016, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) staff issued two draft requests for
additional information [ML16218A439]. A clarification call was held in a public meeting on
August 25, 2016 to provide clarification on the requests for additional information.

Enclosures 1 through 3 provide responses to the requests for additional information (RAIs).
Enclosure 2 contains the Non-Proprietary response to the first RAI.

Enclosure 3 contains the Proprietary response to the first RAl and is subject to withholding
under 10 CFR 2.390.

Enclosure 4 provides an affidavit from SNC supporting withholding the Proprietary information
under 10 CFR 2.390.

Enclosure 5 is Westinghouse’s Proprietary Information Notice, Copyright Notice, and CAW-16-
4476, Application for Withholding Proprietary Information from Public Disclosure and Affidavit.
The affidavit sets forth the basis upon which the information may be withheld from public
disclosure by the Commission and addresses with specificity the considerations listed in
paragraph (b)(4) of 10 CFR Section 2.390 of the Commission's regulations. Accordingly, it is
respectfully requested that the information that is proprietary to Westinghouse be withheld from
public disclosure in accordance with 10 CFR Section 2.390 of the Commission's regulations.
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Correspondence with respect to the copyright or proprietary aspects of the items listed above or
the supporting Westinghouse affidavit should reference CAW-16-4476 and should be addressed
to James A. Gresham, Manager, Regulatory Compliance, Westinghouse Electric Company,
1000 Westinghouse Drive, Building 3 Suite 310, Cranberry Township, Pennsylvania 16066.
Correspondence with respect to proprietary aspects of this letter and its enclosures should also
be addressed to Brian H. Whitley at the contact information within this letter.

The supplemental information provided in this letter does not impact the scope or conclusions of
the original alternative.

This letter contains no regulatory commitments.

Should you have any questions, please contact Mr. Corey Thomas at (205) 992-5221.

Mr. Brian H. Whitley states that: he is the Regulatory Affairs Director of Southern Nuclear
Operating Company; he is authorized to execute this oath on behalf of Southern Nuclear
Operating Company; and to the best of his knowledge and belief, the facts set forth in this letter
are true.

Respectfully submitted,
SOUTHERN NUCLEAR OPERATING COMPANY

Lt wbty

Brian H. Whitley
BHW/BCTl/ljs
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 30'“" day of 5@.?% OM\(LLV , 2016

Notary Public: | ava l omuilt e Yennar

My Commission Expires

MARA RAINVILLE HAMNER
Notary Public
Alabama State at Large

My commission expires:

Enclosure 1: Vogtle Electric Generating Plant (VEGP) U 0
Request for Additional Information (RAI) Regardmg VEGP 3&4—PSI -ALT-05

Enclosure 2: Vogtle Electric Generating Plant (VEGP) Units 3 and 4 — Response to Request for
Additional Information #1 — LTR-PAFM-16-59-NP, NRC RAIl Response Regarding
Inspection of AP1000 Vogtle Units 3 & 4 and V.C. Summer Units 2 & 3 Steam
Generator to Reactor Coolant Pump Suction Nozzle Weld (Non-Proprietary)

Enclosure 3: Vogtle Electric Generating Plant (VEGP) Units 3 and 4 — Response to Request for
Additional Information #1 — LTR-PAFM-16-59-P, NRC RAI Response Regarding
Inspection of AP1000 Vogtle Units 3 & 4 and V.C. Summer Units 2 & 3 Steam
Generator to Reactor Coolant Pump Suction Nozzle Weld (Proprietary)
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Enclosure 4: Vogtle Electric Generating Plant (VEGP) Units 3 and 4 — Affidavit from Southern
Nuclear Operating Company for Withholding Under 10 CFR 2.390

Enclosure 5: Vogtle Electric Generating Plant (VEGP) Units 3 and 4 — Westinghouse
Application for Withholding Proprietary Information from Public Disclosure CAW-

16-4476, accompanying Affidavit, Proprietary Information Notice, and Copyright
Notice
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Vogtle Electric Generating Plant (VEGP) Units 3 and 4

Response to NRC Staff Request for Additional Information (RAI) Regarding
VEGP 3&4-PSI-ALT-05

(Enclosure consists of 3 pages, including this cover page.)
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Enclosure 1
Response to NRC Staff Request for Additional Information (RAI) Regarding VEGP 3&4-PSI-ALT-05

RAI 1:

Alternative request VEGP3&4-PSI-ALT-05 describes in detail how the ultrasonic examination of
the steam generator nozzle-to-reactor coolant pump casing welds (SG-to-RCP welds) will be
done using a procedure and personnel qualified in accordance with the Electric Power
Research Institute Performance Demonstration Initiative (EPRI/PDI) program. In this
description, the licensee indicates that ultrasonic detection and length sizing qualification was
extended to the full thickness of the aforementioned weld and that the examination volume is
not limited. The staff notes that this capability would allow the licensee to meet the NRC
proposed condition on American Society of Mechanical Engineers (ASME) Code Case N-799
which states, in part, that the examination of dissimilar metal welds between steam generator
nozzles and pumps must be full volume.

In lieu of examining the full weld volume as proposed in the condition, the licensee proposes to
perform an ultrasonic examination of the inner 1/3 of the weld and a surface examination of the
inner and outer weld surfaces. However, there is no technical justification provided to support
the licensee’s proposal to volumetrically examine only the inner 1/3 of the weld volume.
Therefore, the staff is unable to determine whether the proposed alternative examinations
provide an acceptable level of quality and safety in accordance with 10 CFR 50.55a(z).

To resolve this issue, the staff requests that the licensee provide additional information or
analyses to justify why the proposed examinations are an acceptable alternative to examining
the full weld volume. Specifically, the staff requests that the licensee, at a minimum, provide an
analysis which considers the size and nature of the largest potential defect which could be
expected to be present in the outer 2/3 of the weld as well as the operating loads to which the
weld will be subject for the licensed lifetime of the facility. To support the requested alternative,
this analysis would be expected to demonstrate that the initiation of active degradation of the
weld would not be expected to occur from the postulated defect in the outer 2/3 of the weld over
the licensed lifetime of the facility.

SNC Response to RAI 1:

Enclosures 2 and 3 provide additional information and analysis that concludes a postulated
defect in the outer 2/3 of the weld would not exceed the allowable flaw size over the licensed
lifetime of the plant based upon the ASME Boiler & Pressure Vessel Code (B&PVC) Section Xl
flaw tolerance evaluation and the ASME B&PVC Section Ill design evaluation. Enclosure 2
contains the Non-Proprietary response. Enclosure 3 contains the Proprietary response subject
to withholding under 10 CFR 2.390.

