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Applicants hereby notify the Board of a modification to
the evidence presented in response to Eddleman Contention 41

(Pipe Hanger Welding).

and proposed findirgs of fact submitted by Applicants,

Mr.

Eddleman,

and the NRC Staff.
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The change, described below,
to the non-welding aspects of the Harris Plant pipe hanger
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installation/inspection program, is not material to Applicants’
case and should not affect the Board's decision on the conten-
tion.

Eddleman 41, as limited by the Board, challenged the ade-
quacy of pipe hanger welding inspections at the Harris Plant.
Welding inspections of pipe hangers at the Harris site are per-
formed by the QC (Quality Control) organization. Pipe hangers
are also subjected to inspections of non-welding attributes for
design compliance, such as location, geometry and material,
which are performed by the CP&L CI (Construction Inspection)
organization. Nevill et al., ff. Tr. 6663, at 8, 13-14. Con-
sideration of these CI inspections was deemed outside the scope
of Contention 41, which focused on hanger welding. See, e.g.,
Tr. 7263-68.

In their testimony, Applicants described an enhanced hang-
er installation/inspection program which was put into place in
December, 1983, to provide more positive control of construc-
tion, inspection and documentation activities. Applicants'
witnesses identified four key elements of the enhanced program,
one of which was as follows:

(3) A field hanger engineering sup-
port unit has been developed whose purpose
is to support the craft during hanger in-
stallation. These Hanger Fngineering per-
sonnel remain in the field tn-nughout the
hanger's construction and identilv and re-
solve installation problems. These efforts
produce additional confidence that the de-
sign organization's intent is being met
during construction. Field Hanger Engi-
neering persconnel also examine the hanger
for design compliance and have Welding En-
gineering personnel examine hanger welds
(both shop and field) prior to submitting
the hanger package to CI and QC for final
inspecticn. Hanger Field Mods are gener-
ated by Hanger Engineering personnel to re-
solve problems encountered. These examina-
tions by the Hanger and Welding Engineering
personnel will generate higher quality lev-
els in the work being presented for final
inspecticn and thereby render this process
more effective.
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Nevill, et al., ff. Tr. 6663, at 24-25, See also id. at 11.

CP&L's experience with the enhanced program over the past
16 months has led to the conclusion that it is no longer neces-
sary or warranted to have Hanger Engineering personnel examine
the hanger for design compliance prior to submission of the
hanger package to CI for final inspection. Consequently, CP&L
has eliminated this specific activity from the hanger program.
This verification step now will be performed by craft supervi-
sors. (There is no change in the role of Welding Engineering
personnel as described in the testimony. In particular,
Welding Engineering personnel continue to review pipe hanger
welds prior to the OC welding inspection.) Note that Hanger
Engineering personnel, augmented now by Harris Plant Engineer-
ing Section personnel, will continue to be involved with the
installation process in the field, generating pipe hanger field
modifications and assisting the craft with problem solving, as
described in the testimony.

This limited modification to the hanger program is not ma-
terial and should not affect the Board's decision or Eddleman
Contention 41. First, as noted above, the focus of the conten-
tion is on welding inspections by QC. In contrast, this revi-
sion applies only to the CI scope of inspection, which is
non-welding attributes. Second, while the witnesses noted that
the provision of engineering support to the craft was one facet
in the improvement of the pipe hanger program, the parties have
not relied on the design compliance verification by Hanger En-
gineering personnel as a major factor affecting program adequa-
cy. See Tr. 7038 (Hate), 7358-59 (Blake). Applicants and Mr.
Eddleman did not refer to this Hanger Engineering verification
in proposed findings of fact. While the Staff repeated the
testimony quoted above in its proposed findings which describe
the enhanced program, the Staff did not refer to this verifica-
tion step in its proposed finding which summarizes the bases
for Staff confidence in the program. "NRC Staff Propcsed Find-
ings of Pact and Conclusions of Law on Joint Intervenors' Con-
tentions I, IV and VII(4) and Eddleman Contentions 9, 41 and
116," January 22, 1985, at 9 516(3) and 521.

Respectfully submitted,

oo H. BT,

Thomas A. Baxter
Counsel for Applicants
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