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OPEN ITEM REPORT File No. 993
File Revision No. 6

A
Date reported to PG&E md% _82 o

Scheduled for __ (Originator) ‘emimonthly Repurt No. Februar
Responsive to V&Es're'c”ﬁi{cal Program: Task 70065 (if apulicaéiei
Prepared as a result of: .
. I QA Audit and Review Report of _
O Field Inspection Deficiency
. 3 Independent Calculation Deficien~
. 3O Seismic [nput Deficiency
. < Design Methodology Deficiency
. @ Other Def
Structure(s), system(s) or component(s. involved:

"o O ow

Outdoor Water Storage Tanks

Description »f Concern:

EOI 993 Revision 4: “Preliminary Report, Seismic Reverification Report,
Seismic Reverification Program - Novembe~ 12, 1981." Although a team
effort existed between PGRE and URS/Blune in transmitting the design
information for the Qutdoor Water Storage Tanks, some checks need to be
made to determine the accuracy of the information transferred.

Significance of Concern:

Recommendation:

As requested in Revision 5 of this file, the DCP has performed a
reevaluation and reported results in Section 2.1.6 of their Phase |
Report. DCP completion sheet on this file issued on 2/3/83, RLCA and TES
to review the DCP response and resolve if satisfied.

. )
Signature: i /,"f;‘: AN .{é?;__ 830210 (Originator /Organization)
ole
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PROS" 4 RESOLUTION REPORT

File No. 1016
File Revision No. 3

Resolution of an., @ Open [tem: O Class Error
Independent Design Verifi:ation Program Resolytion is as:
a. B Closed [tem

b. O Deviation

C. O Open [tem with future action by PG&E: Task

Date Reported to PG&E 830210

Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No. February
Resolution based on the following documentation:

The anchor allowables on PG&E drawing 054162, Revision 3, do not agree
with those on DCM M-9, Appendix C, Revision 7.

File Revision 2: [DVP requested that PG&E should examine this item and
decide if 1t is outside the [DVP per the exemptiom in _.-*ion 7.1 of the
Phase [ Program (also refer to Program Procedure DUNPP-IDVP-PP-008).

0C® Completion Sheet signed by R. R. Fray on 1/31/83 states that
expansion anchor allowables listed in Appendix C of OCM M-9 were
developed by TES in response to IE Bulletin 79-02 and hence this item is
outside the scope of IDVP.

Program Resolution is:

Closed.

Potential Program Resolution
Report signed by on

- Type Name/Organization " Date

Signature: Zc 4l 1720l 830210 {Approved /Program Mana )
1_4_?4&__?3._45«_------__ gram Manager )




'
‘ngggunjevq

)

File Number

tion which

d Uev c1on or

s0 informing the




¥
o
PEN ITEM REPCRT -
£ e Revis
te norted to Pr vl 9 a0 A
iILe reported to PLG&t and 7¥3 RLCA
» | 4 3 g
eéduled for TF ¢ Jr nator emimonthly
. r 3 N & 4
PONS1VE ) W&E 1echm rrouram: 15K
\ 4 - - ] B e
rreparedq a5 1 'E').‘;‘ ‘.‘

). JA Audit and Review Report of

b. O Field I[nspection Deficiency 5 L A
[ndependent Calculation Deficiency
4 1 & T~ » r
1. eismic Inpuc D:ficiency
e. «J Design Methodoligy Deficiency
g ty N 2 (2Tad * DR aF 1 F < + ; D o) c 1 77 /4
E Jther Defygyengy OCP Completion Sheet by R. R. Fray on 1/27/83.
ytructure(s), system(s) or component(s) involved: xk

* ince . necern
mendat ion
] nd TE A - N 1Y 1 Q o P
< \ and £ CP response x 0let r heet from R R Fray
Jreel . . a
{ated 1/27/872 " £ nro AARES : @ $ef an
ited Ll/< & e LF response s sat 5’3&,:3T’j and whether
this »-"_? an
3 r e -
€ Jon - " mata
il nndind M L &N F s It ki rig ator ~ganization




ERROR REPORT File No. 1098

Class: _Aor B File Revision No. 6
A8.Cor D PG&E Task No. k.
L. Dates: Reported to Program Review Comm:ttee - NA
Program Review Committee Action
Reported to PGAE and Originator 830120

2. Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No. SebuaFy -
3. Structure(s), system(s), or component(s. Tnvolved:

CVCS Separator/Stabilizer.

4. Description of Error:

The design analysis 8-25 modeled the CVCS separator/stabilizar
support as an X and .Y translational restraint. RLCA field
verification shows this support as an X and Y translational and X and
I rotational restraint.

~

5. Significance of Error:

The separator/stabilizer was qualified as in “in-line" piping
component. Design analysis 8-25 does not record the correct an:hor
bolt loads on the separator/stabiltizer.

6. Recommendation:

8ased on PGandE presentations of their tecr.iical program, this file
's combinea with files 961, 1021, 1058, 10359, 1060, and 1104 as an
Error Class A or B.

The inclusior of file 1060 and 1104 into thic file was achieved by
Program Review Committee action.

A1l concerns of the above mentioned files will be reviewed under his
file.

Revision 6 was issued to reflect the inclusion of file 6001.

7. Potential Error Report signed by NA on -

\ Type Name anizati
8. Signatures: NA il /jgrg Seten Jate

- i s W 830120
For Program Review Cormitiee a Aaiﬁgved/éroéram Manager

-6-
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PROGRAM RESOLUTION REPORT

Fil: No. 1111
File Revision No. '
l. Resolution of an: @ Open [tem: O (Class Error
2. Independent Design Verification Progriam Resolution 1s as:

a. @ (Closed [tem

b. O Deviation '

C. O Open [tem with future action by PG&E: Task .
3. Date Reported to PG&E g3nj2p
Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No. February
. Resolution based on the following documentation:

[ =

This EQI to be closed and EQI 6001 issued to reflect the Phase Il items.

0. Program Resolution is:

Closed Item

7. Potential Program Resolution
Report signed by Edward Denison/RLCA (n 830110
. . Type Name/Organization Date
8. Signature: oy o a0l #3e/39 s ooroved /Program Manager )




File No. 1111
File Revision No. 5

IDVP COMPLETION REPORT

The DCNPP [ndependent Design Verification Program (IDVP) effort related to
the above File Numbar is complete.

l. The ac.ion which completes the IDVP effort is:

:}ﬁ r‘le Revision No. 4 is a Program Resolution Report whicn
recategorized this item 2s a Closed [tem.

L] Tre I1DVP has been informed by PGAE that no physical modifications
will be applied by PGAE in response to File Revision No. e
which recategorized this item as eitner a Deviation or as 2 Class
Cor Class D Error. The PGAE document so informing the [DVP is

Signature: @?’Mé % XYk )
proved/Program Manager

-8-
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PROGRAM RESOLUTION REPORT

File no. 1113
File Revision No. 2

l. Resolution of an: & Cpen Item: C (lass Error
2. Independent Design Verification Program Resolution is as:
a. & Closed [tem
b. O Deviation
c. O Open [tem with future action by PG&E: Task
3. Date Reported to PG&E 830204
4. Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No. _ February
5. Resolution based on 1he following documentation:

P105-4-550-029, Revision 1 RLCA CCW Pump Verification Analysis.

Results of Design Analysis and Verification Analysis differ by more
than 15%. Differences are attributed to the use in the Design
Analysis of:

(1). low impeller weight

(2). short shaft support span

(3). smaller foundation plate thickness.

6. Program Resolution is:

A1l calculated stresses are below the allowable values.

7. Potential Program Resolutign
Report signed by _ Edward Denison (RLCA) on 830201

N - 'ngi,Name/Organization Date
Signature: _ = &% s;yz:::;___.§§9204 (Approved/Program Manager )

G-



File No. 133
Frle Revision No. 3

I0VP_COMPLETION REPORT

The DCNPP Independent Design Ver .fication Program (IDVP) effort related to
the above File Numb2r is complete.

l. The action which completes the [DVP effort is:

E File Revision No. 2 is a Program Resolution Report which
recategorized this item as a Closed [tem.

::] The [DVP has been informed by PG&E that no physical modifications
will be applied by PGAE in responte to File Revision No. __
which recategorized this item as e'tner a Deviation or as a Class
C or Class D Error. The PG&E document so informing the [DVP is

2. Signature: R Coﬂ-,._. 830204
4
Approved/Program Manager

-10-



PROGRAM RESOLUTION REPORT

File No. 200
File Revision No. e

Resolution of an: K Open [tem: O Class Errior

Independent Design Verification Program Resolution is as:

a. O Closed [tem
b. O Deviation 1
C. O Open [tem with future action by PG&E: Task

Date Reported to PG&E agr;?u
Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No. vy
Resolution based on the following documentition:

no
.

w B
. s »

Based upon additionz] informat‘on provided by PG&E (DCVF-TES-647) on
821215 and reviewed by SWEC, the concern addressed by this file has been
reso lved.

