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"James Davis - Pilgrim Audit Report Peer Review AMP Sections

From: Patricia Lougheed

To: James Davis

Date: 08/25/2006 11:06:53 AM

Subject: Pilgrim Audit Report Peer Review AMP Sections

Attached are redlined/strikeout versions of the four AMP Sections assigned to me. | am working on the
AMR Section, but do not know if | will get it completed before | leave today. (I will be leaving at 11:30). As
a result of my review, | have the following general comments: Section 3.0.3.x.x.2, “Consistency with
GALL”

1. The third paragraph in this section normally contains a list of other documents that the project team
reviewed. Sometimes these documents are ordered by document number and then title and, in other
cases by title and then document number. This is very confusing. | have consistently redone this
paragraph to list all documents by document number followed by the title in quotation marks. |
recommend that this be done as a standard practice.

2. The concluding paragraph contains, as its second sentence, an overall conclusion on the aging
management program. This sentence appears inappropriate in that the exceptions and enhancements
have not yet been reviewed. As this is a boilerplate paragraph, the sentence needs to be removed from
all AMP reviews.

3. During its review of the Oyster Creek audit report and SER, OGC objected to the phrase, “The project
team found the applicant's [PROGRAM NAME] acceptable because it conforms to the recommended
GALL AMP.” They preferred the alternate wording, “The project team found that the applicant's
[PROGRAM NAME] conforms to the recommended GALL AMP.” As this is a boilerplate paragraph, the
sentence needs to be revised in all AMP reviews.

3.0.3.2.x.3, “Exceptions” and 3.0.3.2.x.4, “Enhancements”

There is considerable inconsistency in how the GALL verbage is included. In some cases, the title of the
GALL section is in plain text; in others, the title is omitted; and in still others it is bolded. | have chosen to
replace all of these with a consistent title in plain text. | recommend that the remaining AMP sections be
changed to use a consistent format. | also recommend the use of a left/right indent [In WordPerfect use:
Shift-Ctrl-F.] to better distinguish that this paragraph is copied from the GALL.

3.0.3.2.x.4, “Enhancements”

The conclusion paragraph for the Enhancements seems more than a little clunky. | especially object to
the words “will provide additional assurance that the effects of aging will be adequately managed” because
it implies they are going above and beyond what GALL considered necessary. | also believe that saying
that the program is “consistent with GALL” is technically inaccurate, since exceptions were discussed.
Therefore, | recommend that all the enhancement conclusions be changed to, “The project team found
this enhancement acceptable based on the discussion above and because, when the enhancement is
implemented, [AMP Number] will be more consistent with GALL AMP [Number].”

3.0.3.2.x.5 “Operating Experience”

During its review of the Oyster Creek audit report and SER, OGC objected to the phrase, “above industry
and plant-specific operating experience” as no industry experience was normally discussed. They
preferred the alternate wording, “above operating experience.” As this is a boilerplate paragraph, the
sentence needs to be revised in all AMP reviews.

3.0.3.2.x.6, “UFSAR Supplement”

For those AMPS with enhancements, the conclusion paragraph is not supported by the preceding writeup.
Specifically, the preceding writeup indicates that the UFSAR supplement does not include information
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about the necessary enhancements. Therefore, | have made a slight modification to the sentence to
incorporate the applicant's commitment that the UFSAR supplement would be revised to include the
enhancement commitment numbers. If this change is appropriate, then a similar change should be made
to all other UFSAR supplement conclusion paragraphs.

3.0.3.2.x.7 “Conclusion”

In the preceding sections, the term “audit and review” has been used. However, in the overall conclusion,
the term was reversed to “review and audit.” On Qyster Creek, OGC objected to the switch in
terminology. As this is a boilerplate paragraph, the term needs to be revised in all AMP reviews.

Please let me know if my review comments were appropriate/acceptable (as this is the first time | have
done one of these!). i | can be of further assistance, please let know that also. My HQ phone extension
is 1082.

Thanks

Patricia
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3.0.3.2.16 SERVICE WATER INTEGRITY PROGRAM (PNPS AMP B.1.28)

In PNPS LRA, Appendix B, Section B.1.28, the applicant stated that PNPS AMP B.1.28,
*Service Water Integrity Program," is an existing plant program that is consistent with GALL
AMP X1.M20, "Open-Cycle Cooling Water System," with exceptions.

3.0.3.2.16.1 Program Description

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that this program relies on implementation of the
recommendations of GL 88-13 to ensure that the effects of aging on the SSW system are
managed for the period of extended operation. The program includes surveillance and control
techniques to manage aging effects caused by biofouling, corrosion, erosion, protective coating
failures, and silting in the SSW system or structures and components serviced by the SSW
system.

3.0.3.2.16.2 Consistency with the GALL Report

In the PNPS LRA, the applicant stated that PNPS AMP B.1.28 is consistent with GALL AMP
XI.M20, with exceptions.

The project team interviewed the applicant's technical staff and reviewed, in whole or in part,
the documents listed in Attachment 5 of this audit and review report for PNPS AMP B.1.28,
including LRPD-02, "Evaluation of Aging Management Programs,-LRRD-02;" Revision 1,
Section 4.2, "Service Water Integrity Program,” which provides an assessment of the AMP
elements' consistency with GALL AMP XI1.M20. Specifically, the project team reviewed the
program elements (see Section 3.0.2.1 of this audit and review report) contained in PNPS AMP
B.1.28 and associated bases documents to determine consistency with GALL AMP XI1.M20.

The project team also reviewed LRPD-05, "PNPS Operating Experience Review Report,” LRRD-
05; Revision 0, Section 4.2, "Service Water Integrity Program;" Generic Letter (GL) 89-13,
"Service Water System Problems Affecting Safety Related Equipment,” Generic-Lotior89-13;-
YSNRG-July 18, 1989; GL 89-13, Suppiement 1, "Service Water System Problems Affecting
Safety Related Equipment,"-Generic-Lotter-88-13,-Supplement-USNRG; April 4, 1990-; Piping

and Instrumentation Drawing M591, Rev. E7; PNPS 1,_"Specification for SSW & Reactor
Building Closed Cooling Water (RBCCW) Safety-Related Piping & Heat Exchanger Inspection,

Maintenance & Test Requirements in Response to Generic Letter 89-13";_ and NOPO2E1, Rew--
0+-"Service Water Inspections, Maintenance and Testing in Response to Generic Letter 89-

13," Rev. 01,

The project team reviewed those portions of the Service Water Integrity Program for which the
applicant claims consistency with GALL AMP XI M20 and found that they are cons:stent wnth
the GALL Report AMP.
Servnce Water lntegnty Progra

the recommended GALL AMP XI M20 "Servvce Water lntegrlty with exceptions as described
below.

3.0.3.2.16.3 Exceptions to the GALL Report
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Exception 1

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that the exception to the GALL Report program
elements is as follows:

Element: 2: Preventive Actions

Exception: NUREG-1801 states that system components are lined or coated.

Components are lined or coated only where necessary to protect the
underlying metal surfaces.