Page 2 of 3
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Enclosure 1
Response to NRC Staff Request for Additional Information (RAI) Regarding VEGP 3&4-PSI-ALT-05

RAI 2:

Alternative request VEGP3&4-PSI-ALT-05, Figure 2, indicates that the configuration of the SG-
to-RCP weld will be a double-sided joint (i.e., double V). However, the figures used to illustrate
the examination requirements in ASME Code Case N-799 and ASME Section Xl (2013 Edition),
IWB-2500-8 are for a single-sided weld joint. The staff requests that the licensee describe why
the examination requirements proposed for a single-sided weld are applicable and acceptable
for use on the SG-to-RCP weld, which is double-sided weld.

SNC Response to RAI 2:

The figures in the ASME B&PVC Code Case N-799 (Figure 1) and ASME B&PVC Section XI,
2013 Edition (Figure IWB-2500-8 (c) — (e)) are illustrative with respect to the weld joint
configuration. These figures are intended only to define the examination volume and
examination surface extent for similar and dissimilar metal welds in components, nozzles, and
piping. It is noted that the examination volume and examination surface extent is defined with
respect to the weld (or weld end buttering) edges at the widest part of the weld (and weld end
buttering) regardless of whether it is located on the inside or outside surface. For the
examination volume, these weld (or weld end buttering) edges are extended to the inside
surface and the Y-inch of adjacent base material is added to both edges to obtain the width
extent of the examination volume. The 1/3t examination volume depth is taken from the inside
surface. This approach ensures that the entire weld and weld end buttering width is captured in
the examination volume regardless of the weld preparation configuration.

Alternative Request VEGP 3&4-PSI-ALT-05, Figure 2, shows that the widest part of the weld
(and weld end buttering) is the same on the inside and outside surfaces and it is defined by the
edges of the weld end buttering on the Reactor Coolant Pump Casing and the Steam Generator
Nozzle. The Ya-inch of adjacent pump casing and nozzle base material is taken from these weld
end buttering points and the 1/3t depth is taken from the inside surface. As noted in Alternative
Request VEGP 3&4-PSI-ALT-05, Figure 2, the entire weld and weld end buttering width is
captured in the examination volume.

Page 3 of 3
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Enclosure 2

Vogtle Electric Generating Plant (VEGP) Units 3 and 4

Response to Request for Additional Information #1 — LTR-PAFM-16-59-NP, NRC RAI
Response Regarding Inspection of AP7000 Vogtle Units 3 & 4 and V.C. Summer Units 2 &
3 Steam Generator to Reactor Coolant Pump Suction Nozzle Weld (Non-Proprietary)

(Enclosure consists of 19 pages, not including this cover page.)
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FOREWORD

This document contains Westinghouse Electric Company LLC proprietary information and data which
has been identified by brackets. Coding ““® associated with the brackets sets forth the basis on which the
information is considered proprietary. These codes are listed with their meanings in WCAP-7211
Revision 8 (September 2015), “Proprietary Information and Intellectual Property Management Policies
and Procedures.”

The proprietary information and data contained in this report were obtained at considerable Westinghouse
expense and its release could seriously affect our competitive position. This information is to be withheld
from public disclosure in accordance with the Rules of Practice 10CFR2.390 and the information
presented herein is to be safeguarded in accordance with 10CFR2.903. Withholding of this information
does not adversely affect the public interest.

This information has been provided for your internal use only and should not be released to persons or
organizations outside the Directorate of Regulation and the ACRS without the express written approval of
Westinghouse Electric Company LLC. Should it become necessary to release this information to such
persons as part of the review procedure, please contact Westinghouse Electric Company LLC, which will
make the necessary arrangements required to protect the Company’s proprietary interests.

The proprietary information in the brackets has been deleted in this report, the deleted information is
provided in the proprietary version of this report (LTR-PAFM-16-59-P Revision 0).

Page 2 of 19
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1.0 Introduction

The objective of this letter report is to provide responses to the NRC Request for Additional Information (RAI) [1]
regarding the 4P1000" Steam Generator (SG) to Reactor Coolant Pump (RCP) suction nozzle dissimilar metal
(DM) weld inspection coverage. The NRC RAI requests additional information or analyses to justify why an
ultrasonic examination of the inner 1/3 of the weld thickness and a surface examination of the inner and outer
weld surfaces is an acceptable alternative to examining the full weld volume.

The responses to the NRC RAI will be based on two separate assessments that have been performed for the region
of interest. The first assessment is based on an ASME Section XI flaw tolerance analysis, and the second
assessment is based on the ASME Section III design evaluation.

1.1 ASME Section XI Flaw Tolerance Evaluations for Postulated Outside Surface Flaws

The first evaluation is based on an ASME Section XI flaw tolerance analysis for the DM weld, with the
consideration of a surface postulated flaw size in the outer 2/3 of the wall thickness. This flaw evaluation
considers a crack growth calculation for 60 years (design life) and the maximum end-of-evaluation flaw size
determinations based on limit load analysis, typical of an ASME Section XI flaw evaluation using the rules of
Appendix C. The intent is to show that a large postulated outside surface flaw will not grow to the maximum
allowable end-of-evaluation period flaw size (i.e., allowable flaw size) after 60 years of growth. The maximum
allowable end-of-evaluation period flaw size is calculated based on the ASME IWB-3640 guidelines [2]. The
postulated outside surface flaws used in this crack growth analysis are an axial flaw with Aspect Ratio (AR), flaw
length/flaw depth, AR = 2, and a circumferential flaw with AR = 6. The evaluation of postulated outside surface
flaws conservatively covers evaluations for embedded flaws, as the stress intensity factors for outside surface
flaws are more limiting than embedded flaws.

The evaluation of postulated outside surface flaws for 60 years is considered since the DM weld will have an
initial full volumetric examination done during fabrication to identify any indications during construction. The
fabrication inspections include surface examination of the outside surface, required ASME Section III radiography
examinations, and the design required ASME Code Section V ultrasonic testing imposed during component
fabrication. The ultrasonic testing includes in-progress inspections of the buttering material on both the steam
generator and RCP materials from the end face, and post-weld inspections of the full volume of the weld using
multiple angle, four directional angle beam techniques, from both the ID (Inside Diameter) and OD (Outside
Diameter) surfaces. The post-weld ultrasonic testing results are evaluated against the ASME Code Section III and
Section XI standards for acceptance [3]. In addition to the fabrication inspection, surface examinations are
performed on the outside and inside surfaces during the pre-service inspection (PSI), and then every 10 years per
the in-service inspection (ISI) schedule [3].