0. Program Resolution is:

File to be closed due to satisfactory resolution of the concern.

7. Potential Program Resolution

Report signed by _N/A cn
- & 2D ?ge Name /Organization Date
8. Signature: A ‘??kg:___éazgﬁjh;‘_‘__ (Approved/Program Manager)

-11-



File No. 2001
F1le Revision No. 2

IDVP _COMPLETION REPORT

The NDCNPP [ndependent Nesign Verification Program ([DVP) effort related to
*he above File Number is complete.

1. The action which completes the [DVP effort 1s:

::B File Revision No. ] is a Program Resolution Report w1iln
recateqorized this item as a Closed [tem,

Ll The IDVP has been informed by PG&E that no physical modifications
will be applied b’ PG&E in response to File Revisio: No. ’
which recategorized this item as either a Jeviation «r as a Class
¢ or Class D Error. The PGAE document so informing the [DVP is

Signature: ___Z/_-,f_&z‘._mng_

Approved/Program Manager

-12-



QPEN ITEM REPORT File No. _ 7002

File kevision No. 3
Date reported to PG&E and TES 230202
Scheduled for (Originator) Semimonthly Report No. bf\e"f“""
Responsive to echnica1 Program: Task (if applicabie
Prepared as a result of:

a. X QA Audit and Review Repomt of _ PGRE .
. Field Inspection Deficiency

£ oMo o
- - - .

b. O
c. O Independent Calculation Deficiency
d. O Seismic Input Deficiency
e. J Design Methodology Deficiency
f. O Other Deficiency

Structure(s), system(s) or component(s) involved:

Containment components

6. Description of Concern:

.

1. No objective evidence could be found that the affects of jet
impingement on components inside containment were considered.

2. FSAR Section 3.6, paragraph 3.6 states that this was accomplished.

7. Significance of Concern:

Jet impingement inside containment is being analyzed by DCP and will be
subject to IDVP verification as part of additional verification effort.

8. Recommendation:

This file be reclassified as a Class A/B Error so that it can be
addressed as part of the additional verification effort.

9. Signature: Z[( .‘%Zr (Originator/Organization)

-13- l
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ERROR REPORT file No. 2002

Class: 3{5 File Revision No. 4
Ay8,C or D PG&E Task No.

1. Dates: Reported to Program Review Committee - N/A
Program Review Committee Action N/A i
Reported to PG&E and Originator 330202

8
Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No. g
Structure(s), system(s), or component(s) invo’v%ﬂ:

Containment component
4. Description of Error:

w o
s ®

As a result of R. F. Reedy audit of PG&E, it was discovered that no

documented evidence existed concerning PGE's jet impingement analysis
inside containment.

W

Significance of Error:

FSAR Section 3.6, paragraph 3.6, states that this was accomplished. The
necessary analysis is being performed by the NCP and will be verified by
the IDVP as part of the additional verification effort.

6. Recommendation:

This file will be addressed by additional verification efforts as
described in (TR-34,

7. Potential Error Report signed by N/A on
- Type Name/Organi i b)
3. Signatures: N/A " ga;\’]/z:aélo e
For Program Review Committee Approved/ﬁrggram Manager

-14-
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OPEN ITEM REPORT File No. 2004
File Revision No. gt

Date reported to PG&E and TES(» - e a -
Scheduled for Eié OrTginator) mimonthly Repor F
Responsive to echnical Program: Task (if aoplicagie’ ?
Prepared as a result of:

a. 1 QA Audit and Review Repprt of PGAF/Quadrex

b. O Field I[nspection Deficiency

¢. O Independent Calculation Deficiency

d. O Seismic [nput Deficiency
e. J
f
S

. Design Methodology Deficiency
. O Other Deficiency .
tructure(s), system(s) or component(s) involved:

Pipe rupture thermal hydraulic analyses outside containment and
environmental qualification of related essential equipment.

Description of Concern:

*During the R. F. Reedy audit of PG&E/Quadrex, PG&E/Quadrex could not
provide documented evidence that assumptiins made in PGE-C1-27, Revision
1 (that certain doors were open or closec and certain penetrations were
open) were still valid in iew of plant cesign changes since 1974.

Significance of Concern:

As a resuit of EOI-8001 and the DCP's commitment to reanalyze the
environments outside containment, the aspect of PG&E's approach to
penetrations will be addressed by SWEC's review of the new analysis.

Recommendation:

This file be closed.

dignature: _____522?114;.<:;;;i£ié? A (Originator /Organization)

-15-
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PROGRAM RESOLUTION REPORT

File No. 7004

File Revision No. 4
. Resolution of an: G Open [tem: G Class Error
Independent Design Verification Program Resolution is as:
a. @ Closed [tem .
b. O Deviation
c. O Open Item with future action by PG&E: Task

. Date Reported to PG&E aggzqz
. Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No. _ February
. Resolution based on the following documentation:

AV B
-

w B W

As a result of EOI-8001 and the OCP's commitment tc reanalyze the
environments outside containment, the aspect of PG&E s approach to
penetrations will be addressed by SWEC's review of the naw analysis.

6. Program Resolution is:

File to be closed based upon additional verification work to be done on
£0I-8001.

7. Potential Program Reso lution

Report signed by N/A on
_ “Type Name/Organization Date
3. Signature: __ R/ I _87C 204w  (Approved/Program Manager)

=16~



File No. _7004
File Revision No. 5

[DVP COMPLETION REPORT

The DCNPP Independent Design Ver ification Program (IOVP) effort related to
the above File Number is complete.

1. The action which completes the [DVP effort is:

[}g File Revision No. R is a Program Resolution Report whicn
rezategorized this item as a Closed [tem.

[:] The [DVP has been informed by PG&E that no physical modifications
will be applied by PGAE in response to Fi'e Revisicn No. .
which recategorized this item as either a Jeviation or as a Class

~

C o Class U Error. The PGAE document so informing the IDVP is

2. Signatu-e: _Z_C_é??p Frocoy
Approved/Program Manager

-17-
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OPEN I[TEM REPORT File No. _7005

File Revision N). 3
Date reported to PG&E and% 2101202

Scheduled for (Originator) Semimonthly Repor: No. Febr
Responsive to JEEE Technizal P-ogram: Task (if a;plicag%ei
Prepared as a result of:

W QA Audit and Review Reuowy of Quadrix -
b. O Field [nspection Deficiency

c. O Indapendent Calculation Deficiency

d. O Seismic Input Deficiency
e. J Design Methodology Deficiency
¥

St

-~
. .

O Other Deficiency
ructure(s), system(s) or component(s) involved:

Pipe rupture thermal hydraulic analy.es outside containment and
environmental qualification of related essential equipment.

Description of Concern:

During the R. F. Reedy audit of Quadrex, tiere was no documented evidence
that Quadrex performed temperature, pressure and flooding calculations
in all compartments which either contiined HELB locations or had
communication with compartments which containea HELB locations.
Judgement was apparently wused as the basis for not performing
calculations for some cc partiments.

Significance of Concern:

As a result of additional documentation (Quadrex letter to OCP,
RR-82-108, of 9/9/82) provided by DCP and also of the DCP's commitment to
reanalyze the environments outside of containment in response to
E0I-8001, the application of environmental analysis to compartments will
be addressed by SLEC's review of the new analysis.

Recommendation:

This file be closed.

Signature: ﬁ (?‘ﬁ':/ft‘: (Originator/Qrganization)
-18-




PROGRAM RESOLUTION REPORT

Fil: No. 2088
File Revision No. _ ¢ .

l. Resolution of an: R Open [tem: 0 Class Error
2. [Independent Design Verification Program Resolution 1s as:
a. B Closed [tem :
b. O Deviation
C. O Open [tem with future action by PG&E: Task
3. Date Reported to PGAE
4. Scheduled for TES Semimoathiy Report No. _E%n:n,:JL
5. Resolution based on the following documentation: =

As a result of aaditional documentation (Quadrex letter to OCP,
RR-82-108, of 9/9/82) provided by OCP and also of the DCP's commitment to
reanalyze the environments outside of containment in response to
FOI-8001, the application of environmental analysis to compartments will
be addressed by SWEC's review of the new analysis.

6. Program Resolution is:

File to be closed based upon additional documentation and upon
additional verification work to be done on EQI-8001.

7. Potential Program Resolution

Report signed by ) N/A on
> Name/Organization Date

Tyr
- ~a -t -
8. Signature: L f_ ‘;:zs g2020 4  (Apcroved/Program Manager)
< T




File No. 7005
File Revision No. 5

IOVP_COMPLETION REPORT

The DCNPP [ndependent Design Ve=ificat on Program (IDVP) effort related to
the above File Number is complete.

l. The action which completes tnhe [DVP effort is:

[Sa File Revision No. 1 is a Pragram Resolution eport which
recateqorized this item as a Closed [tem.