The GALL Report identified the following recommendation for the "Preventive Actions" program
element associated with the exception taken:

Preventive Actions: The system components are constructed of
appropriate materials and lined or coated to protect the underlying
metal surfaces from being exposed to aggressive cooling water
environments. Implementation of NRC GL 89-13 includes a
condition and performance monitoring program; control or
preventive measures, such as chemical treatment, whenever the
potential for biological fouling species exists; or flushing of
infrequently used systems. Treatment with chemicals mitigates
microbiologically influenced corrosion (MIC) and buildup of
macroscopic biological fouling species, such as blue mussels,
oysters, or clams. Periodic flushing of the system removes
accumulations of biofouling agents, corrosion products, and silt.

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that NUREG-1801 states that system components are
constructed of appropriate materials and lined or coated to protect the underlying metal
surfaces from being exposed to aggressive cooling water environments. Not all PNPS system
components are lined or coated. Components are lined or coated only where necessary to
protect the underlying metal surfaces.

During the audit and review, the project team asked the applicant to identify applications where
components are not coated or lined and the materials of construction because not all PNPS
system components are lined or coated. In response to this request, the applicant stated that
the SSW supply piping is constructed of titanium, a material which has shown excellent
corrosion resistance in this environment. The other components in the SSW supply are small
bore piping for vents and drains, pump and valve bodies, and heat exchanger tubes. All of
these components are constructed of copper alloys that have demonstrated good corrosion
resistance in this environment. Also, operating experiences show that loss of material is
managed by the Service Water Integrity Program such that corrective action is taken before
loss of intended functions of components. On this basis, the project team found this exception
acceptable.

Exception 2

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that the exception to the GALL Report program
elements is as follows:




| James Davis - 3.0.3.2.16 Service Water Integrity Compare Versionwpd —~~~ ~ = "~ T Page 4|

Element: 5: Monitoring and Trending

Exception: NUREG-1801 states that testing and inspections are performed
annually and during refueling outages. The PNPS program requires tests
and inspections during each refueling outage.

The GALL Report identified the following recommendation for the "Monitoring and Trending"
program element associated with the exception taken:

Monitoring and Trending: Inspection scope, method (e.g., visual

or nondestructive examination [NDE]), and testing frequencies are
in accordance with the utility commitments under NRC GL 8§9-13.
Testing and inspections are done annually and during refueling
outages. Inspections or nondestructive testing will determine the
extent of biofouling, the condition of the surface coating, the
magnitude of localized pitting, and the mount of MIC, if applicable.
Heat transfer testing results are documented in plant test
procedures and are trended and reviewed by the appropriate

group.

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that the NUREG-1801 program entails testing and
inspections performed annually and during refueling outages. The PNPS program requires
tests and inspections during each refueling outage, but not annually. Since aging effects are
typically manifested over several years, the difference in inspection and testing frequency is
insignificant.

During the audit and review, the project team evaluated the PNPS inspection interval and
agreed that adverse conditions caused by the aging effects in the service water systems
manifest over several years. Also, operating experience demonstrates that a 2-year interval
has not led to adverse operating conditions of the Service Water System. Therefore, the
difference between a 1-year and 2-year inspection and testing frequency is insignificant. On
this basis, the project team found this exception acceptable.

3.0.3.2.16.4 Enhancements

None.

3.0.3.2.16.5 QOperating Experience

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that results of heat transfer capability testing of the
RBCCW heat exchangers from 2001 through 2004 show that the heat exchangers are capable
of removing the required amount of heat. Confirmation of adequate thermal performance
provides evidence that the program is effective for managing fouling of SSW cooled heat
exchangers.

Resuits of SSW visual inspections, eddy current testing, ultrasonic testing, and radiography
testing from 1998 through 2004 revealed areas of erosion and areas of corrosion on internal
and external surfaces. SSW butterfly valves, pump discharge check valves, air removal valves,
and plpe spools have been replaced wuth components made of corrosion resnstant matenals

sleeved—te—addrese—e;esoer»and—eenesmq- Identmcatlon of degradatlon and correctlve actlon
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prior to loss of intended function provide evidence that the program is effective for managing
loss of material for SSW system components.

Visual inspections of SSW piping revealed degradation of the lining in original SSW carbon
steel rubber lined piping. Pipe lining is intended to protect pipe internal surfaces from erosion
and corrosion. Therefore, SSW piping has been replaced with carbon steel pipe with cured-in-
place rubber lining, relined with a ceramic epoxy compound, or replaced with titanium pipe.
Identification of degradation and corrective action prior to loss of intended function provide
evidence that the program is effective for managing loss of material for SSW system
components.

The project team reviewed the operating experience provided in the PNPS LRA and interviewed
the applicant's technical staff to confirm that the plant-specific operating experience did not
reveal any degradation not bounded by industry experience. In addition, the project team
reviewed PNPS operating experience as documented in the PNPS Operating Experience
Review Report for the Service Water Integrity Program and did not find any evidence of PNPS
component degradation or failures that are outside the envelope of industry experience.

On the basis of its review of the above irdustr-ard-plant-spesitis-operating experience and
discussions with the applicant's technical staff, the project team concluded that the applicant's

Service Water Integrity Program will adequately manage the aging effects that are identified in
the PNPS LRA for which this AMP is credited.

3.0.3.2.16.6 UFSAR Supplement

The applicant provided its UFSAR Supplement for the Service Water Integrity Program in
PNPS LRA, Appendix A, Section A.2.1.30, which states that the Service Water Integrity
Program relies on implementation of the recommendations of NRC GL 89-13 to ensure that the
effects of aging on the SSW systemn are managed for the period of extended operation. The
program includes component inspections for erosion, corrosion, and blockage and performance
monitoring to verify the heat transfer capability of the safety-related heat exchangers cooled by
SSW. Chemical treatment using biocides and chlorine and periodic cleaning and flushing of
redundant or infrequently used loops are the methods used to control or prevent fouling within
the heat exchangers and loss of material in SSW components.

The project team reviewed the UFSAR Supplement for PNPS AMP B.1.28, found that it was
consistent with the GALL Report, and determined that it provides an adequate summary
description of the program, as identified in the SRP-LR FSAR Supplement table and as
required by 10 CFR 54.21(d).

3.0.3.2.16.7 Conclusion

On the basis of its audit and review-and-audit of the applicant's program, the project team found
that those program elements, for which the applicant claims consistency with the GALL Report,
are consistent with the GALL Report. In addition, the project team has reviewed the exceptions
and the associated justifications and determined that the AMP, with the exceptions, is adequate
to manage the aging effects for which it is credited. The project team found that the applicant
has demonstrated that the effects of aging will be adequately managed so that the intended
functions will be maintained for the period of extended operation, as required by

10 CFR 54.21(a)(3). The project team also reviewed the UFSAR Supplement for this AMP and
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found that it provides an adequate summary description of the program, as required by
10 CFR 54.21(d).
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3.0.3.2.1 BURIED PIPING AND TANKS INSPECTION PROGRAM (PNPS AMP (B.1.2)

In PNPS LRA, Appendix B, Section B.1.2, the applicant stated that PNPS AMP B.1.2, "Buried
Piping and Tanks Inspection Program," is a new plant program that is consistent with GALL
AMP XI.M34, "Buried Piping and Tanks Inspection,” with an exception.