Trademark Note:

AP1000 is a trademark or registered trademark of Westinghouse Electric Company LLC, its affiliates and/or its subsidiaries in the United States of America
and may be registered in other countries throughout the world. All rights reserved. Unauthorized use is strictly prohibited. Other names may be trademarks
of their respective owners.
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The primary crack growth mechanism for flaws within the nozzle welds is Fatigue Crack Growth (FCG). The
fatigue crack growth rates as well as the stress intensity factor equations required to complete a FCG analysis are
further discussed in Section 2 of this letter report. Crack growth due to Primary Water Stress Corrosion Crack
(PWSCC) growth does not need to be investigated since the base metals around the DM weld, the stainless steel
buttering, and the Alloy 152/52 DM weld material have a low susceptibility to stress corrosion cracking.
Furthermore, the evaluation considered in this letter is for postulated outside surface flaws which are not exposed
to the primary coolant, and thus the susceptibility to PWSCC is not of concern. Any potential indications on the
inner 1/3 of the dissimilar metal weld wall thickness will be detected by volumetric inspection during the in-
service inspections.

1.2 ASME Section IIT Design Evaluations

In addition to the ASME Section XI flaw tolerance analysis for postulated axial and circumferential flaw on the
outside surface of the SG to RCP suction nozzle DM weld, a Section III design evaluation [4] assessment was
already completed for the AP7000 Steam Generator and the adjacent DM weld. The primary goal of the Section
IIT evaluation is to demonstrate acceptable margins to avoid cracks initiating as a result of fatigue cycling. The
ASME Section III discussion and results are provided here also to demonstrate that the region of interest (i.e., SG
outlet nozzle and DM weld) meet the structural design requirements of the ASME Code. The select results that
are provided in Section 3 of this letter aim to demonstrate that the primary and secondary stress analysis, fatigue
usage, and non-ductile failure (fracture mechanics) assessment per the ASME Section III code are all satisfied.
Therefore, meeting the requirements of ASME Section III further demonstrates the justification that the DM weld
location is structurally qualified for the design life of the plant.

Page 4 of 19
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2.0 ASME Section XI Flaw Tolerance Analysis for Outside Surface Postulated Flaws

This section provides a brief discussion for the fracture mechanics analysis of outside surface postulated flaws per
the ASME Section XI guidelines. The evaluation first calculates the maximum allowable end-of-evaluation
period flaw sizes for the two different flaw orientations (axial and circumferential flaws) based on ASME Section
XI at the Steam Generator to RCP DM weld location. Next, fatigue crack growth calculations at the dissimilar
metal weld are performed for 60 years for large postulated outside surface flaws. The initial postulated outside
surface flaw sizes are sufficiently large to ensure detection during the fabrication inspections for this component
at this location.

2.1 Maximum Allowable End-of-Evaluation Period Flaw Sizes

The calculation of the maximum allowable end-of-evaluation period flaw sizes for austenitic steel and nickel base
alloys is based on limit load analysis. The procedures and acceptance criteria for the limit load analysis in
austenitic components and weld metals are contained in paragraph IWB-3640 of ASME Section XI [2]. These
criteria were used to determine the maximum allowable end-of-evaluation period flaw size for axial (AR = 2) and
circumferential (AR = 6) flaw configurations. The aspect ratio of 2 is reasonable because the axial flaw growth is
limited to the width of the DM weld configuration, and an aspect ratio of 6 for postulated circumferential flaw is
typical for fracture mechanics analyses. The procedure to evaluate the allowable flaw sizes is based on IWB-3640
and subsequently Appendix C of Section XI of the code.

The maximum end-of-evaluation period flaw sizes determined for both axial and circumferential flaws have
incorporated the relevant material properties, nozzle loadings and geometry. Loadings under normal, upset,
emergency, and faulted conditions were considered in conjunction with the applicable safety factors for the
corresponding service conditions required in the ASME Code Section XI. For circumferential flaws, axial stress
due to the [

1%“¢ were considered in the evaluation. As for the axial flaws,
hoop stress resulting from pressure loading was used, since none of the other loadings have an impact on such
flaws.

Per ASME Section XI, the thermal expansion loads do not need to be considered in the maximum end-of-
evaluation period flaw size determination since the nozzle welds are GTAW (Gas Tungsten Arc Weld) and are
non-flux welds.

The AP1000 SG to RCP suction nozzle DM weld dimensions and operating parameters are shown in Table 1. A
design temperature of | 1% was conservatively used in determining the end-of-evaluation period flaw size
and for the fatigue crack growth analysis. The nozzle loads at the SG to RCP suction nozzle weld are based on
conservatively bounding both the SG and RCP design specification allowable loads (Table 2). The loads given in
Table 2 are in the local coordinate system, where the x-axis is axial along the component centerline, y-axis and z-
axis by right-hand-rule. Furthermore, all loads are conservatively applied as absolute values. The design
mechanical loads cover normal pump vibration loadings.
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Table 1: AP1000 SG to RCP Suction Nozzle Weld Geometry and Operating Parameters
— - a,c.e

Table 2: AP1000 SG to RCP Suction Nozzle Weld Allowable Loads a,c.e
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The maximum end-of-evaluation period allowable flaw sizes are determined based on the weaker of the base
metal and weld metal material properties flow strength value (average of the yield and ultimate strengths) at the
SG to RCP suction nozzle weld for a maximum temperature of [ ]*“®. The ASME code limiting material
properties at the DM weld location are based on the [

]a,c,e

The maximum allowable end-of-evaluation period flaw sizes for the SG to RCP suction nozzle DM weld are
shown in Table 3. It should be noted that the maximum end-of-evaluation period allowable flaw sizes are limited
to only 75% of the wall thickness in accordance with the requirements of ASME Section XI paragraph IWB-3640
[2]. Next, the fatigue crack growth analyses are performed to determine the largest postulated allowable initial
flaw size for 60 years of plant operation such that the final crack growth flaw sizes will not reach the maximum-
end-of-evaluation period flaw sizes shown in Table 3.

Table 3: Maximum Allowable End-of-Evaluation Period Flaw Size

Flaw Confieuration Aspect Ratio (flaw Maximum End-of-Evaluation
g length/flaw depth) Period Flaw Size (a/t)
Axial Flaw 2 0.75
Circumferential Flaw 6 0.47

The wall thickness, denoted as ‘t’, and the flaw depth and flaw length, denoted as ‘a’ and ‘f’ respectively, are

shown in Figure 1 for an axial flaw on the outside diameter of the SG to RCP suction nozzle DM weld. A
circumferential flaw on the outside diameter has the same denotation for thickness and flaw configuration
variables.