[:] The [DVP has been informed by PGRE that no physical modifications
will be applied by PGAE in response to File Revision No. N
which recategorized this item as either a Deviation or as a (lass
Cor Class D Error. The PG&E document so informing the IDVP is

2. Signature: R L L .

Approved/Program Manager

-20-
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PROGRAM RESOLUTION REPORT

Fil2 No. _7006

File Revisica No. ]
Resolution of an: O Open [tem: 0 (Class Error
Independent Design Verification Program Resolution is as:
a. O Closed [tem v
b. O Deviation
C. G Open [tem with future action by PG&E: Task

Date Reported to PG&E Qi]‘u%
Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No. February
Resolution based on the following documentation:

As part of the initial sample, SWEC evaluated the methodology used by RRA
in performing radiation dosage calculations and found it acceptable.
Since this methodology is the same as what is oeing used in the revised
calculations, the only remaining concern was one of RRA's design input
controls. RFR had determined this to be satisfactorily implemented
during the audit.

Program Resolution is:

File be closed due to satisfactory resolution of concern.

Potential Program Reso lution
Report signed by

N/ _ on
| _Type Name/#gamzation Date
Signature: : ._(;_’?L:. IS0 1D, (Approved/Program Manager )

«2l-



) File tio. __ 7006
File Revision io. 2

[DVP_COMPLETION REPORT

The DCNPP Independent Design Verificaticn Program [IDVP) effort related to
the above File Number is complete.

l. The action which completes the [DVP effort is:

sz File Revision No. is a Program Resolution eport wnich
recategor. »d this item as-a Closed [tem.

[:] The [DVP has been informed by PG&E that no physical modifications
will be applied by PGAE in response to File Revision No. __
which recategorizad this item as either a Deviation or as a Class
Cor Class D Error. The PG&E document so informing the [DVP is

iqnature ; _2/.4(:—5:

Approved/Program Manager

22+



File No. 8002

————————
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File Revision No.
jate reported TO PG&E an . Eebr
TES Originator) Semimonthly Report NO. ebruary

Scheduled TOr -
if applicabie)

2esponsive to PGBE fachnical Program: Task
Prepared as a result of:
y, O QA Audit and Review peport of
O Field Inspection peficiency
¥ Independent calculation peficiency
7 Seismic Input peficiency
3 Design Methodol09y peficiency
v Other Deficiency

tructurels), system(s) Or component(s) involved:

Auxiliary Feedwater (AFW) System and Control Room Jentilation and
Pressurization (CRVP) System Ec)

severe eny ironment.

jpment whicn must function in a

cription OfF concern:
mass and energy re lease data calculated Dy NSC

snd in the Turbine Building for a main

the effects of entrainment. Including

will not result 1n

temperature environment.

jgnif icance ) f

related equipment outside cortainment affected by a main
line break whicn must function i1n d severe environment will be

to higher temperatures than reported.

review the PGandE Completion Sheet [DVP File No.

830115, and provide recommendation

Vaia

ned for
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PROGRAM RESOLUTION REPORT

PRI, ...
File Revision NO. ..

Reso lution of an: @ Open [tem: 0 Class Error
Indepencent Design yerification Program Resolution 1s .3s:
a. @ Closed item

b. © Deviation

c. O Open ltem with future action by PGRE: Task

Date Reported to PGLE 8302

scheduled for TES semimontnly Report NO. February

Reso lution pased on the following documentation:

oCP Completion Sheet, I1OVP File No. 8002, Revision 5, signed 830115.

The response in this DCP Completion Sheet is adequate pecause "At the
time of the original analysis all NRC required break sizes were

considered.“

0.

Program Reso lution is:

1DVP concurs that the statement quoted above addresses the original
concern and therefore will close this item.

7s

3.

Potential Program Resolutjom -

2eport signed by 500k Sestak (SWEC) o 8301:1

_ Type Name /Or gan ] IQN Date

Signature: Qﬁﬁ;ﬁﬁé@%@?, (Approved/Program Mar ager )
.24-




File No. 8002
File Revision No. 9

10VP COMPLETION REPORT

The DCNPP Independent Design Verification Program (10VP) effort related to
the above File Number is complete.

1. The action which completes the 1DVP effort is:

:Zj File Revision No. 3 is a Program Resolution Report which
recategorized this item as a Closed ltem.

[:] The IDVP has been informed by PG&E that no physical mxdifications
will be applied by PG&E in response to File Revision NOo. ____»
which recategor i2ed this item as either 3 Deviation (r as a Class
¢ or Class D Error. The PG&E document sO informing the [DVP is

2. Signature: %2_&0 _‘. w.gﬁ‘n,&OZOQ
Appioved/Program Manager

-25-



File Revision NO.

e —

jate reported to PGAE and |9 | 13021

ceheduled for TES \Qr?}lﬁj?ifii Eé;{ﬁontn\y Report NO. February

Responsive to 5@5{“Teéﬁd\L51 Pro jram: 1asK if aDv?zuasTEfA"V

prepared 2as 2 result of:

3. 4 QA Audit and Review Report of

b, O Field [nspection geficiency
Independent Calculation peficiencCy
e ismic [nput peficiencCy

% Design Methodo 109y peficiency

Other Deficiency

tructurels), system(s) Or component(s) involved:

ntrol Room yentilation and pressurization System (C

inside the Turoine guilding which must function
¢ ironment.

Nescription +§ Concern:

¢ the longterm b 1owdown resulting from a 1ain

the Turbine building used DY NSC was too

equipment inside the Turbine Buildin
<team line Dreak which must fynction in a severe €

4 to greater temperatures




8004

6

———————————

nate reported 1O PG&E and
scheduled for TES
Responsive O ELE Technical Program:
prepared as 2 result of:
ks QA Audit and Review Report of
., O Field Inspection peficiency

4 [ndependent calculation peficiency

-

‘DY’T; nat - monthl) qeport NO. Febraury
if apolwcaoie,

SeismicC [nput peficiency
2. Design me thodo 109y peficiency
f , other Deficiency

tructure(s), system\s} or componentis’ involved:
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OPEN ITEM REPORT File No. _8005

—————

SWEC File kevision No. 7
Date reported to PGAE and Xg% 830131
Scheduled for T (Originator) Semimontnly Report NO. Februars
Responsive to PELE Technical Program: Task (if applicaETeS
Prepared as result of:
a. 0 QA Audit and Review Report of
p., O Field Inspection peficiency
c. O Independent Calculation peficiency
4. O Seismic Input Deficiency
e. J Design Methodo logy Deficiency
£. t3 Other Deficiency
5. Structure(s), system(s) or component(s) involved:

Safety-related equipment outside containment which must be located above
flood levels or protected against submergence.

BN

~

6. Description of Concern:

The flood heights calculated in areas containing safety related equipment
outside containment may be too low because the maximum available water
inventory for a postulated feedwater line rupture was not considered.

7. Significance of Concern:

Safety-related equipment outside containment may be submerged.

8. Recommendation:

TES requests SWEC to review the PGandE Completion Sheet IDVP File No.
8005, Revision 6 signed 230124 and provide recommendation for future
disposition.

~7
g, Signature: z‘i/( ZF? C:firwz}?-—— 830131 (Originator/Organization)
-30-
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PROGRAM RESOLUTION REPORT

1ig o, 9
File Revision No. 9

1. Resolution of an: K Open [tem: o Class Error

2. 1ndependent Design yerification Program Resolution 1s_3as:
a. B Closed Item
b. O Deviation
¢c. O Open ltem with future action by PG&E: Task

3. Date Reported toO PGAE

3. Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No. February

5. Resolution pased on the following documentation:

ocP Completion Sheet, 10VP File No. 8005, Revision 6, signed January

24, 1983.

6. Program Resolution is:

1DVP concurs that the response py OCP in the above-referenced

completion package is adequate to address the concerns identified in

this £01 file on the basis that conservatisms exists in the original

analysis which result in water release volumes and flooding heights

that are conservative, and therefore will close this item.