3.0.3.2.1.1 Program Description

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that this program includes (a) preventive measures to
mitigate corrosion and (b) inspections to manage the effects of corrosion on the pressure-
retaining capability of buried carbon steel, stainless steel, and titanium components. Preventive
measures are in accordance with standard industry practice for maintaining external coatings
and wrappings. Buried components are inspected when excavated during maintenance.

A focused inspection will be performed within the last10-years-and-within-the-first 10 years of
the period of extended operation unless an opportunistic inspection (or an inspection via a
method that allows assessment of pipe condition without excavation) occurs within this 10-year

period.

3.0.3.2.1.2 Consistency with the GALL Report

In the PNPS LRA, the applicant stated that PNPS AMP B.1.2 is consistent with GALL AMP
X1.M34 with an exception.

The project team interviewed the applicant's technical staff and reviewed, in whole or in part,
the documents listed in Attachment 5 of this audit and review report for PNPS AMP B.1.2,
including AMPER; 3.1, "Buried Piping and Tanks Inspection Program," which provides an
assessment of the AMP elements' consistency with GALL AMP XI.M34. Specifically, the
project team reviewed the program elements (see Section 3.0.2.1 of this audit and review
report) contained in PNPS AMP B.1.2 and associated bases documents to determine
consistency with GALL AMP XI.M34. '

t reviewed those porti the Buried Piping and Tanks Inspection Program
licant claim istency with GALL AMP XI.M nd found that th r
i ith th L tAMP, T roject team { that th licant’ ri
ipi nd Tank ion forms to the recommen LL AMP XI.M34, with t
i ri low.

3.0.3.2.1.3 Exceptions to the GALL Report

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that the exception to the GALL Report program
elements is as follows:

Exception
Element: 4: Detection of Aging Effects
Exception: For cases of excavation solely for the purpose of inspection —

methods such as "phased array ultrasonic thickness (UT)" will be used to
determine wall thickness.
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The GALL Report identified the following recommendation for the "Detection of Aging Effects”
program element associated with the exception taken:

Inspections performed to confirm that coating and wrapping are
intact are an effective method to ensure that corrosion of external
surfaces has not occurred and the intended function is
maintained. Buried piping and tanks are opportunistically
inspected whenever they are excavated during maintenance.
When opportunistic, the inspections are performed in areas with
the highest likelihood of corrosion problems, and in areas with a
history of corrosion problems, within the areas made accessible to
support the maintenance activity.

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that for cases of excavation solely for the purpose of
inspection, methods such as “"phased array UT" will be used to determine wall thickness. This
is considered preferable by PNPS since excavation could result in damage to coatings or
wrappings.

The proposed exception eliminates the possibility of inadvertent damage during inspection,
while still being able to assess the target component. On this basis, the project team found this
exception acceptable.

3.0.3.21.4 Operating Experience

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that the Buried Piping and Tanks Inspection Program
at PNPS is a new program for which there is no operating experience.

{According to the applicant, in the past 5 years, there has been limited experience with the
inspection of buried piping at PNPS. This experience has occurred mainly on the fire water
underground distribution system. This system is approximately 35 years old and consists of
cement-lined malleable iron pipe with mechanical joints. There has been no history of
significant leaks other than during two irstanees—eneinstances — one in 2001 and one in 2005.—

in the first event, the 8-inch underground line downstream of 8-L-22 failed. FAccording to the
applicant, the probable cause of failure was most likely induced by minor fabrication anomalies
compounded by marginal installation techniques. When this piping was examined, it was found
to be overall in very good condition externally except for a small area of surface corrosion
attributed to marginal installation techniques.- In the second event, the 8-inch underground pipe
failed in the area of the N2 tank adjacent to the EDG building. Due to congestion and the
presence of the tank (which was installed subsequently to the installation of the piping), it was
not possible to dig up the piping to examine it and determine the cause of the failure (which
may be related to the tank installation). In addition to these two instances, the excavation of a

~ number of valves during maintenance found the valves and piping to be in remarkably good
condition.

From an additional historical perspective, the SSW system at PNPS has experienced leaks on
the buried inlet (sereerhousescreen house to auxiliary bays) piping as a result of internal
corrosion. The original piping material was rubber-lined carbon steel wrapped with reinforced
fiberglass wrapping and coal tar saturated felt and heavy Kraft paper. The leaks were
determined to be the result of the degraded rubber lining being in contact with sea water.
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These pipes have since been replaced with the same external coating as the original pipe. The
pipe replacement occurred in 1995 and 1997.

in addition, the SSW buried discharge piping (also rubber-lined carbon stee! with external pipe
wrapping, same as inlet piping) from the auxiliary bays to the discharge canal experienced
severe internal corrosion due to failure of the rubber lining. Two 40-foot lengths of 22-inch
diameter pipes (one on each loop) were replaced in 1999 as a result of the failed rubber lining
and internal corrosion. These spools were replaced with carbon steel coated internally and
externally with an epoxy coating. The piping that was removed was examined after its wrapping
was removed and its external surface was found to be in good condition. Since that time, the
entire length of both SSW buried discharge loops have been lined internally with cured-in-place

pipe Hrirge—B-|inings — the "B" L oop_was modified in 2001 and_the "A" Loop in 2003.

The phased array inspection technique was provided merely as an example of a potential future
examination technique. It and other remote techniques will potentially be able to assess the
condition of extensive portions of buried piping without the need for excavation. This exception
was taken to allow the potential use of this technique or others in lieu of excavating piping to
provide a more effective assessment of overall piping conditions while eliminating the potential
for damaging the piping during excavation.—

The project team reviewed the operating experience provided in the PNPS LRA and interviewed
the applicant's technical staff to confirm that the plant-specific operating experience did not
reveal any degradation not bounded by industry experience.

On the basis of its review of the above industry-and-plant-spesific-operating experience and
discussions with the applicant's technical staff, the project team concluded that the applicant’s
Buried Piping and Tanks Inspection Program will adequately manage the aging effects that are
identified in the PNPS LRA for which this AMP is credited.

3.03.2.15 UFSAR Supplement

The applicant provided its UFSAR Supplement for the Buried Piping and Tanks Inspection
Program in PNPS LRA, Appendix A, Section A.2.1.2, which states that the Buried Piping and
Tanks Inspection Program includes (a) preventive measures to mitigate corrosion and (b)
inspections to manage the effects of corrosion on the pressure-retaining capability of buried
carbon steel, stainless steel, and titanium components. Preventive measures are in
accordance with standard industry practice for maintaining external coatings and wrappings.
Buried components are inspected when excavated during maintenance. If trending within the
corrective action program identifies susceptible locations, the areas with a history of corrosion
problems are evaluated for the need for additional inspection, alternate coating, or replacement.

A focused inspection will be performed within the first 10 years of the period of extended
operation, unless an opportunistic inspection (or an inspection via a method that allows
assessment of pipe condition without excavation) occurs within this 10-year period.

