
APR 27 1992 
Docket No. 50-280 
License No. DPR-32 

Virginia Electric and Power Company 
ATTN: Mr. W. L. Stewart 

Senior Vice President - Nuclear 
5000 Dominion Boulevard 
Glen Allen, VA 23060 

Gentlemen: 

SUBJECT: TEMPORARY WAIVER OF COMPLIANCE FOR SURRY UNIT 1 
DOCKET NO. 50-280 

This letter confirms the telephone conversation between Mr. J. P. O'Hanlon of 

your staff and Mr. Luis A. Reyes of my staff on April 24, 1992, granting a 
regional Waiver of Compliance for your Surry Unit 1 Nuclear Power Station 
facility.  

The waiver was granted to Technical Specification (TS) 4.17.C.6 for one time 
only to eliminate additional snubber testing of mechanical snubbers. During 
the current outage, three snubbers did not meet the acceptance criteria 
specified in TS 4.17.E. The granting of the waiver was based on the premise 
that the three snubbers in question are fully operable and that acceptance 
criteria specific in TS 4.17.E was not applicable to the type mechanical 
snubber installed at Surry. I understand that you plan to submit a TS amend
ment to correct this technicality.  

The technical issues and your justification are documented in your followup 
letter (Serial No. 92-291) dated April 27, 1992, which was received by 
electronic transmission on April 27, 1992.  

Prior to granting the temporary Waiver of Compliance, the technical issues and 
the extent of the waiver were reviewed. They were discussed in a telephone 
call among L. Reyes, E. Merschoff, M. Sinkule, and S. Tingen of Region II; 
G. Lainas, B. Buckley, H. Silver and H. Shaw of NRR; and M. Bowling and 
A. Price of Virginia Power. This waiver was granted for one time only for 
TS 4.17.C.6.  

Sincerely, 

Original signed by 
James L. Milhoan (for) 

Stewart D. Ebneter 
Regional Administrator 

Enclosure: 
Virginia Power Letter 

(Serial No. 92-291) dtd 
April 27, 1992 

cc w/encl: See page 2 
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Virginia Electric & Power Company 

cc w/encl: 
E. W. Harrell 
Vice President - Nuclear Services 
Virginia Electric & Power Company 
5000 Dominion Boulevard 
Glen Allen, VA 23060 

J. P. O'Hanlon 
Vice President - Nuclear Operations 
Virginia Electric & Power Company 
5000 Dominion Boulevard 
Glen Allen, VA 23060 

M. R. Kansler 
Station Manager 
Surry Power Station 
P. 0. Box 315 
Surry, VA 23883
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Attorney General 
Supreme Court Building 
101 North 8th Street 
Richmond, VA 23219 

bcc w/encl: 
T. Murley, NRR 
S. Varga, NRR 
G. Lainas, NRR 
J. Lieberman, OE 
B. Buckley, NRR 
J. Johnson, RII 
M. Sinkule, RII 
P. Fredrickson, RII 
M. Branch, Resident Inspector 
G. -Jenkins, RII 
Document Control Desk

M. L. Bowling, Jr., Manager 
Nuclear Licensing 
Virginia Electric & Power Co.  
5000 Dominion Boulevard 
Glen Allen, VA 23060 

Sherlock Holmes, Chairman 
Board of Supervisors of Surry County 
Surry County Courthouse 
Surry, VA 23683 

Dr. W. T. Lough 
Virginia State Corporation 

Commission 
Division of Energy Regulation 
P. 0. Box 1197 
Richmond, VA 23209

Michael W.  
Hunton an( 
P. 0. Box 
Richmond,

, Maupin 
SWilliams 

1535 
VA 23212

C. M. G. Buttery, M.D., M.P.H.  
State Health Commissioner 
Office of the Commissioner 
Virginia Department of Health 
P. 0. Box 2448 
Richmond, VA 23218 