7. Potential Program Reso lution )
peport signed by John Krechting ( WEC) on 830210

Type Name/ tgenization Date
. W

3, Signature: %ﬁ%‘_ﬁ £ Coppr= (Approved /Program Manager )
-31-
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PROGRAM RESOLUTION REPORT
Fil2 No. 8006
- __——_.-.————_‘-—
8

File Revision NO.

class Error
Ll

rogram Resolution 15 as:

Reso lut
[ndependent Design
3. B8 Closed ltem
b. O peviation

ion by PGAE: Task Cadh

3 Open ltem with future acth "y

Date Reported tO PGAE _ 830120 H
Scheduled for TeS Semimonthly Report NO. February

Reso lution based on the following documentation:

jon of an: & Open ltem:
yer ification

8006, Revision « signed

Sheet [pvP File No.
ayaluate the

that the reanalysis 1O
the Turbine Building

Comp letion
This document states

enyironmertal parameters (P/T

being per ‘ormed 1n response to E address the concern
File No. 8006.

of EOI




8006

File NO. _

File Revision No. 9

10vP COMPLETION REPORT

n Verification Program (1ovp) effort related 0

The DCNPP Independent Desig

the above File Number is complete.

pvp effort is?

1. The action which completes the |

8 {s a Program Resolution Report whicn

[{] File Revision No.
recategorized this item as 2 Closed [tem.

informed by PG&E that no physical modifications

File Revision NO. .
Deviation or as a Cclass

] The 10VP has been
will be applied by PGRE in response to

which ~ecategor ized this item as eitner 3
The PGRE document SO informing the [DVP is

¢ or Class D Error.

830124

2EEe

Approved/Program Manager

2. Signature:

.34-
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QPEN ITEM REPORT File No. _8023

SWEC File Revigion NO. 3 =
Date reported 1O POAE and Jmss

Scheduled for T
to c

E (Ori«;inatori Semimontnly geport NO.
PGAE Tecnnical Program: Task {if apphcaggf
of:

——

p, O Field Inspection peficiency

¢c. © Independent Calcuiation peficiency

4. O Seismic Input peficiency

e. o Design Methodo 109y peficiency

¢, O Other peficiency

structure(s), system(s) or cowponent(s) javolved:

Engineered Safequards 480-volt system--LOCA conditions.

Descrwption of Concern:

After LOCA, steady-state J0ltage on 460-volt motors may be too low.

gignificance of Crncern:

Motors may overheat, causing premature failure.

Recumnendation:

SWEC to review DCP response (DCP Resolution sheet 1DVP File No. 8023, Rev. 2
signed on 1/31/83) and provide a recommendation for future disposition.

Signature: Z_/_'A; f_f_),?,v_._-;___-@_onl (0rigmator’Organization)

-34a-



QPEN [TEM REPORT File No. _8024
SWEC File Revision No. 3

Date reported to PG&Z and -&% Srimonthly fepert 10

Scheduled for TES OriginatorS mimonthly Rep ).
Responsive to PGEE technical Program: Task (if apphcaé'e,‘
Prepared as a result of:

0 QA Audit and Review Report of
O Field I[nspection Deficiency
& Independent Calculation Deficiency

. O Seismic Input DeficiencCy

. O Design Methodology Deficiency

. O Other Deficiency

5. Structure(s), system(s) or component(s) involved:

Fo VR oS N
- - -

oo o
s e ®

Engineered Safeguards 430-volt system -- Larce Motor Starting

6. Description of Concern:

Starting large motors when station service power is supplied from the
230-kV start-up source may cause drop-out of 480-volt starter contacts,

7. Significance of Concern:

Inadvertant tripning of Engineered Safequards motors.

3. Recommendation:

SWEC to review DCP resnonse (DCP Resolution Sheet IDVP File No., 8024

Rev. 2 signed on 1/31/83) and provide a recormendation for future
disposition,

/ J

v .
9. Signature: Q_)(,mwﬂ_;gtw_b.t Ci’,,.v';- (Originator/Organization)
B A i 4 4 A
v 35- s30210
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OPEN ITEM REPIRT File No. 8028 _

SHEC File Revisionr Nc. 3
Date reported to PGRE and == 230211-
Scheduled for TES (Originator; semimonthly Report No. Fep
Responsive to PGEC technical Program: Task (if arplicaﬁei

Prepared as a result of:

a. O QA Audit and Review Report of

b. O Field Inspection Deficiency

c. & Independent Calculation Deficiency

d. O Seismic Input DeficienCy

e. O Design Methodology Deficiency

f. O Other Deficiency "
Structure(s), system(s) or component(s) invclved:

Enaineered Cafequards 4,16 LV and 4E0-volt systers,

Description of Concern:

Automatic transfer of all ¢ “V motors to the 220-kV start-uo source
after a LOCA ray result in iuw voltage conditions at the terminals of
4.0 kV and 460-volt safety ra2lated motors.

Significance of Concern:

Possitle mator damace before undervoltage relavs trip.

Reccmmendation:

SUEC to review DCP response (DCP Pesolution Sheet IDVP File No. 8025

Pev. 2, signed on 1/31/83) and provide a recormendation for future
disposition,

' 57 830211

>ignature:

—te o O cropee (Originator/Qrganization)
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PEOGIRAM 11501 HETON REPOR )
Pl M ot

Pabee Revaoion No.

Reso lution of an: W Open (lew: O Class' . . keroe
Independent Design Verification Program Reso lution is as:
a. O Closed [tem

b. G Deviation

c. O Open Item with future action by PG&E: Task
. Date Reported to PGEE _ 830211
Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No. February
Reso lution based on the following documentation:

Ny »—
. .

B

(20— # 8
- -

DCP Completion Sheet, 10VP File NO. 8027, Revision 2, signed 830120.

6. Program Resolution is:

The 1DVP has reviewed the test results made without the steam trap
and finds them acceptable. No technical conc™*n now exists because
of the lack of steam trap 135.

This file to be closed.

7. Potential Program Resolution
Peport sigied by John Krechting (SWEC) on 830209

B 1} Name /Organization Date
3. Signature: _ &/ £ cf ,Q.a.‘_.._,___‘_§3_92_1_1__ (Approved/Program Manager )

=35b-



File No. 8027
File Revision No. _©

1OVP COMPLETION REPORT

The OCNPP Independent Design Verification Progran ([DVP) effort related to
the above File Number is complete.

1. Tne action which completes the 10VP effort is:

Z File Revision No. 5 is a Program Resolution Report wnich
recategorized this item as 3 Closed Item.

D The IDVP has been informed Dy PGRE that no physical modifications
«i11 be applied by PGAE in response to File Revision No. ___
which recategorized this item as gither a Deviation or as a Class
C or Class D Error. The PGAE document so informing the [DVP is

=3 2
2, Signature: /‘/é N 830211

Approveg/Pv'ogram Manager

-35¢~
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OPEN ITEM REPORT File No. 8033

SWEC File Revision No. 3
Date reported to PGAE and &YX 830210 o A
Scheduled for TES  (Originator) Semimonthly Report No. February
Responsive to PGRE Technical Program: Task i (if applicable)
Prepared as a result of: g
a. Il QA Audit and Review Report of
b. O Field Inspection Deficiency
c. & I[ndependent Calculation Deficiency
d. 2 Seismic Input Deficiency
e, &
£ s
S

T S S
- - - -

. Design Methodology Deficiency
3 Other Deficiency
5. Structure(s), system(s) or component(s) involved:

AFW and CRVP Systems equipment outside the containment which must
function in a severe environment.

6. Description of Concern:

Review of the methods utilized by NSC to calculate the mass and
energy release data has revealed the following concarn. The steam
generators were each modeled as one control vciume. This technique
does not model the steam separator located in the steam generator.
The effect of neglecting the steam separator in model will
significantly affect the amount of entrained liquid that is
calculated in the steam generator effluent.

7. Significance of Concern:

Safety-related equipment located outside containment affected by a
main steam line break which must function in a severe environment may
be exposed to greater temperatures than reported.

3. Recommendation:

TES requests SWEC to review the DCP Completion Sheet, IDVP File No.
8033, Revision 2, signed 830121, and provide recommendation for
future disposition.

9. Signature: : 22(- dt\vfcrg{_"@a 0210 __ (Originator /Organization)
-36-
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OPEN ITEM REPORT File No. 8034
File Revision No. 3

SWEC
Date reported to PGLE and ¥EX 830131 ‘
Scheduled for TES (Originator) Semimonthly Report No. February
Responsive to PGEE Technical Program: Task __ (if applicable]
Prepared as a result of: :
(J QA Audit and Review Report of
O Field Inspection Deficiency
@ Independent Calculation Deficiency
O Seismic Input Deficiency
. J Design Methodology Deficiency
. O Other Deficiency
Structure(s), system(s) or component(s) involved:

Auxiliary Feedwater System (AFW) Equipment.

FoSE PR S
- %, &

e NI S B =
. s s .

5

6. Description of Concern:

Review of the methods utilized, by Nuclear Services Corporation

(NSC), to calculate the pressure and temperature transients in area

GE at elevation 115'-0", due to a main steam line rupture in area GW

at elevation 115'-0", revealed the following:

1. Enthalpy values utilized to determine the energy rates into
area GE were developed from the CONTEMPT computer prcgram
output that calculated the environments in area GW at elevation
115'-0". The enthalpy values developed from the CONTIMPT
computer program cutput were too low due to the accumulat on of
air in area GW (Refer to Error Report 8001).

