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Task: Allegation A-332, A-333, and A-334

Reference No.: 4-84-A-40/1, 2, and 3

Characterization: The allegation is that (1) DCN-MP-920 is inadequate, (2)
welder certification is questionable for welding on piping between the spent
fuel pool and the low pressure safety injection pump and the suction line
from the condensate storage tank to the emergency feedwater pump, and (3) N
stamp and Code classification on lines as signed by inspector 807783215 are
questionable.

Assessment of Allegation: The implied significance of this allegaticn is that
improper design change, unqualified welders, and lack of or improper Code
classification of installations could cause the quality of construction to be
questionable.

The NRC staff reviewed the three allegations as follows:

A-332 The NRC staff reviewed DCN-MP-920, dated September 12, 1983, for
technical content and adequacy. The intent of the DCN was to
designate system code classification boundaries on piping from
tanks, pools, canals, and connecting nozzles. The system boundaries

*

were clearly defined and the DCN was considered appropriate for the
intent.

A-333 The staff reviewed welder certification records for personnel
performing welds on the low pressure safety injection pump suction
piping from the fuel storage pool, and the suction line to the
emergency feedwater pump from the condensate storage tank. Field
weld records were compared with welder certification records and no
violations were noted.

A-334 The staff found Code classification of the lines for the tanks,
pools, and spent fuel transfer piping were co'rrectly designated on
DCN-MP-920 and were fabricated to the requirements of ASME Code
Section VIII using the material requirements of ASME Section III.
The subject piping was classified as required to be non-safety or
safety-related with the applicable seismic category or 10 CFR 50,
Appendix B requirements assigned. This type of classification,
using the various codes for one system, was common practice in the
nuclear industry.

In conclusion, the NRC staff found the design change, the welder qualifica-
tions, and the code classifications to be acceptable. These allegations have
neither safety significance nor generic implications.

Potential Violations: None.

Actions Required: None.
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Task: Allegation A-332, A-333, and A-334

Reference No.: 4-84-A-40/1, 2, and 3

Characterization: Theallegationisthat(1)DCN-MP-920isinadequate,(2)
welder certification is questionable for welding on piping between the spent
fuel pool and the low pressure safety injection pump and the suction line
from the condensate storage tank to the emergency feedwater pump, and (3) N
stamp and Code classification on lines as signed by inspector B07783215 are
questionable.

Assessment of Allegation: The implied significance of this allegation is that
improper design change, unqualified welders, and lack of or improper Code
classification of installations could cause the quality of construction to be
questionable.

The NRC staff reviewed the three allegations as follows:

A-332 The NRC staff reviewed DCN-MP-920, d m d September 12, 1983, for
technical content and adequacy. The intent of the DCN was to
designate system code classification toundaries on piping from
tanks, pools, canals, and connecting nozzles. The system boundaries
were clearly defined and the DCN was considered appropriate for the
intent.

A-333 The staff reviewed welder certification records for personnel
performing welds on the low pressure safety injection pump suction
piping from the fuel storage pool, and the suction line to the
emergency feedwater pump from the condensate storage tank. Field
9 eld records were compared with welder certification records and no
violttions were noted.

A-334 The staff found Code classification of the lines for the tanks,
pools, and spent f$ transfer piping were correctly designated on
DCN-MP-920 and were fabricated to the requirements of ASME Code
Section VIII using the material requirements of ASME Section III.
The subject piping was classified as required to be non-safety or
safety-related with the applicable seismic category or 10 CFR 50,
Appendix B requirements assigned. This type of classification,
using the various codes for one system, was common practice in the
nuclear industry.

tions, and the code classifications to be acceptable., the welder qualifica-
In conclusion, the NRC staff found the design change

These allegations have
j either safety significance nor generic implications.

m

LPotential Violations:None.
-

Actions Required: None.
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Assessment of Allegation: The implied significa e of this allegation is that
| impro,ner design change, unqualified welders, and lack of or improper Code

classification of installations could cause the quality of construction to be
questionable.

.

The NRC staff review of- the three allegations is,as follows:

A-332 TheNRCstaffreviewedDCN-MP-920,datedSeptember12,1$3,for
technical content and adequacy. The intent of the DCN h to 4designate system code classification boundaries on piping from ,,

t9nks, pools, canals, and connecting nozzles. The system boundaries
d' irs clearly defined and the DCN (donsidered appropriate for the

intent.

A-333 The staff reviewed welder certification records for personnel
performing welds on the low pressure safety injection pump suction a
piping from the fuel stcrage pool, and the suction line to the- gg g :emergency feedwater pump from the condensate storage @oh,' Field .

weld records were compared with welder certification records and no
violations were noted. j

,

| A-334 The staff foundlode classification of the lines for the tanks,
pools,and(cana piping were correctly designated on DCN-itP-920 and
were fabricated)to the requirements of ASME Code Section VI!! using

f

the material requirements of ASf1E Section !!!. The subject piping
was classified as required to be non-safety or safety-related with
'Ehe applicable seismic category or 10 CFR 50, Appendix B
requirements assigned. This t
various codes for one system,ype of classification, using the-Nr common practice in the nuclear
industry.

!

In conclusion, the NRC staff found the design change, the welder
q.ualifications, and the code classificatidns to l'e acceptable. Therefore,

qhese allegations have neither safety significance nor generic implications.
.-

fotentialViolaticns: None]

|
Actions Required: None.
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