*SEE PREVIOUS CONCURRENCE PAGE 
RII:DRP RII:DRP I

M* nkul LReyes 
/ /92 04/ /92



Virginia Electric & Power Company 2 

cc w/encl: 
E. W. Harrell Attorney General 
Vice President - Nuclear Services Supreme Court Building 
Virginia Electric & Power Company 101'North 8th Street 

5000 Dominion Boulevard Richmond, VA 23219 

Glen Allen, VA 23060 
bcc w/encl: 

J. P. O'Hanlon T. Murley, NRR 

Vice President - Nuclear Operations S. Varga, NRR 

Virginia Electric & Power Company G. Lainas, NR 

5000 Dominion Boulevard J. Lieberman OE 
Glen Allen, VA 23060 B. Buckley NRR 

J. Johnso , RII 

M. R. Kansler M. Sink e, Rni 

Station Manager P. Fre rickson, Rl .  

Surry Power Station M. Br nch, Resident Inspector 

P. 0. Box 315 G. enkins, Rni 

Surry, VA 23883 D ument Control Desk 

M. L. Bowling, Jr., Manager 
Nuclear Licensing 
Virginia Electric & Power Co.  
5000 Dominion Boulevard 
Glen Allen, VA 23060 

Sherlock Holmes, Chairman 
Board of Supervisors of Surry Co ty 
Surry County Courthouse 
Surry, VA 23683 

Dr. W. T. Lough 
Virginia State Corporatio 

Commission 
Division of Energy Re lation 
P. 0. Box 1197 
Richmond, VA 2320 

Michael W. Maupi 
Hunton and Wil iams 
P. 0. Box 15 
Richmond, V 23212 

C. M. G. uttery, M.D., M.P.H.  
State alth Commissioner 

RII:DRP RII: Wc-S 

MSinkule eyes z • <27,iS 

04/;t1/92 04/-1/92 /



ENCLOSURE 

VIRGINTA ELECTRIC AND POWzN COMPANY 

flerT~x0oiD, Vg,@Z1NA 28281 

April 27, 1992 

United &ate Nucz-w Regulatory Commission Seial No. 92-291 
Attentlon: Documant Control Desk NL&PJETS R5 
WaeNngton, D. C. 20MI Dod(kt No. 50-2B0 

License No. DPR-32 

Gentlemen: 

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER COMPANY SURRY POWER STATION UNIT I 
MI•P:HANIOAL SNUBBER FUNCTIO0NAL TESTING REQUIREMENTS 
WAIVFR £•11 COMPLIANE ..  

Functional teng of mechanical snubbers was perormed during the ourmnt Unit I 
refueling outage in accordance with the requirements of Technical Speolfloiaton 4.17.  
The completed functional test results were compared to the acceptance criteria as 
defined in Section 4.17.E. Three of the tested mechanical snubbers did not meet the 
Teohnical SplcatIon requirement of less than a 50% increase in the drag force 
since the last functional test. For each failure to meet the requirements of Technical 
Spedficallon 4.17.E, Technical Specification 4.17C.0. requires an additional 10% of 
that type of snubber be tested.  

The maximum 50% increase In drag since the previous functional test was a valid 
eptance criterion for the original mechanical snubbers (Pacific Scientific) Installed 

al Surry. However, those anubbers have been replaced with snubbers (Anchor 
Darling) of a different design. The vendor has provided their technical position that a 
50% increase In drag is not indicative of Incipient flure. The drag test results are 
highly variable and, therefore, cannot be used to indicate a trend In snubber 
performance.  

It has been concluded that the most appropriate test is the one employed by SurY 
where the measured running drag force is compared to an acoeptance criterion, which 
is based on limiting drag to 3% of the maxdmum snubber design load. An engineering 
evaluation has been performed and the sMubbers have been dstermined to be fully 
operable and capable of performing their intended function.. However, applying the 
50% Increase in drag force criterion, verbatim compliance with the Technical 
Specification requirements would require additional functional testing of a 10% 
sample of the mechanical snubbers. These additional tests to satisfy an Inappropriate 
criterion serve no purpose and would contribute to increased occupational exposure.  