2. The method utilized to calculate the mass discharge data into
area GE and the one node model developed to analyze the
environments in area GE will result in the calculation of
pressure and temperature transients which are too low. The NSC
method of calculating the mass discharge data into area GE
considered only flow from area GW elevation 115'-0" and the
mode! developed to calculate the environments for area GE
elevation 115'-0" assumed all vents out of the area exhausted
to atmosphere except the vent into area GW. The effects of
adjacent compartments on the environments in area GE elevation
115'-0" were neglected.

7. Significance of Concern:

Safety-related equipment outside containment will experience 1igher

te?perature and pressure environments than reported, as 1isted

below:

A. The equilibrium temperature ca1c81ated in area GE.at elevation
115'-0" may be approximately 300°F instead of 212°F calculated
by NSC.

8. The peak pressure in area GE at elevation 115'-0" may be
approximately 20 psia instead of 17 psia calculated by NSC.

C. The door between GE at elevation 115'-0" and the Fuel Handling
Building, which is assumed closed, may exceed its design
pressure of 2 psid.

8. Recommendation:

TES requests SWEC to review the DOCP Completion Sheet IDVP File No.
8034, Revision 2 signed 830124 and provide recommendation for future
disposition.

9. Signature: _:f?ff’c::;il:;yzz,‘ 330131 \Originator/QOrganization)
-37-
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OPEN ITEM REPQRT File No. 8035

SWEC File Revision No. 3
Date reported to P?&g and TB% _ 830205 RO e Lk
Scheduled for £5  (originator) Semimonthly Report No. February
Responsive to PGEE Technical Program: Task (if apg licable) =
Prepared as a result of:
« 13 QA Audit and Review Report of
. X Field Inspection Deficiency
. 3 Independent Calculation Deficiency
. 3O Seismic Input Deficiency
. XX Design Methodology Deficiency
. 3O Other Deficiency
tructure(s), system(s) or component(s) involved:

nm TP aNoe

CRVP Fire Protection.

Jescription of Concern:

Smoke detectors in CRYP normal outside air intake ducts have not been
provided as per commitments made in Amendment 51 (page 5-51). This
commitment was made in response to B8TP-9.5-1 Position F.2.

Significance of Concern:

Control room operators would not be automatically alerted in .ase of smoke
entering the control room. A significant amount of smoke could enter the
control room prior to detection by operators which could affect control
room habitability.

Recommendation:

TES requests SWEC to review the PGandE Resolution Sheet IDVP File NO. 8035
Revision 2 signed 830124 and provide recommendation for future
disposition.

-38-



OPEN ITEM REPORT File No. 5040

SWEC File Revision No. 3
1. Date repurtec to PGRE and XXX 830131
2. Scheduled for TES (Orginator) semimonthly Report No. Februar
3. Responsive to PGEE Tecﬁrﬂc | Program: Task (if applicable)
4. Prepared as a result ¢’

a. 3 QA Audit and Review Report of

b. O Field Incpection Deficiency

¢. T Independent Calculation Deficiency
d. O Seismic Input Deficiency

e. J Design Methodology Deficiency

f. & Other Deficiency

5. Structure(s), system(s) or component(s) involved:

Safety-relar 1 equipment outside containment which must be located abive
flood Tevels or protected against submergence.

6. Descrircion of Concern:

Review of the flooding in area GW due to a feedwater line rupture revealed

the following nonconservative assumptions:

l. The inventory available for release from the steam generator
considered only the liquid mass above the feedwater sparger ring
(inlet pipe). Therefore only approximately 25,000 1bm from the steam
generator that contains 153,000 1bm was cons1dered for calculatmn of
the maximum flcod height.

2. Auxiliary feedwater flow out of the rupture pipe was not considered.

7. Significance of Concern:

Assumptions concerning steam generator water inventory and auxiliary
feedwater addition could affect calculation of flooding heights.

0Q

3. Recommendation:

TES requests SWEC to review the PGandE Completion Sheet IDVP File No.

8040, Revision 2 signed 830124 and provide recommendation for future
disposition.

: =r g
9. Signature: "\/_‘—_________f?.__.: 830131  (originator/Organization)
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OPEN ITEM REPORT File No. 8041

SWEC File Revision No. 5
nate reported to PG4LE and T&E 830124

o e
. s . .

Prepared as a result of:

a. 2 QA Audit and Review Report of

b. O Field Inspection Deficiency

¢. O Independent Calculation Deficiency
d. O Seismic Input Deficiency

e. d Design Methodology Deficiency

f. X Other Deficiency

S

5. Structure(s), system(s) or component(s) involved:

CRVP System Transfer Switch.

6. Description of Concern:

Refer to Open Item Report EOQI 8041 Revision O.

7. Significance of Concern:

Refer to EQI Revision 0.

3. Recommendation:

Based on the January 4, 1983 meeting, and the DCP Completion Sheet IDVP
File No. 8041, Revision 3, signed 821215, SWEC should evaluate this file
and provide recommendation for future disposition.

-40-

9. Signature: ::Z/CCrC:ffizgv——’ 830124 (Originator/Organization)

Scheduled for TES _ (Originator) Semimonthly Report No. _February
Responsive to PGEEL Technical Program: Task (if applicable)
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OPEN ITEM REPORT File No. 8042

SWEC File Revision No. 5
Date reported to PGLE and WX 830124

Scheduled for TES (Originator) Semimonthly Report No. February
Responsive to PGAE Technical Program: Task (if applicable )
Prepared as a result of: *

a. 1 QA Audit and Review Report of

b. O Field Inspection Deficiency

¢. O Independent Calculation Deficiency

d. O Seismic I[nput Deficiency

e. J Design Methodology Deficiency

f. ¥ Other Deficiency

5. Structure(s), system(s) or component(s) involved:

Fo S S
- - - -

AFW and CRVP 120 VAC Vvital Instrument Oistribution Panels PYll and PY13.

0. Description of Concern:

Refer to Open Item Report EOQI 8042, Revision C.

7. Significance of Concern:

Refer to Revision 0.

3. Recommendation:

Based on the January 4, 1983 meeting and DCP Completicn Sheet IDVP File No.

8042, Revision 3, signed 821215, SWEC should evaluate this file and provide
recommendation for future disposition.

9. Signature: ;:2f12:7§;;i:%F.__— 830124 (Originator/Organization)

-41.
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PROGRAM RESOLUTION REPORT

File No. 8042

File Revision No. '

Resolution of an: ¥ Open [tem: O Class Error
2. Independent Desigr. Verification Program Resolution 1s as:
a. @ Closed Item
b. O Deviation
€. O Open [tem with future action by PGRE: Task
3. Date Reported to PG&E 830209
4. Scheduied for TES Semimonthly Report No. February
5. Resolution based on the following documentation:

- -

—
.

transmitted via OCVP-SWEC-271 dated 12-16-82.

SWEC has reviewed the PGandE documentation referenced above. The

PGandE response is acceptable based on the following. The circuits

are not mutually redundant even though they are two different color

coded Class IE circuits, and therefore do not require separation.

Failure of a nanel (eg. PY1l) fed from the gray backup power source
\
|
|
|
|

|
PGandE Completion Sheet, IDVP File No. 8042, signed 12-15-32

disables only that panel (PY1l), because.breakers for the backup
gray power source in the other three panels are normally open. The
breaker in 8THIOl isolates the fault from Bus 16. Therefore a common
mode failure would not result from the failure of the panel.

6. Program Resolution is:

The IDVP concurs with the resolution based on the following:
A. The circuits are not mutually redundant
8. Ary failure of a panel will be isolated Dy circuit breakers.

Therefore this item will be closed.

7. Potential Program Resolution
Report signed oy Frank Sestak (SWEC)

on 830203
- T/pe Name /Or gan

n vate
8. Signature: #24,__?_ 56,4&,3353563 (Approved/Program Manager )
-42-




file No. 5042

8

File Revision No.

[DVP COMPLETION REPORT

The DCNPP Independent Design verification Program (10vP) effort related to

the above File Number is compiete.

1. The action whicn comp letes the [DVP effort is:
is a Program Resolution Report whicn

Tl es | =
(X1 File Revision No. 7
recategorized this item as a Closed [tem.

. {:] The [DVP hac been infcrmed by PGRE that no physical modifications
will be applied by PG&E in response to File Revision NoO. 5
which recategorized this item as either a Deviation or as 3 Class

The PG&E document so informing the IDVP is

C or Class D Error.