The project team reviewed the UFSAR Supplement for PNPS AMP B.1.2, found that it was
consistent with the GALL Report, and determined that it provides an adequate summary
description of the program, as identified in the SRP-LR FSAR Supplement table and as
required by 10 CFR 54.21(d).
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3.0.3.2.1.6 Conclusion

On the basis of its audit and review-and-audit of the applicant’s program, the project team found
that those program elements, for which the applicant claims consistency with the GALL Report,
are consistent with the GALL Report. In addition, the project team has reviewed the exception
and the associated justifications and determined that the AMP, with the exception, is adequate
to manage the aging effects for which it is credited. The project team found that the applicant
has demonstrated that the effects of aging will be adequately managed so that the intended
functions will be maintained for the period of extended operation, as required by

10 CFR 54.21(a)(3). The project team also reviewed the UFSAR Supplement for this AMP and
found that it provides an adequate summary description of the program, as required by

10 CFR 54.21(d).
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3.0.3.2.8 DIESEL FUEL MONITORING PROGRAM (PNPS AMP B.1.10)

In PNPS LRA, Appendix B, Section B.1.10, the applicant stated that PNPS AMP B.1.10, "Diesel
Fuel Monitoring Program,"” is an existing plant program that is consistent with GALL AMP
X1.M30, "Fuel Oil Chemistry," with exceptions and enhancements.

3.0.3.2.8.1 Program Description

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that the program entails sampling to ensure that
adequate diesel fuel quality is maintained to prevent plugging of filters, fouling of injectors, and
corrosion of fuel systems. Exposure to fuel oil contaminants such as water and microbiological
organisms is minimized by periodic draining and cleaning of tanks and by verifying the quality of
new oil before its introduction into the storage tanks. Sampling and analysis activities are in
accordance with technical specifications on fuel oil purity and the guidelines of ASTM Standards
D4057-81 and D975-81 (or later revisions of these standards).

3.0.3.28.2 Consistency with the GALL Report

In the PNPS LRA, the applicant stated that PNPS AMP B.1.10 is consistent with GALL
AMP X1.M30 with exceptions and enhancements.

The project team interviewed the applicant's technical staff and reviewed, in whole or in part,
the documents listed in Attachment 5 of this audit and review report for PNPS AMP B.1.10,
including Aging Management Program Evaluation Report, LRPD-02, Revision 1, Section 4.9,
"Diesel Fuel Monitoring Program,” which provides an assessment of the AMP elements'
consistency with GALL AMP XI.M30. Specifically, the project team reviewed the program
elements (see Section 3.0.2.1 of this audit and review report) contained in PNPS AMP B.1.10
and associated bases documents to determine consistency with GALL AMP XI1.M30.

The project team also reviewed PNPS Operating Experience Review Report, LRPD 05,
Revision 0, Section 4.9, "Diesel Fue! Monitoring Program;~Standard| r
"Standard Specification for Diesel Fuei Qils"; ASTM D 1796, “Standard Test Method for Water
and Sediment in Fuel Oils by the Centrifuge Method (Laboratory Procedure);”; ASTM D 4786;-
Standard2276, "Standard Test Method for Particulate Contaminant in Aviation Fuel by Line
Sampling;-; ASTM D-2276;-StandardD 2709, "Standard Method for Water and Sediment in_
iddle Distillate Fuels rifuge"; ASTM D 4075, "Standard Practice for M | Samplin
of Petroleum and Petroleum Products,” and ASTM D 6217, "Standard Test Method for
Partlculate Contamlnatlon |n Mlddle Dlstlllate Fuels by Laboratory F|Itrat|on—ASIM-962-1—7—

The project team reviewed those portions of the Diesel Fuel Monitoring Program for which the
applicant claims consistency with GALL AMP XI1.M30 and found that they are consistent with
the GALL Report AMP Fuﬂhe#mere—tlhe project team eeneluded gg g that the apphcant'
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the recommended GALL AMP X1.M30, "Fuel Qil Chemistry," with the exceptions and
enhancements as described below.

3.0.3.2.8.3 Exceptions to the GALL Report

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that the exceptions to the GALL Report program
elements are as follows:

Exception 1
Elements: 1: Scope of Program
6: Acceptance Criteria
Exception: PNPS indicated in the LRA that sampling and analysis activities

are in accordance with technical specifications on fuel oil purity and the
guidelines of ASTM Standards D 4057-81 and D 875-81. However-

The GALL Report identified the following recommendations for the *Scope of Program” and
*Acceptance Criteria” program elements associated with the exception taken:

Scope of Program:_ The program is focused on managing the
conditions that cause general, pitting, and microbiologically-
influenced corrosion (MIC) of the diesel fuel tank internal surfaces
in accordance with the plant’s technical specifications ( i.e.,
NUREG-1430, NUREG-1431, NUREG-1432, NUREG-1433) on
fuel oil purity and the guidelines of ASTM Standards D 1796, D
2276, D 2709, D 6217, and D 4057. The program serves to
reduce the potential of exposure of the tank internal surface to
fuel oil contaminated with water and microbiological organisms.

Acceptance Criteria:_ The ASTM Standard D 4057 is used for
guidance on oil sampling. The ASTM Standards D 1796 and D
2709 are used for guidance on the determination of water and
sediment contamination in diesel fuel. ASTM D 6217 and Modified
D 2276, Method A are used for guidance for determination of
particulates. The modification to D- 2276 consists of using a filter
with a pore size of 3.0 mm, instead of 0.8 mm.

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that PNPS technical specifications specify use of
ASTM D975-81, which recommends use of ASTM D2276. Therefore, the guidelines of D2276
are appropriate for determination of particulates.

During the audit and review, the project team asked the applicant to provide justification for not
using all ASTM specifications as indicated in NUREG 1801, Rev. 1. Inits response, the
applicant stated that the Diesel Fuel Monitoring Program makes use of the guidelines of ASTM
D-2276 for determination of particulates in lieu of ASTM D-6217. ASTM D-2276 provides
guidance on determining particulate contamination using a field monitor. It provides for rapid
assessment of changes in contamination level without the time delay required for rigorous
laboratory procedures. It also provides a laboratory filtration method using a 0.8 micron filter.
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ASTM D-6217 provides guidance on determining particulate contamination by sample filtration
at an off-site laboratory. The acceptance criterion of D-2276 is 10 mg/liter while that of D-6217
is 24 mg/liter. Therefore, D-2276 criterion is more stringent than that of D-6217. Since ASTM
D-2276 is an accepted method of determining particulates and is a method recommended by
ASTM D-975, the D-2276 method is used at PNPS.

On this basis, the project team found this exception acceptable.

Exception 2
Elements: 2: Preventive Actions
Exception: The applicant indicated that no additives are used beyond those

added by the refiner. The applicant does not add biocides, stabilizers, or
corrosion inhibitors as required by NUREG 1801, Rev 1., XI.M30.

The GALL Report identified the following recommendation for the "Preventive Actions” program
element associated with the exception taken:

Preventive Action: The quality of fuel oil is maintained by
additions of biocides to minimize biological activity, stabilizers to

prevent biological breakdown of the diesel fuel, and corrosion
inhibitors to mitigate corrosion. Periodic cleaning of a tank allows
removal of sediments, and periodic draining of water collected at
the bottom of a tank minimizes the amount of water and the
length of contact time. Accordingly, these measures are effective
in mitigating corrosion inside diesel fuel oil tanks. Coatings, if
used, prevent or mitigate corrosion by protecting the internal
surfaces of the tank from contact with water and microbiological
organisms.