Inside
Diameter

Flaw Thickness
®

Outside Flaw Depth
Diameter (a)

Flaw Length T
O

Figure 1: Illustration of SG to RCP Suction Nozzle DM Weld Outside Diameter Axial Flaw
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2.2 Crack Growth Evaluations

As discussed in Section 1 of this letter report, the primary crack growth mechanism for flaws within the nozzle
welds is fatigue crack growth. Crack growth due to Primary Water Stress Corrosion Crack growth is not
applicable since the Alloy 152/52 DM weld material has very low susceptibility to stress corrosion cracking,
especially for outside surface flaws which are not exposed to the primary coolant. The fatigue crack growth rate
as well as the stress intensity factor equations required to complete a FCG analysis are discussed in this section.
The inputs that are used in the crack growth evaluations are the applicable design transients and cycles that
contribute significantly to the FCG (see Section 2.2.1), along with the consideration of welding residual stresses
to the crack growth analysis. The through-wall transient stresses, along with the residual stresses are used to
calculate the stress intensity factor, which will then be used with the cycles to determine the 60 year FCG results
for the axial and circumferential flaw.

2.2.1 Transient Stresses

The transient hoop and axial stress data used in the FCG analysis is representative of the stresses at the SG to RCP
suction nozzle DM weld. The transients and cycles are listed in Table 4, and these particular transients are
considered limiting for use in the FCG analysis. The remaining AP1000 design transients do not have high
fatigue usage factor contributions to the ASME Section III RCP nozzle fatigue evaluation. It is assumed that the
fatigue crack growth is also negligible for the other remaining design transients, since the fatigue usage factor
contribution for those transients is negligible. It should be noted that the mechanical loadings are included in the
transient stresses. A high-cycle pump vibration transient has also been considered, and determined to have stress
intensity factor that are below the threshold needed for fatigue crack growth as described later in this report
(Section 2.2.5).

Table 4: Limiting Transients Used for the FCG Analysis
a,c,e

Page 8 of 19



Westinghouse Non-Proprietary Class 3

LTR-PAFM-16-59-NP
Revision 0

2.2.2 Residual Stresses

For the FCG analysis, the welding residual stresses at the SG to RCP suction nozzle DM weld are also considered
along with the transient stresses. The inclusion of residual stresses will not change the range of stress intensity
factor for the fatigue crack growth calculations; however, it will affect the Load Ratio (R) in the FCG equation
(see Section 2.2.5). [

]a,c,e

2.2.3 Fatigue Crack Growth Analysis

In order to determine the growth of a postulated flaw after 60 years, a fatigue crack growth analysis is completed.
Fatigue crack growth is the only credible mechanism for crack growth in the material between the SG and RCP
since both the weld and the base metals have very low susceptibility to PWSCC, especially since the outside
postulated surface flaw is not exposed to the reactor coolant loop environment. The fatigue crack growth analysis
procedure involves postulating an initial flaw at the weld region and predicting the growth of that flaw due to an
imposed series of loading transients. The input required for a fatigue crack growth analysis is essentially the
information necessary to calculate the range of crack tip stress intensity factor, which depends on the crack size
and shape, geometry of the structural component where the crack is postulated, and the applied cyclic stresses.
Provided below is the methodology used to calculate the stress intensity factor for the axial and circumferential
surface flaws.

2.2.4 Generation of Crack Tip Stress Intensity Factors

The FCG analysis in this letter involves calculating growth for a flaw on the outside surface of the SG to RCP
suction nozzle DM weld, for an axial (AR = 2) and circumferential (AR = 6) flaw. The aspect ratio of 2 is
reasonable because the axial flaw growth is limited to the width of the DM weld configuration, and an aspect ratio
of 6 for postulated circumferential flaw is typical for fracture mechanics analyses. The postulated flaws are
subjected to cyclic loads due to the transients and residual stresses described previously. The inputs required for
the fatigue crack growth analysis is the range in stress intensity factor, AK, and the R ratio, Ki/Kiyax.

The stress intensity factors expression for surface flaws utilizes a representation of the actual stress profile rather
than a linearization between data points. The stress distribution profiles are represented by a cubic polynomial:

G(X):A0+A1X+A2X2+A3X3

where:

Ao, A1, Ay, and Ajare the stress profile curve fitting coefficients,
x 1s the distance from the wall surface where the crack initiates, and

o is the stress perpendicular to the plane of the crack.
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weld are listed in Table 4. The above equation is the most fundamental form of fatigue crack growth law, where C
and n are material constants.

The general fatigue crack growth rate for materials in air environments is given by the equation of the type:

da

= Foas C(D SR) (AK)"
where:
C(T) = Scaling Factor for Temperature Effects
S(R) = Scaling Factor for Load Ratio Effects
Fueld = Factor for Weld Material
AK = Stress Intensity Factor Range = K ux - Kinin
R = Load Ratio Kpin / Kinax
Kinax = Maximum Stress Intensity Factor
Kumin = Minimum Stress Intensity Factor
da/dN = Crack Growth Rate in Environment
n = Crack Growth Law Exponent

The fatigue crack growth is performed for the Alloy 152/52 weld material between the SG and RCP suction
nozzle. Note that the buttering on the steam generator outlet nozzle is Alloy 152/52, and the weld is Alloy 52. The
FCG reference curves for Alloy 152/52 have not been developed in Section XI of the ASME Code; therefore,
information available in NUREG/CR-6907 [6] is used. According to [6], in an air environment the Alloy 52 and
Alloy 182 weld is approximately 2 times the Alloy 600 FCG rate in air. Due to limited number of test data for
Alloy 152 in air environment, Reference [6] concludes that a factor of 2 on the Alloy 600 in air can be used to
approximate the Ni-alloy welds, such as Alloy 152/52, FCG rate in air. It should be noted that the buttering on the
RCP pump suction nozzle is stainless steel, however, the crack growth results for the Ni-alloy in air are more
limiting than the stainless steel material in air (FCG curves for stainless steel based on ASME Section XI
Appendix C).