S g Kt € Coppe~ 830209
=

/
Approved/Program Manager

Signature:

.43-




OPEN ITEM REPORT File No. _ 8043

SWEC File Revision Mo, 5

1. Date reported to PGLE and TE&X 830209
2. Scheduled for TES _(Originator) ‘emimonthly Report No. February
3. Responsive to PGEE Technical Program: Task " (if applicable)
4. Prepared as a result of:

a. iJ QA Audit and Review Report of

b. O Field inspection Deficiency

¢c. O Independent Calculation Deficiency

d. O Seismic Input Deficiency

e. & Design Methodology Deficiency

f. O Other Deficiency
5. Structure(s), sy<tem(s) or component(s) involved:

AFS Terminal Boxes BTA 308, 8TH 110, BTH 115.

6. Description of Concern:

Apparent violation of separation criteria.

7. Significance of Concern:

Possible loss of redundant circuits due to a single failure.

3. Recommendation:

SWEC to review PGandc response (kRef. PGandE Completion Sheet, IDVP
File No. 8043, Revision 4, signed 830124) and provide recommendation
for future disposition.

3. Signature: %a?’_ WES 830209(0riginator/Organizatmn)
744 ey
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OPEN ITEM REPORT File No. 8045

SWEC 3 File Revision NC. 5 .
Date reported to PGAE and YES 830124 R
Scheduled for TES (Or7ginator) Samimonthly Report No. February

Responsive to PGLE Technical Program: Task (if applicable
prepared as 3 result of: .

a. O QA Audit and Review Report of

b, O Field [nspection peficiency

c. O Independent Calculation peficiency

d. O Seismic Input peficiency

e. 2 Design methodo logy Deficiency

¢ ¥ other Deficiency

5. Structure(s), system(s) or component(s) involved:

Hw -
- - - -

Diesel Generator Control and 125 VDC Reliability.

6. Description of Concern:

Refer to Open [tem Report EOI 8045, Revision 2.

7. Significance of Concern:

Refer to Revisicd -

8. Recommendation:

Rased on the January 4, 1983 meeting and the OCP Completion Sheet IOVP File
No. 8045, Revision 3, signed 821216, SWEC should evaluate this file and
provide recommendation for future disposition.

9. Signature: _:2;g;§::£:::,17_=,- 830124 (griginator/Organization)
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L g

. PROGRW RESULUTION REPORT

File No.
File Revision No.

Resolution of an: @ OQpen [tem: O C(Class Error
Independent Design Verification Program Resolution is as:
a. @ Closed [tem

b. O Deviation

c. O Open [tem with future action by PG&E: Task

3. Date Reported to PG&E _830209

g. Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No.  february

P P
. .

8045
7

. Resolution based on the following documentation:

PGandE Completion Sheet, IDVP File No. 8Ci5, signed 12-16-82
transmitted via DCVP-SWEC-271 dated 12-16-82.

SWEC has reviewed the PGandE documentation referenced above. The
PGandE response is acceptable based on the following. Two different
power circuits to one device are not mutually redundant circuits and
do not require separation. As a result of the protective devices
used, failure at the control circuit for Diesel Generator 11 results
in the loss of Diesel Generator 11, but because of breaker trips,
does not disable DC panels, SD12 and SD13, nor Diesel Generators 12
and 13. A similar situation exists for the control circuits for
Diesel Gene-ators 12 and 13.

6. Progrim Resolution is:
The IDVP concurs with the resolution based on the following:
A. The circuits are not mutually redundant
B. Protective devices isolate con*rol panels and the Diesel
Generators resulting in availability of redundant generating
capability in the event of a single failure.

Therefore this item will be closed.

7. Potential Program Resolution

Report signed by Frank Sestak (SWEC) on

830203

Date

. Type Name/Organ1zat10n
8. Signature. éQ‘ZL;ng,. 7¢§5974'gg,$___939? (Approved/Program Manager )
-46-




~ File No. 8045
File Revision No. 8

{DOVF COMPLETION REPORT

The DCNPP Indepencent Design yerification Program (10vP) effort related to
the above File Number is complete.

1. The action which completes the 1DVP effort is:

F'T File Revision No. 7 is a Program Resolution ieport wnich
recategorized this jtem ag a Closed [tem.

D The IDVP has been informed by PGAE that no physical mod if ications
will be applied By PG&E in response to File Revision NO. :

which recategor ized this item as either a Deviation or as 3 Class
C or Class D Error. The PG&E document SO informing the IDVP is

2. Signature: Q? [‘4':\3, ﬁ-{«/f( Wy 830209
Appu]oved/Program Manager

-47-
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PROGRAM RESOLUTLON_REPORT
Filc No. _8018

File Revision No. 9

Resolution of an: @ Open [tem: O Class Error
[ndependent Design Verification Program Resolution 1s as:
1. @ Closed Item

b. © Deviation

c. O Open Item with future action by PG&E: Task

Date Reported to PG&E 330211

Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report Mo. February
Resolution based on the following documentation:

PGandE Resolution Sheet, [DVP File No. 8048, Revision 2, signed
821204.

6.

Program Resolution is:

Based on the contents of this Resolution Sheet, the IDVP has reviewed
the existing installation including the check valve and finds it

technically acceptable.

This file will Se closed.

Potential Program Resolution
Report signed by John Krec¢nting (SWEC) on 830209

. _  Type Name/Organization Date
Signature: :1_/___5%___8_3_%1_1_“ (Approved /Program Manager )

-47a~-
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File Revision No. 6

{le No.

{ovP COMPLETION REPORT

The DCNPP Independent Design yerification Program (10VP) effort related to

the above File Number is complete.

¢ the 1DVP effort is:

1. The action which comp lete

X File Revision NO. 5 is a Program Reso lution Report wnich
recategorized this item as 3 Closed ltem.

at no physical modifications

to File Revision NO. 5
on or as 3 class

s been informed DYy PGAE th

1ied by PGAE in response
nis item as either a peviati

The PGAE document 30 informing the 10VP 1S

] The 10VP ha
will De 3pP
which recategorized t

¢ or Class D Error.

830211

o
Approved/Program manager

2. Signature:

- 47b-



OPEN ITEM REPORT File No. 8051

SWEC File Revision Ni . 3
Date reported to PGRE and ¥ 830124 s —————
Scheduled for TES (Originator) Semimonthly Report No. _January

£ WM
. - - -

Responsive to PGAE Technical Program: Task (if applicabTe)
Prepared as a result of: .

a. O QA Audit and Review Report of

b. O Field Inspection Deficiency

c¢. O Independent Calculation Deficiency

d. O Seismic Input Deficiency

e. U Design Methodology Deficiency

f. O Other Deficiency

5. Structure(s), system(s) or component(s) involved:

AFW - Pressure Transmitter PT432.

6. Description of Concern:

Discrepancy in safety classification (see 8051, Rev. 0).

7. Significance of Concern:

Possible improper equipment qualification.

i. Recommendation:

SWEC to review PGandE response (Reference PGandE Completion Shaet, IDVP
File No. 8051, Rev. 1) and provide recommendation for future disposition.

-’ ¥
9. Signature: d%__ ==r 830124 (Originator /Organization)

-48.
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PROGRAM RESOLUTION REPORT

File Revision No.
Reso lution of an: & Open [tem: C Class Erro
ndeoendent Design Verification Program Resolution is as:
a. O Closed Item
b. & Deviation
C. O Open [tem with future action by PG&E: Task
Date Reported to PG&E 830209
Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No. February
Resolution based on the following documentation:

DCVP-SWEC-260 dated December 1, 1982 from PGandE contained PGariE's
resolution and completion package for File No. 8053, Revision 1.

responded that the incorrect design class fesigna‘iﬂr for

tion monitors ?M 51 52, 53, 54 was attributable to a drafting

ror which will be corrected on a subsequent drawing issue. hey

FJr her stated that in addition to being purchased as safety-related

devices, the instruments have been installed, powered, and otherwise

treated as Class [E devices. To substantiate this, DCN DCO-E-C-679
and Drawing 437970 Revision 8 were submitted.

SWEC has vi the PGandt documentation referenced above. The

OCN whi i rpor d the radiation monitiors into the CRVP system
was ,eﬂt“*ed as ety-related. The drawings by the electrical

group which show the radiation monitors as Class IE were issued prior

to the radiation monitor instrument schematic. Other than on

instrul e"t schematic 102931, sheet 12, Revision 7, there is no
indicati that these devices were treated other than Design Class
"erc'Aro PGandE's response is satisfactory. The radiation

monitors were purchased and installed to Design Class [ criteria.

.

DVP concurs with t bove 1 Tt ‘cn,

however since a drafting
arror was rev
1

assified as a Deviation. This
item will S if n ificat 1S are recquired,

Jonn ﬁf?fﬂtwnq 8330121

Date
Jgram Manager




6.

' 2

3.

9.

