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VY 1991 LOOP and service water flow reduction. Of
you notice is that at VY and Kewaunee, the Diesel
ater discharges into a common piping header: so in many
Dn't have really have redundant DG's. Any type of
le header leads to a common mode failure, either
ttled valve in VY or the design and engineering flaw in
Rs that rationale at VY- because the most limiting line-up
igle DG supplying the facility(remember the other DG was

design the size of the single header with the flow
100% service water capacity of both DG'S running at the
3ste of money! Besides not being redundant (two
He headers) running two DG's at 100% at the same time
ire of service water.

:ter how ridicules it looked, VY in the early years got
iing both DG's in a surveillance at the same time -
ant didn't have enough SW capacity for this. Then the
k with well the facility was never designed for that. So
on in the surveillance procedures to never run both
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y-with high ultimate heat sink temps. Additionally I
questions if VY had enough service water pump capacity
limiting line up that meets the needs of both DG's

time- but it is in the procedure anyway.

sre has been an amazing amount of confusion for the SW in
indancy, proper Tech spec characterization of SW
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