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Enclosure
Delay of SRV Discharge
Piping Support Modifications

The Bechtel load application methedology assumes rigid snubbers, struts,
and structural steel which is consistent with industry practice. GPC
requested that General Electric (GE) reanalyze one case which modeled the
actual snubber and strut stiffness. GE completed this reanalysis in the
summer of 1990. The loads were generally lower, but not enough to
eliminate the need for modifications. GPC elected to retain dechtel to
complete the reanalysis and prepare the design change package. About half
the modifications were completed for Unit 1 during the Fall 199] outage.
Parts unavailability for hydraulic snubbers prevented completion of all the
modifications. Eleven snubber supports remain to be modified on Unit 1,
and were scheduled to occur during the Spring 1993 outage. Al
modifications were completed for Unit 2 during the Fall 1992 outage.

A part of a separate effort, Southern Company Scrvices (SCS) has recently
fnvestigated the cumulative effect of piping loads on the drywell
structural steel. In August of 199z, SCS reported that the new, higher,
SEVDL lcads, combined with other support loadings and a very conservative
static load application methodology, resulted in higher-than-expected
stresses in the structural steel. Operability is not in question, but a
refined analysis and/or modifications will be necessary to restore the
steel to full compliance with American Institute of Steel Construction
(AISC) standards.

GPC again requested GE refine the load application methodclogy used by SCS.
The revised methodology will take credit for the dynamic nature of the pipe
support loads and the structural stiffness of the pipe supports and
structural steel. The first step in this process involves the calculation
of new SRVDL pipe support loads. The new pipe support loads are generally
muc? lo:er than the Bechte)l pipe support loads for the one steamline
analyzed.

GPC intends to complete the stress analysis on the drywell structural steel
for the "test case" described above (i.e., one main steamline with 4
SRVDLs). If the revised methodology is successful in eliminating ov
substantially reducing required changes to the structural steel and the
snubber supports, we would pursue using it on tne other seven main
steamlines in Unit 1 and Unit 2. GPC realizes that use of this methodology
may reguire NRC approval.

In conclusion, based on our confidence in the successful application of the
GE load application methodology and the strength of the current operability
determination, GPC plens no additieral modification to Unit 1 SRVDL
supports or Crywell structural steel during the Spring 1993 refueling
outage. If the r.sults of reanalysis are not successful in eliminating the
need for all the snubber support modifications, then any required changes
will be implemented during the Fall 1994 Unit | retueling outage.
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