R N S
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OPEN ITEM REPORT File No. 8061

SWEC File Revision No. 4
Date raported to PGRE and TESX 830124

Scheduled for TES (Originator) Semimonthly Report No. _February

Responsive to PG&E Technical Program: Tash (if applicable)
Preparaed as a result of: .

a. O QA Audit and Review Report of

b. O Field Inspection Deficiency

c¢. O Independent Calculation Deficiency

d. O Seismic Input Deficiency

e. O Design Methodology Deficiency

f. & Other Deficiency

Structure(s), system(s) or component(s) involved:

Motors as listed: FCV-37, 38, 436, 437, 438, 439, 440, 441; LCV-106,
107, 108, 109; MHF-9; MHH-8, CP-35, 36; CR-35, 36; MPD-1, 1A, 1B, 1C,
2, 2A, 3, 3A, 7, 7A, 8, 8A; S-35, 36, 39, 40, 98, 99

Description of Concern:

Documentation is required to verify the capability of the motors

listed to start and perform their function with 80% rated voltage

(368V for 460V motors and 3200V for 4KV motors) applied at their
terminals. (The 80% motor ‘starting commitment was stated in PGandf
letter to NRC dated October 3, 1977, response to question 1-C).

Significance of Concern:

Motors required to start at voltages less than rated starting
voltage, may require excessive time to accelerate to full load
speed. This may cause over current trip of protective relays.

Recommendation:

OCP to provice documentation verifying motor's capability to start
and accelerate to full-load speed at 80% of rated voltage.
Oocumentation should be the purchase specification specifying 80%
start capability and a statement from vendor showing his compliance
+41th the purchase specification.

Signature: W[é_-z?g\c 830124 (originator/Organization)
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PROGRAM RESOLUTION REPORT

Fila No._st_qﬁ_l___
Eile Revision No. _ &
1. Resolution of an: o Open [tem: B Class B Error

independent Design Yor it neation Program Rv\u|ul\nn L LN

4. O Closed ltem )

b. O Deviation

c. O Open Item with f
3. Date Reported to PGAE P

Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No. February

5. Resolution sased on the following documentation:

utg;gz agtion by PG&E: Task

Documentation is required to verify the capability of the motors
listed below 1O start and perform -heir function with 80% rated
voltage (368V “or 460V motors and 3200V for 4KV motors) applied at
their terminals. (The 80% motor starting commitment was stated in
pGandE letter to NRC dated October 3, 1977, response to quest ion 1-

).

Motors: FCV-37, 38, 436, 437, 438, 439, 440, 441; LCV-106, 107, 108,
109; MHF-9; MHH-8; cp-35, 36; CR-35, 36; mpo-1, 1A, 18, 1C, 2, 2A, 3,
3A, 7, 7A, 8, 8A; s-35, 36, 39, 40, 98, 99.

§. Program Resolution is:

DCP to provide documentation verifying motor's capability to start
and accelerate to full-load speed at 80% of rated voltage.
Documentation should be the purchase specification specifying 80%
start capability and a statement from vendor showing his comp liance
with the purchase specification.

7. Potential Program Resolution
Reoort signed Dy John <rechting (SWEC) on 830208

——1 3¢ Wi

~pe Name/0rganization ~Date

;_,_/1:.‘:'_55'490_‘./_.8?..29_9__ (Approved/Program Manager )
-51-
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Scheduled for
Responsive to
prepared as 3
a. A Audit
b. Field Inspec
Independent Cal
d O Seismic
e. O Design Methodo 109y
¢ o4 Other Deficiency
Structure(s)

prH
& & =

result of:

UDCJ

5.
AFW Pumps 12 and 13.

6. Description of Concern:

gvercurrent relay settings.

7. Significance of Concern:

culation
Input t peficiency
peficiency

system(s) or comp

QPEN_ITEM REPORT

File No. 8063

SWEC
Date reported to ;g&ﬁ and A%®

Origlnator
achnical Program:

Inadvertant trip at 90% voltage.

8. Recomnendation:

SWEC to review pGandE response (

£ile No. 8063, Revision
for future disposition.

4,

9. Signature: %’f_

Ref. PG
dated

l-/£f'

-.‘---“‘

=52

830209

830127) and provide

5

——

S SemimontMy Report no. FORFuFy
applicabie

File Revision No.

———

peficiency

onent(s) involved:

10VP
recmmnendation

andt Comp letion Sheet,

30209 (0r1g1nator/0rganxzat1un)



ERROR REPORT file No. 00
class: c File Revision No. 2

—
A8 Cor D PGAE Task No.
1. Dates: geported to Program Review Committee ___ NA - g
Program Review Committee Action
Reported to pG&E and Originator 830209 o

2. Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report NO. February _
3. structure(s), system(s),_or component(s) involv
gML Supports.

4. Description of Error:

weld length on geveral bars (supportslc and 11) were noted td have
less than the length required DY Owg. 443248-2.

5. Significance of Error:
That an gverstress condition could exist pased on 3 reduced weld

area.
Based on additiona\ information shown as an attachment A to pGandE

Completion Sheet, 1pyP File No. 9025, Revision 0, is concluded that
there is ne safety significance reqarding this item.

0. Recomnenaation:

To close this £ile and issue an 10VP Completion Report.

7. Potential Error Report s1gned DY Frank Sestak (SWEC) on 830204
Type Name/organizakio Date
22

g. Signatures: ___ NA 830209
For Program Review Committee Approveﬁ/srgaeam Manager

-52a~-



File No. __2992___
File Reviston No. 3

——

10VP COMPLETION REPORT

The OCNPP [ndependent Design yeri€ication Program (10vP) effort related t0
the above File Number is complete.

1. The act:on wnich completas the 10VP eftort is:

E:l £ile Revision NO. 1s a Pragram Resolution Report whicn
recategorizec this item as a Closed lter.

Based on additional information provided by PGandE

PGandE Completion Sheet, 1oVP File No. 9025, Rev. 0, signed 830109
the Findings Review Committee has recommenced and the [OVP has

considered that the resolution is in compliance with
established criteria. No physical modifications are required.

2. Signature:__ . _{’_ﬁgz—, 830209

\pproval/Program Manager

-52b-



ERROR REPORT ile No. _ 9003

Class: _C File Revi.ion No. 2
AE,Cor D PGE ask No.
1. Dates: Reported to Program Review Committee _~ NA
Program Review Committee Action 2
Reported to PG&E and Originator — 830117

2. Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No. Febr@@ry
3. Structure(s), system(s), or component(s) involved:

BMI Tubing.
4, Description of Error:

A1l fillet welds at seal taole do not meet the fabricator (Wismer-
Becker) weld procedure (leg dimension of 11/4x T,y where T1 is 3/16
or 5/16; instead the actual leg is approximately 1/8"), but do meet
the design ~equirements (Westinghouse drawings require a .12 fillet
weld).

5. Significance of Error:

There is no safety significance ddressed in this file.

b. Recommendation:

To close this file and issue an IDVP Completion Report.

/. Potential Error Report signed by C. D. Lundin (SWEC) an 830112

[ Type Name/Organizatjon
3. Signatures: NA : Z/z; - gg&ﬁ?
For Program Review Committee Approvec /Program Manager

-53.



File No. 9003

——————

File Revision No. __ 3

10vP COMPLETION REPORT

The DCNPP Independent Design yerification Program (10vP) effort related to

the above File Number 1is complete.

1. The action which completes the 10VP effort is:

is a Program Reso lution Report which

[:] file Revision No.

recategorized this item as 3 Closed [tem.

PGandE

| E:] 3ased on additional information provided by
0, signed 821208

PGandE Comp1gtion Sheet IDVP File No. 9003, Rev.
the Findings Review Committee has recommended and the IDVP has
considered that the resolution is in compliance with

established criteria. No physical modifications are required.

7/7
(—-M/

Approval/&rogram Manager

830117

2. Signature:

.54-



ERROR REPORT File No. 9004

——

Class: ’_B'E—_ File Revision No. _2
A.B,C or D PGRE Task No. __
1. Dates: Reported to Program Review Committee NA
Program Revize Committee Action — NA
Reported to PGLE and Originator 830117
2. Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No. Februar .
3. Structure(s), system(s), or component(s) invoivEd:

BMI Tubing.
4. Descriotion of Error:

West inghouse drawings require thimble guide tubes to be uT inspected
on the']ongitudina1 and shear mode.

CMTR's and Ultrasomic Test Records do not identify subject tubes as
being UT tested in the longitudinal mode.

This tubing was specified, purchased and supplied by West inghouse.
This tubing purchase order requires longitudinal and shear UT
inspection. :

5. Significance of Error:

Based on additional information, shown on the PGandE Ccmpletion
Sheet 1DVP File NO. 9004 Revision 0 signed 821208, it fis conc luded
that there is no error.

6. Recommendation:

To close this file and issue an 1DVP Completion Report.