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that PNPS does not add biocides, stabilizers, or
corrosion inhibitors to the diesel fuel. Plant-specific operating experience has not indicated
significant problems related to MIC. Since water contamination in the diesel fuel storage tanks
is minimized, the potential for MIC is limited.

During the audit and review, the project team found program documentation indicating that
tanks, except the security diesel generator fuel storage tank, are periodically drained, cleaned,
and inspected. The quality of new oil is verified before it is introduced to storage tanks. This
exception to NUREG 1801, Rev. 1 is acceptable for all tanks, except the security diesel
generator fuel storage tank, because no degradation of or water contamination in the fuel
storage tanks has been detected to date and the Diesel Fue! Monitoring Program will be
enhanced to include UT of the bottom of tanks (except the security diese! generator fue!
storage tank). [f indications of degradation or water contamination are found in the future,
PNPS will consider additions of corrosion inhibitors and biocides during the corrective action
process. On this basis, the project team found this exception acceptable.

Exception 3

Elements: 2: Preventive Actions
Exception: The security diesel generator fuel storage tank is not periodically
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cleaned and inspected because the internals are inaccessible.

The GALL Report identified the following recommendation for the "Preventive Actions" program
element associated with the exception taken:

Preventive Action: The quality of fuel oil is maintained by

additions of biocides to minimize biological activity, stabilizers to
prevent biological breakdown of the diesel fuel, and corrosion
inhibitors to mitigate corrosion. Periodic cleaning of a tank allows
removal of sediments, and periodic draining of water collected at
the bottom of a tank minimizes the amount of water and the
length of contact time. Accordingly, these measures are effective
in mitigating corrosion inside diesel fuel oil tanks. Coatings, if
used, prevent or mitigate corrosion by protecting the internal
surfaces of the tank from contact with water and microbiological
organisms.

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that the security diesel fuel storage tank does not have
manways or other means of access to the internals. Therefore, no preventative action is taken
for the security diesel generator fuel storage tank because the internals are inaccessible (there
are no manways or other means to access the internals).

During the audit and review, the project team asked the applicant to provide justification for not
cleaning and visually inspecting the security diesel generator fuel storage tank on a periodic"
basis. In its response to this request, the applicant provided information with regard to how loss
of material due to MIC and general corrosion will be managed. The security diesel generator
fuel storage tank is a double-walled tank. Instrumentation wili be added to monitor leakage
between the two walls of the tank, and the fuel will be sampled for water contamination at the
bottom of the tank. A modification to provide instrumentation will be installed prior to the period
of extended operation. In a letter dated July 19, 2006 (ML062080142) the applicant stated that
commitment 5 is added to enhance the Diesel Fuel Monitoring Program to install
instrumentation to monitor for leakage between the two walls of the security diesel generator
fuel storage tank to ensure that significant degradation is not occurring. Water is necessary for
MIC and general corrosion in the fuel oil environment. Verification that water is not present at
the tank bottom will ensure loss of material is not occurring. This exception to NUREG 1801,
Rev. 1 is acceptable for the security diesel generator fuel storage tank because the two
enhancements to the program will ensure corrective action before the tank is breached due to
loss of material. On this basis, the project team found this exception acceptable.

Exception 4
Elements: 3: Parameters Monitored/Inspected
6: Acceptance Criteria
Exception: Determination of particulates may be according to ASTM

Standard D 2276 rather than modified ASTM D 2276 Method A.

The GALL Report identified the following recommendations for the "Parameters
Monitored/Inspected" and Acceptance Criteria” program elements associated with the exception
taken:
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Parameters Monitored/inspected: The AMP monitors fuel oil
quality and the levels of water and microbiological organisms in
the fuel oil, which cause the loss of material of the tank internal
surfaces. The ASTM Standard D 4057 is used for guidance on oil
sampling. The ASTM Standards D 1796 and D 2709 are used for
determination of water and sediment contamination in diesel fuel.
For determination of particulates, modified ASTM D 2276, Method
A, is used. The modification consists of using a filter with a pore
size of 3.0 mm, instead of 0.8 mm. These are the principal
parameters relevant to tank structural integrity.

Acceptance Criteria: The ASTM Standard D 4057 is used for
guidance on oil sampling. The ASTM Standards D 1796 and D
2709 are used for guidance on the determination of water and
sediment contamination in diesel fuel. . ASTM D 6217 and
Modified D 2276, Method A are used for guidance for
determination of particulates. The modification to D 2276 consists
of using a filter with a pore size of 3.0 mm, instead of 0.8 mm.

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that determination of particulates may be according to
ASTM Standard D2276 which conducts particulate analysis using a 0.8 micron filter, rather than
the 3.0 micron filter specified in NUREG-1801. Use of a filter with a smaller pore size results in
a larger sample of particulates because smaller particles are retained. Thus, use of a 0.8
micron filter is more conservative than use of the 3.0 micron filter specified in NUREG-1801.

. During the audit and review, the project team determined that the procedure used by the
applicant to conduct particulate levels is more conservative than that of NUREG-1801, Rev 1. 4t
was{Therefore;-eoncluded-that the testing methods adequately detect unacceptable levels of
particulates. During the site audit and review the project team reviewed ASTM_D 6217-88 and
ASTM D_2276-00 and could not find the acceptance criteria in either of these standard tests
methods. The project team asked the applicant to provide additional explanation as to the
source of the acceptance criteria. In its response, the applicant indicated that there are no
acceptance gcriteria in ASTM D_6217-88 and ASTM D_2276-060, and the sources of the
acceptance criteria isare in ASTM D_975, Table 1, for water and sediment, and VV-F-800D,
"Federal Specification, Fuel Qil Diesel,® for particulates. The project team reviewed ASTM
D_975, Table 1 and VV-F-800D and found the acceptance criteria adequate to manage water,
sediment and particulate contamination. On this basis, the project team found this exception
acceptable.

3.0.3.284 Enhancements

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that the enhancements in meeting the GALL Heport
program element are as follows:

Enhancement 1

Element: 1: Scope of Program

Enhancement: The Diesel Fuel Monitoring Program will be enhanced to include
periodic sampling of the security diesel generator fuel storage tank, near the
bottom, to determine water content.
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The GALL Report identified the following recommendation for the "Scope of Program” program
element associated with the enhancement:

Scope of Program: The program is focused on managing the
conditions that cause general, pitting, and microbiologically-
influenced corrosion (MIC) of the diesel fuel tank internal surfaces
in accordance with the plant’s technical specifications (i.e.,
NUREG-1430, NUREG-1431, NUREG-1432, NUREG-1433) on
fuel oil purity and the guidelines of ASTM Standards D1796,
D2276, D2709, D6217, and D4057. The program serves to
reduce the potential of exposure of the tank internal surface to
fuel oi! contaminated with water and microbiological organisms.