Thus, the crack growth evaluation used herein are based on the FCG rate expression for Alloy 600 in air in SI
units with a factor of 2 to represent the Alloy 152/52 weld in air environment [6]:

da = F,_,C(T) S(R) (AK)"
dN_weld()()( )

C(T)=4.835 X 10 + (1.622 x 10T — (1.490 x 10"*)T* + (4.355 x 102HT°

S(R)= (1 - 0.82R)™?
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Fweld =2
where:
T = Temperature (°C)
AK = Stress Intensity Factor Range, Kux - Kinin, MPavm
Kmax = Maximum Stress Intensity Factor, MPavm
Kmin = Minimum Stress Intensity Factor, MPavm
n = Crack Growth Law Exponent (= 4.1)
R = Load Ratio, Kin/ Kiax
da
dN = Crack Growth Rate in Environment, m/Cycle
[

1*“¢ As such, the stress

profile and stress range through the DM weld thickness due to RCP vibrations will be small. The stresses that are
produced by the vibration are below the endurance limit of the Alloy 152/52 DM weld. Furthermore, the range in
stress intensity factors for pump vibrations are less than the AKyesow. Therefore, the contribution of RCP

vibrations to the FCG analysis would be negligible.
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The stress intensity factor expression for semi-elliptical flaw shapes was used. The methodology for calculating
the crack tip stress intensity factors is documented in an ASME publication [5] for axial flaws. The stress
intensity factor from [5] can also be used conservatively for circumferentially oriented flaws. When evaluating
axial and circumferential flaws, semi-elliptical surface flaws with aspect ratios (flaw length/flaw depth) of 2 for
axial flaws and 6 for circumferential flaws are considered. Stress intensity factors can be expressed in the general
form as follows:

3
KI = (E)O.S ZGJ (a/C, a/ta t/Ra (I)) AJ aj

Q' 5
where:
a: crack depth
c: half of the crack length along the surface
t: wall thickness
R: inside radius of the component
Aj: coefficients Ao, A, A,, and Aj; for the stress profile cubic fit
o: angular position of a point of the crack front
(¢= 0° at the deepest point; 90° at the surface point)
Gj: Gy, Gi, Gy, G; are boundary correction factors provided in [5] for axial and used
conservatively for circumferential flaws
Q: shape factor of an elliptical crack. Q is approximated by:

Q=1+ 1.464(a/c)"® for a/c <1, or Q = 1 + 1.464(c/a)"® for a/c > 1

2.2.5 Fatigue Crack Growth Rate

Once R (load ratio = Ki/Kiax) and AK are calculated, the crack growth due to any given stress cycle can be
calculated for each transient. This increment of crack growth is then added to the original crack size, and the
analysis proceeds to the next transient.

Fatigue crack growth for each transient for a given time interval and number of cycles (N) can be computed using
the following equation:

New Crack Depth = Initial Crack Depth + Incremental Crack Depth
with the incremental crack depth, Aa, given by:
Aa=C (AK)"N

The procedure is continued in this manner until all the transients known to occur in the period of evaluation have
been analyzed. The design transient load cycles used in the analysis for the AP7000 SG to RCP suction nozzle
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2.2.6 Fatigue Crack Growth Charts

The fatigue crack growth charts (Figures 2 and 3) are constructed by plotting the fatigue crack growth results over
a period of 60 years. The flaw depth to through-wall thickness ratio (a/t) is plotted as the ordinate, and time is
plotted as the abscissa. The charts are generated for the SG to RCP suction nozzle DM weld for an outside surface
axial flaw (AR = 2) and circumferential flaw (AR = 6) as shown in Figures 2 and 3 respectively. The fatigue crack
growth results are compared to the maximum allowable end-of-evaluation flaw size. The maximum allowable
flaw size is tabulated in Table 3 for the axial and circumferential flaws, and also plotted in Figures 2 and 3. The
initial flaw size is a sufficiently large postulated flaw which would not reach the maximum allowable flaw size in
60 years.

As shown in Figure 2 for an axial flaw, even a 60 percent through the wall thickness flaw would not reach the
maximum allowable flaw size in 60 years. Figure 3 for circumferential flaws shows that a postulated flaw as large
as 30 percent through the wall thickness flaw would not reach the maximum allowable flaw size in 60 years. Any
initial axial and circumferential flaw sizes less than the 60 and 30 percent of the wall thickness, respectively, are
encompassed by these curves and will not grow to the maximum allowable flaw size in 60 years. The large axial
and circumferential flaw sizes described above would have been detected by initial volumetric fabrication
inspections and will be detected by the regular ISI surface examinations of the outside surface of the SG to RCP
suction nozzle DM weld.

The stress intensity factor correlations for an embedded flaw are lower than that for surface flaws. Therefore, for
a given through-wall stress distribution, it can be concluded that the fatigue crack growth for outside surface flaws
is more limiting than the embedded flaws due to higher stress intensity factor. Furthermore, the initial volumetric
fabrication inspection would detect embedded flaws of the sizes described above.
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Figure 2: Crack Growth Chart for the AP7000 Steam Generator to Reactor Coolant Pump Suction Nozzle
Dissimilar Metal Weld, Outside Surface Axial Flaw with Aspect Ratio = 2
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Figure 3: Crack Growth Chart for the AP7000 Steam Generator to Reactor Coolant Pump Suction Nozzle

Dissimilar Metal Weld, Outside Surface Circumferential Flaw with Aspect Ratio = 6
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3.0 Section III Design Evaluation for Steam Generator to Pump DM Weld

The goal of the discussion herein on ASME Section III design evaluation [4] is to supplement the primary
assessment provided in Section 2 based on ASME Section XI flaw tolerance analysis. The aim here is to provide
a brief summary of the primary and secondary stress analyses, including the fatigue usage and ASME Section 111
Appendix G fracture mechanics (low alloy ferritic steel region) results.

The ASME Section III evaluations for the SG primary outlet nozzle and the SG to RCP suction nozzle DM weld
are based on the pressure loads, thermal loads, and external mechanical loads obtained using finite element
analysis and also based on strength of materials equations. It should be noted that the loads due to pump
fluctuations and vibrations were included in the evaluation for all conditions to determine the fatigue usage
factors. Furthermore, the high cycle loading due to pump vibrations was also evaluated separately for an infinite
number of cycles to determine the maximum alternating stress. All alternating stress intensities for this high cycle
pump loading are below one-half the endurance limits.

Provided in Table 5 below are select results of the ASME Section III allowable stress limits and fatigue usage for
the DM weld. Note that all ASME Section III design criteria are satisfied for this region. Furthermore, the low
fatigue usage shown in Table 5 demonstrates low susceptibility for any fatigue crack initiations at either inside or
outside surfaces.