7. Potential Error Report signed DYy ¢. 0. Lundin ( SWEC) on 830112

Type Name/Organi i
3. Signatures: NA . P T g;&fl7
For Program Review Committee Approved fProgram Manager

.55-



File No. 9004

P

File Revision No. 3

[DVP COMPLETION REPORT

The DCNPP Independent QDesign yerification Program (10VP) effort related to
the above File Number is complete.

1. The action which comp letes the [oVP effert is:

D File Revision No. is a "rogram Resolution Report which
recategorized this item as a Closed [tem.

@ Based on additional information provided by PGandE _
PGandE Completion Sheet IDVP File No. 9004, Rev. 0, signed 821208

the Findings Review Committee has recommended and the IDVP has

considered that the resolution is in compliance with
established criteria. No physical modifications are required.

Signature: ﬁf’é::-?“ 830117

Approval/Program Manager

no
.

-56-



PROGRAM RESOLUTION REPORT

File No. 005

———————————

File Revision No. ____2_____

Resolution of an: ¥ open Item: O Class Error
. Independent Design yer TFTTattes—Rrogram Resolution is as:
a. & Closed Item
b. O Deviation
c. O Open Item with futurg action by PGSE: Task
3. Date Reported to PGAE 830117 i
4. Scheduied for TES Semimontnly Report NO. february
5. Resolution based on the following documentation:

S
-

e —

PGandE Completion Sheet IDVP File No. 9005 Revision 0 signed 821208.

Based Cil additional information shown on the above described
Completion Sheet, the original Potential Finding Report was
cancelled by the Construction QA Evaluation Team at the plant.

6. Program Resolution is:

To close this file and issue an 104? Completion Report.

7. Potential Program Reso lution

Report signed Dy C. J. Lundin (SWEC) on 830112
_ . Type Name/Organization Date
3. Signature: AL P 830117 (Approved/Program Manager )

-57-



File No. 2003

e

File Revision No. 3

[DVP COMPLETION REPORT

The DCNPP Independent Desig: verification Program (10VP) effort related to
the above File Number is complete.

1. The action which completes the [DVP effort is:

E File Revision No. _2__ is a Program Resolution Report which
recategorized this iten as a Closed [tem.

D The ILVP has been informed Dy PGAE that no physical modifications
will te applied by PGRE in response to File Revision No. ___
which recategorized this item as either a Deviation or as a Ciass
¢ or (lass 0 Error. The PGAE -document SO informing the [DVP is

2. Signature: Zy/f fr%& 830117

Approved/Program Manager

-58-



ERROR REPORT File No. 93008

Class: c File Revision No. __ 2
A,8,Cor D PGRE Task No.
1. Dates: Reported to Program Review Committee ____;_NA oy e
Program Review Committee Action N
Reported to PGE and Originator 830117
ary '

2. Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No. Febru

3. Structure(s), system(s), or component(s) involved:
Reactor Containment.

4. Description of Error:

Concrete surface finish does not meet specification requirements.

The surface blemishes

are superficia\ and of no structural concern.

5, Significance of Error:

There is no safety significance addressed in this file.

h. Recommendation:

To close this file and issue an 1DVP Completion Report.

C. D. Lundin (SWEC) on 830112
Type Name/Organization ~ Date ..
B e 830117

7. Potential Error Report signed by

8. Signatures: N
For Program Reviﬁr Committee ApproveE?Srogram Manager




3008

File No.

File Revision ho. 3

10VP COMPLETION REPORT

Program (1ove) effort related to

The DCNPP Independent Design yerification

the above File Number is complete.
1. The action which completes the 1DVP effort is:

is a Program Resolution Report which

[] Fite Revision No-
recategorized this item as 3 Closed [tem.

d by PGandE

ormation provide
0, signed 821278

Based on additional inf
pGandE Completion Sheet 1DVP File No. 9008, Rev.
and the 1DVP has

the Findings Review Committee has recomended
considered that the resolution is in compliance with

established criteria. No physica e required.

2 & Lo 830117

Approval/Program Manager

1 modifications ar

2. Signature:

-60-



PROGRAM RESOLUTION REPORT
File NO. 9009

File Revision No. R

1. Resolution of an: Y open Item: O Class Error
2. Indigendent Design yer fication Program Resolution 1s as:
a. Closed ltem

h. 11 Deviation

C. Lt Lpen Liew wilh fulure aclion by PeL:  taok . —
3. Date Reported to PGAE 330117

Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No- February
Resolution pased on the following documentation:

w &
.«

pGandE Completion Sheet IDVP File NO. 9009 Revision 0 signed 821208.

Based on additional information shown as an attachment tO the above
described Completion Sheet, the original Potential Finding Report
was cancelled by -the Construction 0A Evaluation Team at the plant.

6, Program Reso lution is:

To close this file and issue an 10VF Comp letion Report.

-3

potential Program Reso lution
¢. D. Lundin (SWEC)

Report signed Dy Lundin on 830112
\ ‘ , e Name/OrganizatiSY Date
3. Signature: RS (Coep—=— 33—_£?(Approved/9rogram Manager )
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9009

File No.

File Revision No.

{DVP COMPLETION REPORT

The DCNPP [ndependent Qes:gn yerification Program (1ovp) effort related to

the above File Number is comp lete.

1. The action wnicn completes the I1DVP effort is:

2 45 a Program Resolution Report wnich

[Z} File Revision NO.
recategorized this item as 2 Ciosed ltem.

y PGAE that no physical modifications

nse to File Revision NO. s
either 2 Deviation or as 3 Class
ent sO informing the 10VP is

{:] The 1[VP has been informed D
will te applied Dy PGRE in respo

which recategorized this item as
¢ or Class D Error. The PG&E docum

830117

2. Signature: Z/Sof

Approved/P'ogram Manager

-62-



PROCRAM RESOLUTION REPORT

File No. 010

————————

File Revision No. 2

Resolution of an: KX Open Item: O Class Error
Independent Design yerification Program Resolution is as:
a. B Closed Item

b. O Deviation

c. o Open Item with future action by PGRE: Task

3. Date Reported to PGAE 830117

4. Scheduled for TES Semimontnly Report No. February

5. Resolution based on the fo1lowing documentaiion:

~n
s o

PGandE Completion Sheet IDVP File No. 9010 Revision 0 signed 821208.

based on additional information shown oOnN the above described
Completion Sheet, the original potential Finding Report was
cancelled by the Construction QA Fyvaluation Team at the plant.

6. Program Resolution is:

To close this file and issue an I1DVP Completion Report.

7. Potential Program Resolution
Report signed by c. D. Lundin (SHEC) on 830112

Type name/Organi i Date
3. Signature: 342__@3,, éff)'}lq? (Approved/Proaram Manager)
-63-
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File Revision NO-

10VP COMPLETION REPORT

The ODCNPP [ndependent Design yerification Prograr (10\P) effort related t0
the above File Number is complete.

1. The action which comp letes the 10V7 effort is:

EZ} file Revision NO. 2 js a Program gesolution Report which

c—

recategorized this item as 3 Closed ltem.

The 1DVP has been informed Dby pGRE that no physical modifications
will be applied Dby PG&E in response to File Revision NO. _
which recategorized this item as either 3 peviation or as a Class
c or Class D Error. The pGRE document SO informing the [DYP is

2. Signature: Z\_/_C é:“ 830117

Approved/Pr gram Manager

-64-



1.

2.
3.

Dates: Reported to Program Review Committee NA
Program Review Committee Action L)

Reported to PG&E and Originator 330117
Scheduled for TES Semimonthly Report No.

ERROK REPORT File No. 303

Class: C File Revision No. __°
; AB,Cor D PG&E Task No.

Februar S
Structure(s), system(s), or component(s) Tnvolved:

NSSS.

4.

Description of Error:

Requirements of specification 8752, Installation of Nuclear Supply

Systems (pag

we lds.

S.

e 3.20 para. 7.41) were not met for several defined

Significance of Error:

Violation of specification requirements.

Addit-onal information shown as an attachment to pGandE Completion
Sheet 10VP File NO. 9011 Revision 0 signed 821208 indicates that:

1.

The visual examinations for the RC welds were performed by

Wismer -Becker personral as part of their procedure 3500-30.

. The visua

1 examinations for the seal leak detection tubing

welds were performed by Wismer-Becker personnel as part of the

hydro test when the welds were examined for leakage.

It is concluded that there is no safety significance regarding this

item

6.

Recommendation:

To close this file and issue an 10VP Completion Report.

/8

Q

a.

Potential Error Report signed Dy C. D. Lundin (SWEC) on 830112

Signatures:

Type Name/Organization

NA Date
. i/{’ 2.,.,,,_, 830117
For Program Rev1gg Committee Approved/Pfogram Manager
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