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that the Diesel Fuel Monitoring Program will be
enhanced to include sampling the bottom of security diesel generator fuel storage tank for
water. Any indication of water contamination will be handled in the Corrective Action Program
where additions of biocides and corrosion inhibitors will be considered. Since the effect of any
water contamination is minimized, the potential for MIC and general corrosion will be limited
providing additional assurance that loss of material will be adequately managed.

On-this-basistThe project team found this enhancement acceptable sircebased on the
discussion above and because, when_the enhancement is implemented, PNPS AMP B.1.10;-
-Dtesel—Fuel—Menmmg—PregFaml will be mg;goon&stent w1th GALL AMP X1.M30-and-will-

Enhancement 2

Element: 4: Detection of Aging Effects

Enhancement: The Diesel Fuel Monitoring Program will be enhanced to include
periodic ultrasonic measurement of the bottom surface of the security diesel
generator fuel storage tank to ensure that significant degradation is not
oceurring.

The GALL Report identified the following recommendation for the "Detection of Aging Effects”
program element associated with the enhancement:

Degradation of the diesel fuel oil tank cannot occur without
exposure of the tank internal surfaces to contaminants in the fuel
oil, such as water and microbiological organisms. Compliance
with diesel fuel oil standards in item 3 above and periodic
multi-level sampling provide assurance that fuel oil contaminants
are below unacceptable levels. Internal surfaces of tanks that are
drained for cleaning are visually inspected to detect potential
degradation. However, corrosion may occur at locations in which
contaminants may accumulate, such as a tank bottom, and an
ultrasonic thickness measurement of the tank bottom surface
ensures that significant degradation is not occurring.

-The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that the Diesel Fuel Monitoring Program would be
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enhanced to provide periodic ultrasonic inspection of the bottom surface of the security diesel
generator fuel storage tank. However, during the site audit, the applicant indicated that UT is
not possible at the bottom of the security diesel generator fuel storage tank because of tank
geometry and installation configuration. Therefore, this enhancement was revised to add
instrumentation to monitor leakage between the two walls of this double-walled tank. This
enhancement to the Diesel Fuel Monitoring Program will ensure corrective action will be
implemented before the outer tank wall is breached due to loss of material providing additional
assurance that the effects of aging will be adequately managed. This enhancement is item #5
on the applicant’s list of commitments for license renewal and will be completed prior to the
period of extended operation.

On-this-basis;tThe project team found this enhancement acceptable sircebased on the
M@QJ&% when _the enhancement is |mplemented PNPS AMP B.1. 10—

Enhancement 3

Element: : 6: Acceptance Criteria
Enhancement: UT measurements of tank bottom surfaces will have an
acceptance criterion of > 60% Frem oo

The GALL Report identified the following recommendation for the "Acceptance Criteria”
program element associated with the enhancement:

The ASTM Standard D 4057 is used for guidance on oil sampling. The ASTM
Standards D 1796 and D 2709 are used for guidance on the determination of water and
sediment contamination in diesel fuel. ASTM D 6217 and Modified D 2276, Method A
are used for guidance for determination of particulates. The modification to D 2276
consists of using a filter with a pore size of 3.0 mm, instead of 0.8 mm.

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that UT measurements of tank bottom surfaces
will have an acceptance criterion of > 60 % FremTem

During the audit and review, the project team asked the applicant to provide justification for the
“>=> 60% of nominal thickness" acceptance criterion. In its original response, the applicant
stated that the acceptance criterion was based on one set of UT measurements where the
minimum wall thickness found was 95 percent of the nominal wall thickness. During the site
audit, the applicant stated although it is likely that this is due to normal variation of the wall
thickness during fabrication, it was assumed that the difference in wall thickness was the result
“ of aging degradation. Projection of this thinning rate indicated that the ">=-260% of nominal
thickness" acceptance criterion will not be exceeded during the period of extended operation
even if the thinning rate was doubled. However, the project team indicated that there was no
basis showing the tanks would perform their intended functions with wall thinning down to 60
percent of the nominal wall thickness. Therefore, the applicant revised this enhancement to
specify acceptance criterion for UT measurements of the emergency diesel generator fuel
storage tanks (T-126A&B). In a letter dated July 19, 2006 (ML062080142), the applicant stated
in Appendix B Audit item 320 that LRA Appendix A is revised to include Appendix A
commitment number 6. The applicant committed- to specify acceptance criterion for UT
measurements of emergency diesel generator fuel storage tanks (T-126A&B) prior to the period
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of extended operation.

During the audit and review, the project team asked two additional questions regarding UT
measurements of the diesel fuel tanks:

(1) Will tank bottoms be subjected to 100-percent UT inspection?

In its response, the applicant stated that tank bottoms would not be 100-percent
inspected. Rather, a periodic UT measurement is performed on_the bottom
surface of the underground emergency diesel fuel oil storage tanks. During
these inspections, UT measurements are made at several random locations on
the bottom of these tanks. This response is acceptable because random
measurements will be able to trend any loss of material to the tank bottoms.

(2) If reduction of thickness is discovered during UT, will microbiological activity be
monitored and biocide added in the future” If not, provide a justification for not
doing so.

In its response, the applicant stated that in accordance with the Corrective Action
Program, an engineering evaluation into the cause will be performed if test
acceptance criteria are not met and corrective actions will be implemented to
ensure that the intended function of the tanks can be maintained consistent with
the current licensing basis for the period of extended operation. If appropriate to
address the cause, biocide addition may be an element of the corrective action.
This response is acceptable because no evidence of MIC in diesel fuel storage
tanks has been discovered to date, and biocide addition will be considered
during the corrective action if evidence of MIC is discovered (e.g., during UT
measurements or visual examinations).

On-this-basisthe The project team found this enhancement acceptable pased on_
the discussion above and because, when the enhancement is implemented,

PNPS AMP B.1. 10—D%eeel—Fuel—Menﬁemg—FlFegram— will be %conmstent
with GALL AMP XI.M30-and-wi

3.0.3.2.8.5 Operating Experience

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that in 2001, two diesel fuel oil deliveries were rejected;
one because the 0il viscosity was too low and one because the oil had detectable visible
particulate contamination. Rejection of inferior fuel shipments maintains diesel fuel quality to
prevent loss of material and cracking of fuel system components.

Monthly sampling of the B EDG fuel oil tank and the B SBO fuel oil tank in August 2003
indicated a small amount of water was in the tanks. Gaskets were replaced although the
indication of water was determined to be a false positive. The tanks were confirmed to be water-
free during subsequent testing. Sampling of the B EDG fuel oil tank in January 2005 indicated

a small amount of water was in the tank. However, subsequent testing confirmed the tank to be
water-free. Other fuel oil sampling results from 2000 through August 2005 reveal that fuel oil
quality is being maintained in compliance with acceptance criteria. A 1998 visual and ultrasonic
inspection of A and B diesel fuel oil storage tank internals revealed no degradation. A 2002
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visual inspection of A and B SBO fuel oil storage tank internals revealed no degradation.
Continuous confirmation of diesel fuel quality, timely corrective actions, and absence of
degradation in the fuel oil storage tanks provide evidence that the program is effective in
managing loss of material and cracking of fuel system components.