Table 5: ASME Section III Select Results for DM Weld Location

— a,c.e

A non-ductile fracture mechanics evaluation was also performed per ASME Section III Appendix G for the SG
nozzle ferritic material adjacent to the DM weld. The non-ductile brittle fracture evaluation per ASME Section III
Appendix G can be used as a conservative fracture mechanics assessment of the more ductile Alloy 152/52 weld.
The Appendix G results for the ferritic location in the SG next to the DM weld are shown in Table 6 below.
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Results from Table 6 can be used to demonstrate the structural stability of the region at and around the DM weld
based on a large postulated flaw of 25 percent of the wall thickness with a length-to-depth (aspect ratio) of 6, as
required by ASME Section III Appendix G design analysis. = Normal, upset, emergency, test, and faulted
condition transients were all evaluated. The limiting transients within these service conditions were chosen to be
those transients that result in low metal temperatures and high stresses, which would give the worst brittle fracture
assessment. The most limiting hoop and axial stresses from either the inside or outside surface were used in the
Appendix G evaluation; as a result, the evaluation cover postulated flaws on the inside or outside, and axial or
circumferential flaw configurations. The lower bound fracture toughness values were used based on the limiting
temperature and material reference nil-ductility temperature (RTxpr) based on the design specification. Table 6
provides the ASME Section III results for the postulated 1/4T flaw for the ferritic steel location adjacent to the
DM weld. Based on the results in Table 6, it is demonstrated that the ferritic steel and the adjacent ductile DM
weld would be flaw tolerant for large postulated flaws based on the ASME Section III Appendix G non-ductile
evaluations.

Table 6: ASME Section III Appendix G Results' for SG Nozzle Ferritic Steel Location Adjacent to the DM weld
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4.0 Conclusions

The objective of this letter report is to provide responses to the NRC RAI (Reference 1) to support justification of
a volumetric inspection of the inner 1/3 of the weld, with a surface examination of the inner and outer weld
surfaces, and to demonstrate that this is an acceptable alternative to examining the full weld volume during the
ISI. The responses to the NRC RAI were based on two separate assessments that have been performed for this
particular region of interest. The first assessment was based on ASME Section XI flaw tolerance analysis, and the
second assessment is based on the ASME Section III design evaluation.

The ASME Section XI flaw tolerance evaluation is provided in Section 2 of this report. Postulated outside surface
axial and circumferential flaws with aspect ratios of 2 and 6, respectively, were evaluated at the SG to RCP
suction nozzle DM weld locations. AP1000 specific geometry, loadings, and material properties were considered
in the maximum end-of-evaluation period flaws and the fatigue crack growth analysis. The fatigue crack growth
charts (Figures 2 and 3) demonstrate that it would require very large axial (greater than 60% of the wall thickness
with an aspect ratio of 2) or circumferential surface flaw (greater than 30% of the wall thickness with an aspect
ratio of 6) on the outside surface of the SG to RCP suction nozzle weld to reach the allowable flaw size in 60
years. Surface examinations of the outside surface at this location would identify flaws much smaller than the
initial flaw sizes shown in Figures 2 and 3; furthermore, the full fabrication volumetric examinations would result
in repair of any such large flaws. Based on the ASME Code Section III fabrication examination acceptance
standards, the largest postulated outside surface axial and circumferential flaws determined in this letter report
bound the largest potential outside surface axial and circumferential flaws left behind at fabrication by a
substantial margin. This holds true for embedded flaws as well.

Section 3 of this report provides the ASME Section III design evaluation that was performed for the DM weld and
the surrounding low alloy steel region. Based on the design criteria, all requirements of the ASME Section III
code were met for this region based on the primary and secondary stress analyses, and fatigue usage calculations.
The fatigue usage at the DM weld region is very low at both the inside and outside surface, and this region has
acceptably low susceptibility to crack initiations for the design life of the plant. The non-ductile ASME Section
III Appendix G fracture mechanics evaluation was also performed and shown to be acceptable for the low alloy
ferritic steel of the steam generator. The ferritic steel material is considered in the Appendix G evaluation since it
is susceptible to brittle fracture, whereas the DM weld is more ductile than the SG base metal, and therefore is not
required to be considered in the Appendix G evaluation. Thus, per the design ASME Section III fracture
mechanics, it is also demonstrated that the DM weld region is flaw tolerant for large flaws of size 25% of the wall
thickness with an aspect ratio of 6.

In conclusion, based on the ASME Section XI and III discussions provided in this report, it is demonstrated that
original volumetric and surface examination performed during fabrication, and the outer and inner surface
examinations to be performed every ISI are sufficient in lieu of performing a 100% wall thickness volumetric
inspection of the DM weld every ISI. This conclusion is based on a fracture mechanics evaluation per ASME
Section XI and ASME Section III Appendix G assessments. It was demonstrated that the outer 2/3 of the wall
thickness is flaw tolerant for the design life of the plant, and that the initiation of any active degradation of the
weld would not be expected to occur over the licensed lifetime of the plant.
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ND-16-1968
Enclosure 4
Affidavit from Southern Nuclear Operating Company for Withholding Under 10 CFR 2.390

1.

Affidavit of Brian H. Whitley

My name is Brian H. Whitley. | am the Regulatory Affairs Director for Southern Nuclear
Operating Company (SNC). | have been delegated the function of reviewing proprietary
information sought to be withheld from public disclosure and am authorized to apply for its
withholding on behalf of SNC.
I am making this affidavit on personal knowledge, in conformance with the provisions of 10
CFR Section 2.390 of the Commission’s regulations, and in conjunction with Westinghouse
Electric Company document LTR-PAFM-16-59-P, Revision 0, which is the Westinghouse
Electric Company document titled, “NRC RAI Response Regarding Inspection of AP1000
Vogtle Units 3 & 4 and V. C. Summer Units 2 & 3 Steam Generator to Reactor Coolant
Pump Suction Nozzle Weld.” | have personal knowledge of the criteria and procedures
used by SNC to designate information as a trade secret, privileged, or as confidential
commercial or financial information.
Based on the reason(s) at 10 CFR 2.390(a)(4), this affidavit seeks to withhold from public
disclosure Enclosure 3 of SNC letter ND-16-1968 for Vogtle Electric Generating Plant
(VEGP) Units 3 and 4, Response to Request for Additional Information #1 — LTR-PAFM-16-
59-P, NRC RAI Response Regarding Inspection of AP1000 Vogtle Units 3 & 4 and V.C.
Summer Units 2 & 3 Steam Generator to Reactor Coolant Pump Suction Nozzle Weld
(Proprietary).
The following is furnished for consideration by the Commission in determining whether the
information sought to be withheld from public disclosure should be withheld.

a. The information sought to be withheld from public disclosure has been held in

confidence by SNC and Westinghouse Electric Company.
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b. The information is of a type customarily held in confidence by SNC and
Westinghouse Electric Company and not customarily disclosed to the public.

c. The release of the information might result in the loss of an existing or potential
competitive advantage to SNC and/or Westinghouse Electric Company.

d. Other reasons identified in Enclosure 5 of SNC letter ND-16-1968 for Vogtle Electric
Generating Plant (VEGP) Units 3 and 4, Westinghouse Application for Withholding
Proprietary Information from Public Disclosure CAW-16-4476, accompanying
Affidavit, Proprietary Information Notice, and Copyright Notice, and those reasons
are incorporated here by reference.

