
 

Enclosure 2 

Questions: 

General questions about the submission: 

1. Describe the logic of the ISA, including how different controls contribute to the 
determination of highly unlikely? 

 

2. Clarify whether Honeywell considered one accident sequence or multiple accident 
sequences? 

 

3. What are the most important sequences? 
 

4. How were the consequences determined for the unmitigated accident? 
 

5. Does the event tree look at all chemicals or only UF6? 
 

6. The controls are defined in general terms.  How does that fit into your evaluation?  How 
can they be prioritized in terms of importance to safety? 

 

7. It appears that some PFAPs are not credited? 
 

8. Some administrative controls are not listed as PFAPs.  What is the rationale? 
 

9. Appendix A: What is the purpose of the “PFAP Design Basis Documents” in Appendix A.  
On Page 10 there is the statement “Additional details for each scope item are included in 
the Design Basis Documents in Appendix A.”  There doesn’t appear to be any other 
introduction or explanation as to what these documents are intended to accomplish.  Are 
they documents required to be filled out by some existing Honeywell procedure that is 
invoked by their “Quality Plan”?  Are they required to be signed?  Why are the 
“Reviewed By” and “Approved By” spaces not filled in? 
 

10. Is digital instrumentation and control expected to be associated with any of the 
controls/PFAPs?  

 

11. Page 2-3:  The list of valve installation locations in item 7 on page 2 is not the same as 
item PFAP-EQ-4 on page 3.  Why are they different? 
 

12. Section III.B.1, page 5 states “The TI inspection also identified concerns related to the 
UF6 and H F source terms used as a basis for the MTW Emergency Response Plan 
(ERP).”  Yet Page 27 states “Assuming all modifications are implemented, no changes 
to the Emergency Response Plan are needed.”  These two statements seem 
contradictory. 
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13. Page 17 contains the following statements: 
“Not shown on the event tree, but also contributing to the overall seismic safety 
of the FMB are seismically activated shut-off valves on all inlets and outlets of the 
Primary Cold Traps, Distillation Columns, Reboilers, Condensers and the UF6 
Vaporizer.  Purpose and function of these valves are to “lock in” UF6 inventory 
during a seismic event to prevent loss of uranium bearing materials (uranium 
accountability).  As this investment is being installed for asset protection 
purposes, these valves are not classified as PFAPs; they are not required to 
meet risk performance requirements.  However, these valves provide a means of 
securing liquid UF6 inventories because they will be actuated via the Seismic 
Safety System PFAP.  This actuation will neither interfere with nor impede proper 
functioning of the PFAP seismic safety valves.” 

 
What asset are these valves protecting in the event of a seismic event? 
  

14. In an August 21, 2012 Honeywell slide presentation the following information appeared: 
 

“Volume Reduction (Source Control) 
 

Install Isolation Valves on critical equipment containing liquid UF6 
 
Isolation Valves supported to equipment and equipment to structure – valves will 
remain attached to the equipment 
 
Assumed failure is in pipeline between valves 
 
Minimizes the release potential” 

 

This seems to be a change in philosophy by not crediting this group of valves with 
containing large quantities of UF6 in a seismic event and thus limiting the size of a liquid 
UF6 release.  What is the reason for this change in philosophy? 

15. Explain Figure 2 on page 18 of 29.  What is the origin of the probability values? 
 

16. During a site visit the week of November 5 there was discussion of the need to upgrade 
the Administration Building for seismic ruggedness before facility restart because it 
contains security, communications and emergency response equipment.  Why is that not 
addressed in the Honeywell submittal? 
 

 