The project team reviewed the operating experience provided in the PNPS LRA and interviewed
the applicant's technical staff to confirm that the plant-specific operating experience did not
reveal any degradation not bounded by industry experience. In addition, the project team
reviewed PNPS operating experience as documented in the PNPS Operating Experience
Review Report for the Diesel Fuel Monitoring Program and did not find any evidence of PNPS
component degradation or failures that are outside the envelope of industry experience.

On the basis of its review of the above industry-and-plant-epescitic-operating experience and
discussions with the applicant's technical staff, the project team concluded that the applicant’s

Diesel Fuel Monitoring Program will adequately manage the aging effects that are identified in
the PNPS LRA for which this AMP is credited.

3.0.3.2.8.6 UFSAR Supplement

The applicant provided its UFSAR Supplement for the Diesel Fuel Monitoring Program in PNPS
LRA, Appendix A, Section A.2.1.10, which states that the Diesel Fuel Monitoring Program
entails sampling to ensure that adequate diesel fuel quality is maintained to prevent plugging of
filters, fouling of injectors, and corrosion of fuel systems. Exposure to fuel oil contaminants
such as water and microbiological organisms is minimized by periodic draining and cleaning of
tanks and by verifying the quality of new oil before its introduction into the storage tanks.

During the audit and review, the project team noted that the applicant’s description of the
B.1.10 program in UFSAR Supplement in LRA, Appendix A, did not include, as a commitment,
the enhancements described in LRA, Appendix B.1.10. The project team asked the applicant to
include a description of the enhancements to PNPS’ B.1.10 program in the UFSAR Supplement
in LRA, Appendix A as recommended by NUREG-1800, Section 3.X.2.4. In response to this
request, the applicant stated that the program description in Appendix A will be revised to
identify the commitment number(s) associated with the enhancement(s) for that program as
described in LRA Appendix B. In a letter dated July 19, 2006 (ML062080142), license renewal
commitment numbers 4, 5, and 6 specify enhancements to this program.

The project team reviewed the UFSAR Supplement for PNPS AMP B.1.10, found that it was
consistent with the GALL Report, and determined that_with the clarification abave, it provides
an adequate summary description of the program as identified in the SRP-LR FSAR
Supplement table and as required by 10 CFR 54.21(d).

3.0.3.2.8.7 Conclusion

On the basis of its audit and review-and-audit of the applicant’s program, the project team found
that those program elements for which the applicant claims consistency with the GALL Report,
are consistent with the GALL Report. In addition, the project team has reviewed the exceptions
and the associated justifications and determined that the AMP, with the exceptions, is adequate
to manage the aging effects for which it is credited. Also, the project team has reviewed the
enhancements and determined that the implementation of the enhancements prior to the period
of extended operation would result in the existing AMP being consistent with the GALL Report
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AMP to which it was compared. The project team found that the applicant has demonstrated
that the effects of aging will be adequately managed so that the intended-functions will be
maintained for the period of extended operation, as required by 10 CFR 54.21(a)(3). The
project team also reviewed the UFSAR Supplement for this AMP and found that it provides an
adequate summary description of the program, as required by 10 CFR 54.21(d).
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3.0.3.2.13 OIL ANALYSIS PROGRAM (PNPS AMP B.1.22)

In PNPS LRA, Appendix B, Section B.1.22, the applicant stated that PNPS AMP B.1.22, *Oil
Analysis Program,” is an existing plant program that is consistent with GALL AMP XI.M39,
“Lubricating Oil Analysis," with an exception and enhancements.—

3.0.3.2.13.1 Program Description

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that this program maintains oil systems free of
contaminants (primarily water and particulates) thereby preserving an environment that is not
conducive to loss of material, cracking, or fouling. Sampling frequencies are based on vendor
recommendations, accessibility during plant operation, equipment importance to plant
operation, and previous test restults.

3.0.3.2.13.2 Consistency with the GALL Report

In the PNPS LRA, the applicant stated that PNPS AMP B.1.22 is consistent with GALL
AMP XI1.M39, with an exception and enhancements.

The project team interviewed the applicant's technical staff and reviewed, in whole or in part,
the documents listed in Attachment 5 of this audit and review report for PNPS AMP B.1.22,
including PNPS AMP B.1.22, including Aging Management Program Evaluation Report,
LRPD-02, Revision 1, Section 4.16, "Oil Analysis Program,” which provides an assessment of
the AMP elements’ consistency with GALL AMP XI.M39. Specifically, the project team
reviewed the program elements (see Section 3.0.2.1 of this audit and review report) contained
in PNPS AMP B.1.22 and associated bases documents to determine consistency with GALL
AMP XI1.M39.

The project team also reviewed PNPS License Renewal Project Operating Experience Review

Report, LRPD-05, Section 4.16, "Oil Analysis Program;" Entergyand EN-DC-310, “Entergy
Nuclear Management Manual Predrc'uve Marntenance Program EN—DG-349—Rev 0

The project team reviewed those portions of the Oil Analysis Program for which the applicant
claims consistency with GALL AMP XI.M39 and found that they are consistent with the GALL
Report AMP Furthermere—tlhe prolect team eene&udedj_o_mg that the apphcant’s O|I Analysrs

jcant's Oi j conforms to the reoommended GALL
AMP X1.M22, "Lubricating Oil Analysis,” with anthe exception and enhancements as described
below.

3.0.3.2.13.3 Exceptions to the GALL Report
The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that the exception to the GALL Report program
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elements is as follows:

Element: 3: Parameters Monitored/Inspected
Exception: Flash point is not determined for sampled oil.

The GALL Report identified the following recommendation for the "Parameters
Monitored/Inspected” program element associated with the exception taken:

Parameters Monitored/Inspected: For components with periodic

oil changes in accordance with manufacturer's recommendations,
a particle count and check for water are performed to detect
evidence of abnormal wear rates, contamination by moisture, or
excessive corrosion. For components that do not have regular oil
changes, viscosity, neutralization number, and flash point are also
determined to verify the oil is suitable for continued use. In
addition, analytical ferrography and elemental analysis are
performed to identify wear particles.

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that analyses of filter residue or particle count,
viscosity, total acid/base (neutralization number), water content, and metals content provide
sufficient information to verify the oil is suitable for continued use.

During the audit and review, the project team asked the applicant to provide justification for not
monitoring the flashpoint of oil that is not regularly changed. In its response to this request, the
applicant stated that flash point is not determined for sample oil because analysis of filter
residue or particle count, viscosity, total acid/base (neutralization number), water content, and
metals content provide sufficient information to verify the oil does not contain water or
contaminants that would permit the onset of aging effects. Also, the applicant stated that the
percent fuel dilution in diesel engine oils is monitored, which is a more accurate method than
flash point for identifying fuel leak and oil dilution. Subsequently, the project team asked the
applicant to provide the method, including any standards, used to determine fuel dilution and
the acceptance criterion for oil dilution in diesel engine oils.