5. Additionally, release of the information may harm SNC because SNC has a contractual
relationship with the Westinghouse Electric Company regarding proprietary information.
SNC is contractually obligated to seek confidential and proprietary treatment of the
information.

6. The information is being transmitted to the Commission in confidence and, under the
provisions of 10 CFR Section 2.390, it is to be received in confidence by the Commission.

7. To the best of my knowledge and belief, the information sought to be protected is not
available in public sources or available information has not been previously employed in the

same original manner or method.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

g": ,J N/é</ Executed on o’[ 3/le

Brian H. Whitley Date
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1 M h Westinghouse Electric Company
%S'nng QUS@ 1000 Westinghouse Drive

Cranberry Township, Pennsylvania 16066

USA

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Direct tel: (412) 374-4643
Document Control Desk Direct fax: (724) 940-8560
11555 Rockville Pike e-mail: greshaja@westinghouse.com

Rockville, MD 20852
' CAW-16-4476

September 27, 2016

APPLICATION FOR WITHHOLDING PROPRIETARY
INFORMATION FROM PUBLIC DISCL.OSURE

Subject: LTR-PAFM-16-59-P, Revision 0, “NRC RAI Response Regarding Inspection of AP1000
Vogtle Units 3 & 4 and V.C. Summer Units 2 & 3 Steam Generator to Reactor Coolant Pump
Suction Nozzle Weld” (Proprietary)

The Application for Withholding Proprietary Information from Public Disclosure is submitted by
Westinghouse Electric Company LLC (“Westinghouse”), pursuant to the provisions of paragraph (b)(1)
of Section 2.390 of the Commission’s regulations. It contains commercial strategic information
proprietary to Westinghouse and customarily held in confidence.

The proprietary information for which withholding is being requested in the above-referenced report is
further identified in Affidavit CAW-16-4476 signed by the owner of the proprietary information,
Westinghouse Electric Company LLC. The Affidavit, which accompanies this letter, sets forth the basis
on which the information may be withheld from public disclosure by the Commission and addresses with
specificity the considerations listed in paragraph (b)(4) of 10 CFR Section 2.390 of the Commission’s
regulations.

Accordingly, this letter authorizes the utilization of the accompanying Affidavit by STP Nuclear
Operating Company.

Correspondence with respect to the proprietary aspects of the Application for Withholding or the
Westinghouse Affidavit should reference CAW-16-4476, and should be addressed to James A. Gresham,
Manager, Regulatory Compliance, Westinghouse Electric Company, 1000 Westinghouse Drive,
Building 3 Suite 310, Cranberry Township, Pennsylvania 16066.

Very truly yours,

Ill'
?L

James A. Gresham, Manager

Regulatory Compliance

© 2016 Westinghouse Electric Company LLC. All Rights Reserved.




CAW-16-4476
September 27, 2016

AFFIDAVIT

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA:
ss

COUNTY OF BUTLER:

I, James A. Gresham, am authorized to execute this Affidavit on behalf of Westinghouse Electric
Company LLC (“Westinghouse”), and that the averments of fact set forth in this Affidavit are true and

correct to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief.

/JQAMLM.

ames A. Gresham, Manager

Regulatory Compliance
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(D) I am Manager, Regulatory Compliance, Westinghouse Electric Company LLC (“Westinghouse”),
and as such, I have been specifically delegated the function of reviewing the proprietary
information sought to be withheld from public disclosure in connection with nuclear power plant
licensing and rule making proceedings, and am authorized to apply for its withholding on behalf

of Westinghouse.

2) I am making this Affidavit in conformance with the provisions of 10 CFR Section 2.390 of the
Commission’s regulations and in conjunction with the Westinghouse Application for Withholding

Proprietary Information from Public Disclosure accompanying this Affidavit.

3) I have personal knowledge of the criteria and procedures utilized by Westinghouse in designating

information as a trade secret, privileged or as confidential commercial or financial information.

4) Pursuant to the provisions of paragraph (b)(4) of Section 2.390 of the Commission’s regulations,
the following is furnished for consideration by the Commission in determining whether the

information sought to be withheld from public disclosure should be withheld.

(1) The information sought to be withheld from public disclosure is owned and has been held

in confidence by Westinghouse.

(i1) The information is of a type customarily held in confidence by Westinghouse and not
customarily disclosed to the public. Westinghouse has a rational basis for determining
the types of information customarily held in confidence by it and, in that connection,
utilizes a system to determine when and whether to hold certain types of information in
confidence. The application of that system and the substance of that system constitute

Westinghouse policy and provide the rational basis required.

Under that system, information is held in confidence if it falls in one or more of several
types, the release of which might result in the loss of an existing or potential competitive

advantage, as follows:

(a) The information reveals the distinguishing aspects of a process (or component,

structure, tool, method, etc.) where prevention of its use by any of



(iii)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

()
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Westinghouse’s competitors without license from Westinghouse constitutes a

competitive economic advantage over other companies.

It consists of supporting data, including test data, relative to a process (or
component, structure, tool, method, etc.), the application of which data secures a
competitive economic advantage, e.g., by optimization or improved

marketability.
Its use by a competitor would reduce his expenditure of resources or improve his
competitive position in the design, manufacture, shipment, installation, assurance

of quality, or licensing a similar product.

It reveals cost or price information, production capacities, budget levels, or

commercial strategies of Westinghouse, its customers or suppliers.

It reveals aspects of past, present, or future Westinghouse or customer funded

development plans and programs of potential commercial value to Westinghouse.

It contains patentable ideas, for which patent protection may be desirable.

There are sound policy reasons behind the Westinghouse system which include the

following:

(a)

(b)

(©)

The use of such information by Westinghouse gives Westinghouse a competitive
advantage over its competitors. It is, therefore, withheld from disclosure to

protect the Westinghouse competitive position.

It is information that is marketable in many ways. The extent to which such
information is available to competitors diminishes the Westinghouse ability to

sell products and services involving the use of the information.

Use by our competitor would put Westinghouse at a competitive disadvantage by

reducing his expenditure of resources at our expense.
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(d) Each component of proprietary information pertinent to a particular competitive
advantage is potentially as valuable as the total competitive advantage. If
competitors acquire components of proprietary information, any one component
may be the key to the entire puzzle, thereby depriving Westinghouse of a

competitive advantage.

(e) Unrestricted disclosure would jeopardize the position of prominence of
Westinghouse in the world market, and thereby give a market advantage to the

competition of those countries.