In an April 24, 1992 conference call between Virginia Power and the NRC, we 
requested and received verbal approval for a one-time waiver from the 10% additional 
functional testing requirements of Technical Specification 4.17.0.6 for mechanical



ENCLOSURE

snubbers. This request and its approval were based on the Inpopriate mcceptanoe 
criterion (50% Increase in drag force) stated in Technical IS.fIt= 4.17.2.A.a and 
the above discuusIon of engineering evalu•tone for operablity of the snubbers 
affected by the applicaton of this criterion. A Technical Specification change will be 
developed and submitted to modify the functional requirements for mechanlcl 
snubbers to establish aroplae amceptance criter-a.  

In addtion, we have reviewed test results from previous Anchor Darling meohnoial 
snubber functional tests and Identified several cases where drag force increased by 
more than 50% from the previous test. These cases have been reviewed and 
evaluated by Engineering and the snubbers were determined to be fully operable.  

SAFETY IMPACT AND POTENTIAL CONS•EOUENCES 

The engineering evaluations of the subjet snubbers have determined that the 
snubbers are fully capable of performing their Intended function. Operation of the 
snubbers under accident conditions remains unchanged. Therefore, no adverse 
aety oonsequenoes result from eslminting the additional mechanical snubber 

*inctlonal testing.  

SIGNIFICANT HAZARD6 CONSIDERATION 

The poposed walver of the additional mechanical snubber Inse on requirements In 
Technical Specification 4.17.C.S Ior this inspection Interval dmes not result in a 
signlrtnlt hazards consideratim.  

1. The proposed waiver does not Increase Meprobablity or consequnoens of an 
accident previously evaluated. The existing Technical Specification requirement 
of less than 50% increase in drag force does not provide an appropriate 
Indication of operabiity for the Anchor Darling mechanical enubbers Installed at 
Surry. The subjeo snubbers have been evaluated anW det.mmined to be fully 
operable and capable of per~orating their Intended function. Thereflom, It Is 
unneessary to perform the expanded nctlonal teasting % provide the saa "yve 
of assuranceor snubber operabilty. Thus, the probeablIty or consequences of an 
accident will not change due to this waiver of mechanical snubber functional 
testing requirements.  

2. The proposed waiver will not create the possibility of a new or different kind ot 
aicident from any accident previously evaluated. The waiver elminates the need 
for additional functional testing of mechanical snubbers and does not change the 
operation or the ability of the snubbers to perform their Intended function.  
Therefore. new accident precursors or accident types are not being generated.  

3. The proposed waiver does not involve a reduction In a margin of safely. The 
level of equipment (snubbers) operability is not being reduced. The completed 
snubber functional tests have provided the required assurance that the 
mechanical snubbers installed at Surry will perform their intended function, as 
required. Thus, no margin of safety is being reduced.
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ENCLOSURE

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

This waJvor will not change the types of any effluents thW may be relesed owfelto, nor 
create a significant Increase in individual or cumulative occupational rylatlon 
exposure. Mechanl snubbors remain capable of performing their intended function.  

The waiver of compliance and the assocated safety evaluaton were reviewed by the 
Station Nuolear Safety and Operating Committee prior to changing plant conditions 
(I.e., *xoeoding 200°F In the primary eystem). It hNo been determined that no 
unreviewed safety question or significant hazards 0oneldeitlon exists, 

Very truly yours, 

W 
Senior Vice Proeiden - Nuclear 

cc: U, . Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Region 11 
101 Martta Street, N. W.  
Suite 2000 
Atlanta, Georgia 301" 

Mr. M. W. Branch 
NRC Senior Resiaent Inspedor 
Surry Power Station
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