" In its response to this request, the applicant provided a copy of procedure 3.M.3-61.3,
“Emergency Diesel Generator Quarterly Preventive Maintenance,” showing that quarterly
lube oil samples are sent to the laboratory. megrowded laboratory test results_
showing that percent dilution is measured in accordance with ASTM standards. Acceptance
cntenon is Iess than 3 percent by welght and based on ALCO dlesel englne owners group

ﬂash—pemt—#er—&dent#ymg—fe%eak&and—m@uﬂen—ln a Ietter dated July 19 2006
(ML062080142), the applicant stated, in Appendix B Audit Item 213, that LRA Section B.1.22
exception note is revised to state that PNPS measures the % fuel dilution in diesel engine oils
which is a more accurate method than flash point for identifying fuel leak and oil dilution and_
that the acceptance criterion is < 3% Wt based ALCO diesel engine owners' group chemistry
guidelines.

On this basis, the project team found this exception acceptable.

3.0.3.2.13.4 Enhancements
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The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that the enhancements in meeting the GALL Report
program elements are as follows:

Enhancement 1

Elements: 1: Scope of Program

Enhancement: The Oil Analysis Program will be enhanced to periodically change
CRD pump lubricating oil. A particle count and check for water will be performed
on the drained oil to detect evidence of abnormal wear rates, contamination by
moisture, or excessive corrosion.

The GALL Report identified the following recommendation for the "Scope of Program® program
element associated with the enhancement:

Scope of Program: On a periodic basis, this program samples
lubricating oil from plant components subject to aging
management review.

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that this enhancement will be initiated prior to the

. period of extended operation. The implementation of this enhancement by the applicant will
verify that the oil environment of the CRD pump will not be conducive to loss of material thus
providing additional assurance that loss of material will be adequately managed.

On-this-basistThe project team found this enhancement acceptable hased on the discussion
above and because, when-erhancements-are_the enhancement is implemented, PNPS AMP

B.1 22—"9+l—Analys+s—P;eg¢am—l wnll be Moonsstent with GALL AMP XI1.M39,ard-provide-

Enhancement 2

Element: 3: Parameter Monitored/Inspected

Enhancement: Procedures for security diesel and reactor water cleanup pump oil
changes will be enhanced to obtain oil samples from the drained oil. Procedures
for lubricating oil analysis will be enhanced to specify that a particle count and
check for water are performed on oil samples from the fire water pump diesel,
security diesel, and reactor water cleanup pumps.

The GALL Report identified the following recommendation for the "Parameter
Monitored/Inspected” program element associated with the enhancement:

Parameters Monitored/Inspected: For components with periodic
oil changes in accordance with manufacturer’s recommendations,
a particle count and check for water are performed to detect
evidence of abnormal wear rates, contamination by moisture, or
excessive corrosion. For components that do not have regular oil
changes, viscosity, neutralization number, and flash point are also
determined to verify the oil is suitable for continued use. In
addition, analytical ferrography and elemental analysis are
performed to identify wear particles.
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The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that this enhancement will be initiated prior to the
period of extended operation. The implementation of this enhancement by the applicant will
verify that the oil environment of the fire water pump diesel, security diesel, and reactor water
cleanup pumps will not be conducive to loss of material thus providing additional assurance that
loss of material will be adequately managed.

On-this-basis;tThe project team found this énhancement acceptable since,

based on the
discussion above and because, when_the enhancement is implemented, PNPS AMP B.1.22;-
-O#-Analyeus—?;egpami will be &Q_Le__consstent wnth GALL AMP—XI—MSSand—w#H;rewde—

3.0.3.2.13.5 Operating Experience

The applicant stated, in the PNPS LRA, that lube oil analysis for residual heat removal pump B
in July 2003 showed viscosity slightly outside of the acceptable range. No other problems were
noted wnth the oil. Retest oonflrmed the vnscosnty condmon The oil was changed at the next

Lube oil testing of the A diesel generator in December 2004 and of the B diesel generator in
January 2005 indicated a step change in the wear particle count. The increase in iron and
aluminum was very minor and levels remained well below those at which corrective action is
necessary. The analysis laboratory indicated that the increases may be the result of new
analysis equipment that has a higher resolution. Quarterly trending will continue for wear
products and appropriate action will be taken if required. Continuous confirmation of oil quality
and timely corrective actions provide evidence that the program is effective in managing aging
effects for lube oil components.

The project team reviewed the operating experience provided in the PNPS LRA and interviewed
the applicant's technical staff to confirm that the plant-specific operating experience did not

reveal any degradation not bounded by industry experience. In addition, the project team

reviewed PNPS operating experience as documented in the PNPS Operating Experience

Review Report for the Oil Analysis Program and did not find any evidence of PNPS component .
degradation or failures that are outside the envelope of industry experience.

On the basis of its review of the above industrandplant-specitic-operating experience and
discussions with the applicant's technica! staff, the project team concluded that the applicant's—

Qil Analysis Program will adequately manage the aging effects that are identified in the PNPS
LRA for which this AMP is credited.

3.0.3.2.13.6 UFSAR Supplement

The applicant provided its UFSAR Supplement for the Oil Analysis Program in PNPS LRA,
Appendix A, Section A.2.1.24, which states that the Oil Analysis Program maintains oil systems
free of contaminants (primarily water and particulates) thereby preserving an environment that
is not conducive to loss of material, cracking, or fouling. Activities include sampling and
analysis of lubricating oil for detrimental contaminants, water, and particulates.

Sampling frequencies are based on vendor recommendations, accessibility during plant
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operation, equipment importance to plant operation, and previous test results.

During the audit and review, the project team noted that the applicant's description of the
B.1.22 program in UFSAR Supplement in LRA, Appendix A, did not include, as a commitment,
the enhancements described in LRA, Appendix B.1.22. The project team asked the applicant to
include a description of the enhancements to PNPS’ B.1.22 program in the UFSAR Supplement
in LRA Appendix A as recommended by NUREG-1800, Section 3.X.2.4. In response to this
request, the applicant stated that program description in Appendix A will be revised to identify
the commitment number(s) associated with the enhancement(s) for that program as described
in LRA Appendix B. In a letter dated July 19, 2006 (ML062080142), the applicant stated that
Hlicense renewal commitment numbers 18 and 19 specify enhancements to this program.

On-this-basis;{The project team found-thi
ﬂL@M&M@& PNPS AMP B.1.22, O

enhancementHe-implementoad;
Analysmzregmn—wu-bew consnstent with G%m

3.0.3.2.13.7 Conclusion

On the basis of its audit and review-and-audit of the applicant's program, the project team found
that those program elements for which the applicant claims consistency with the GALL Report,
are consistent with the GALL Report. In addition, the project team has reviewed the exception
and the associated justifications and determined that the AMP, with the exception, is adequate
to manage the aging effects for which it is credited. Also, the project team has reviewed the
enhancements and determined that the implementation of the enhancements prior to the period
of extended operation would result in the existing AMP being consistent with the GALL Report
AMP to which it was compared. The project team found that the applicant has demonstrated
that the effects of aging will be adequately managed so that the intended functions will be
maintained for the period of extended operation, as required by 10 CFR 54.21(a)(3). The
project team also reviewed the UFSAR Supplement for this AMP and found that it provides an
adequate summary description of the program, as required by 10 CFR 54.21(d).