63} The Westinghouse capacity to invest corporate assets in research and
development depends upon the success in obtaining and maintaining a

competitive advantage.

(iv) The information is being transmitted to the Commission in confidence and, under the
provisions of 10 CFR Section 2.390, it is to be received in confidence by the

Commission.

V) The information sought to be protected is not available in public sources or available
information has not been previously employed in the same original manner or method to

the best of our knowledge and belief.

(vi) The proprietary information sought to be withheld in this submittal is that which is
appropriately marked in LTR-PAFM-16-59-P, Revision 0, “NRC RAI Response
Regarding Inspection of AP1000 Vogtle Units 3 & 4 and V.C. Summer Units 2 & 3
Steam Generator to Reactor Coolant Pump Suction Nozzle Weld” (Proprietary), for
submittal to the Commission, being transmitted by Southern Nuclear Operating Company
and SCANA letter and Application for Withholding Proprietary Information from Public
Disclosure, to the Document Control Desk. The proprietary information as submitted by
Westinghouse is that associated with technical justification to support inspection
coverage for AP1000® plant steam generator to reactor coolant pump dissimilar metal
weld at Vogtle Units 3 and 4 and V.C. Summer Units 2 and 3, and may be used only for
that purpose.

APT1000 is a trademark or registered trademark of Westinghouse Electric Company LLC, its affiliates and/or its subsidiaries
in the United States of America and may be registered in other countries throughout the world. All rights reserved.
Unauthorized use is strictly prohibited. Other names may be trademarks of their respective owners.
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(a) This information is part of that which will enable Westinghouse to:

(1) Provide technical justification to support inspection coverage for AP1000
plant steam generator to reactor coolant pump dissimilar metal weld at

Vogtle Units 3 and 4 and V.C. Summer Units 2 and 3.

(b) Further this information has substantial commercial value as follows:

(1) Westinghouse plans to sell the use of similar information to its customers
for the purpose of providing technical justification to support extended
volumetric examination interval for reactor vessel nozzle to safe end

dissimilar metal welds.

(i1) Westinghouse can sell support and defense of industry guidelines and

acceptance criteria for plant-specific applications.

(ii1) The information requested to be withheld reveals the distinguishing

aspects of a methodology which was developed by Westinghouse.

Public disclosure of this proprietary information is likely to cause substantial harm to the
competitive position of Westinghouse because it would enhance the ability of
competitors to provide similar technical evaluation justifications and licensing defense
services for commercial power reactors without commensurate expenses. Also, public
disclosure of the information would enable others to use the information to meet NRC
requirements for licensing documentation without purchasing the right to use the

information.

The development of the technology described in part by the information is the result of
applying the results of many years of experience in an intensive Westinghouse effort and

the expenditure of a considerable sum of money.
In order for competitors of Westinghouse to duplicate this information, similar technical
programs would have to be performed and a significant manpower effort, having the

requisite talent and experience, would have to be expended.

Further the deponent sayeth not.



PROPRIETARY INFORMATION NOTICE

Transmitted herewith are proprietary and/or non-proprietary versions of documents furnished to the NRC
in connection with requests for generic and/or plant-specific review and approval.

In order to conform to the requirements of 10 CFR 2.390 of the Commission’s regulations concerning the
protection of proprietary information so submitted to the NRC, the information which is proprietary in the
proprietary versions is contained within brackets, and where the proprietary information has been deleted
in the non-proprietary versions, only the brackets remain (the information that was contained within the
brackets in the proprietary versions having been deleted). The justification for claiming the information
so designated as proprietary is indicated in both versions by means of lower case letters (a) through (f)
located as a superscript immediately following the brackets enclosing each item of information being
identified as proprietary or in the margin opposite such information. These lower case letters refer to the
types of information Westinghouse customarily holds in confidence identified in Sections (4)(ii)(a)
through (4)(ii)(f) of the Affidavit accompanying this transmittal pursuant to 10 CFR 2.390(b)(1).

COPYRIGHT NOTICE

The reports transmitted herewith each bear a Westinghouse copyright notice. The NRC is permitted to
make the number of copies of the information contained in these reports which are necessary for its
internal use in connection with generic and plant-specific reviews and approvals as well as the issuance,
denial, amendment, transfer, renewal, modification, suspension, revocation, or violation of a license,
permit, order, or regulation subject to the requirements of 10 CFR 2.390 regarding restrictions on public
disclosure to the extent such information has been identified as proprietary by Westinghouse, copyright
protection notwithstanding. With respect to the non-proprietary versions of these reports, the NRC is
permitted to make the number of copies beyond those necessary for its internal use which are necessary in
order to have one copy available for public viewing in the appropriate docket files in the public document
room in Washington, DC and in local public document rooms as may be required by NRC regulations if
the number of copies submitted is insufficient for this purpose. Copies made by the NRC must include
the copyright notice in all instances and the proprietary notice if the original was identified as proprietary.



STP Nuclear Operating Company

Letter for Transmittal to the NRC

The following paragraphs should be included in your letter to the NRC Document Control Desk:
Enclosed are:

1. LTR-PAFM-16-59-P, Revision 0, “NRC RAI Response Regarding Inspection of AP1000 Vogtle
Units 3 & 4 and V.C. Summer Units 2 & 3 Steam Generator to Reactor Coolant Pump Suction Nozzle
Weld” (Proprietary)

2. LTR-PAFM-16-59-NP, Revision 0, “NRC RAI Response Regarding Inspection of AP1000 Vogtle
Units 3 & 4 and V.C. Summer Units 2 & 3 Steam Generator to Reactor Coolant Pump Suction Nozzle
Weld” (Non-Proprietary)

Also enclosed is the Westinghouse Application for Withholding Proprietary Information from Public
Disclosure CAW-16-4476, accompanying Affidavit, Proprietary Information Notice, and Copyright
Notice.

As Item 1 contains information proprietary to Westinghouse Electric Company LLC, it is supported by an
Affidavit signed by Westinghouse, the owner of the information. The Affidavit sets forth the basis on
which the information may be withheld from public disclosure by the Commission and addresses with
specificity the considerations listed in paragraph (b)(4) of Section 2.390 of the Commission’s regulations.

Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the information which is proprietary to Westinghouse be
withheld from public disclosure in accordance with 10 CFR Section 2.390 of the Commission’s
regulations.

Correspondence with respect to the copyright or proprietary aspects of the items listed above or the
supporting Westinghouse Affidavit should reference CAW-16-4476 and should be addressed to
James A. Gresham, Manager, Regulatory Compliance, Westinghouse Electric Company,

1000 Westinghouse Drive, Building 3 Suite 310, Cranberry Township, Pennsylvania 16066.



