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. 10CFRS0.53 FORMAT FOR SAFETY EVALUATICN

sanion - AaSalle She 7@ @5-37’3

SYSTEM /0-(' TEST/PROCEDURE No L 2P /330-2/
. 'bu‘mvo» OF REACTSE. COOLA T
TEST/PROCEDURE TITLE CHeokrine CONCENTIATION AT THE ““ggws,o“ 2

EQUIPMENT NAME NA

EQUIPMENT NUMBER NA
:—.—'—/—

DESCRIPTION OF TEST/PROCEDURE  2erdod <f datapwponing
chlricde CoxcenTAoS o du«ig oot mat M“g and poat -Gociher
pandefTno u)‘c/zma e HEIS [Awmels.

.##—
SAFETY SVALUATION: Answer ths follewing questicns with @ "ses® se "no", and provice s s2ific
recsons justifying the decisiem )
\ 1. ls the prebebility of an occurrence or the esrzacuence of cn accident, or maifunctien of
equipment importent 1o ty, e sraviously evelucted in the Final Sa'ety Arszlysis Ragort
increcsec? Yas Na, becsuse: Ckmw-lma P"“W: conid Hare are

by fer en cecident or malfunetion of a different “ype rhcn‘érvy previcusly
o _Neo, deczuss:

2. s the posigili

evaluated in the Final Safsty Arclysis Repert crected? (23 e
FSA L.

2. |s the margin of wcfery, <3 defined in the besis for sny Technicsi S:eci?i::ricn,.rz.duc:d?
Yes < Na, Becsuse: farewe «’4««4' aaes 7’ anra
# Note: Any answer checked ''YES' should be repcrtea in the Annual Report s
to the NRC ; /
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. SAFZTY SVALUATICN CHECKLIST (10 CFR 50.53)
o TEST/PROCIDURE No. <C2P/3%0-2/
: REVISION 2
Doe: this constitute a change to procecurss '
as described in Safety Analysis Report?
- :
ez () e B i
"s 2 ~sange 'a Wt ractmicdld Sgecificactien i i
inrglvea? |
10 A L
i ‘ ~ e—
‘ [ SAFSTY TIALUATICN: Answer tNe Fallawing suesticng with 3 yut & -
i \ and :.—:v':f:ys:e:i.".c reasens jussifying the lzcision:
|
! | 1 ts wme srmsability ¢f 3n scgur—encsa. tae sangequsnce 27 17 ey
3 i e=izans, 2 malfunction of safety relitad aquizment, i3 sren iUl
| ll evalcazes in cme Flzal Safaty 3naiysis “esers, ingrease’
| ! Yes " é ‘e,
i 1 | s ¢ -
l | . * ¥ il § P gpons
‘ | 2. 1s *=e pessidility far un acsident or maifunctica ‘iff g1 feartat
3 ty3e Whan any srevicusly svaluasad jn tne Tinal Safaly =aliysis
g Zecers creatad? Yas g,
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10CFR50.53 FORMAT FOR SAFETY EVALUATION "

STATION Zavﬁl& -t 2/

SYSTEM j’ IQT TEST/PRACEDURE Ne £2FP /320 = 22

o) - 7o (oY
TEST/PROCEDURE TITLW%(%“?:«wzc [OA C‘%:MTQ-RE‘JISION e

EQUIPMENT NAME MODEC (0 DICNEX on) CHE AToRAPH o CREW. ANAC. Pasiéc
EQUIPMENT NUMBER 0PLE (T
':-====I‘=-_=——_'—'—‘

:ﬂﬂ-----r--------i------------u-aa

sescaipTion oF Test/eroceoure  Methodl °=f— QM HESS wow
Q’L’m“}’xmﬁ'k -&‘f’ Cw‘- o.d.o.g'\-gbi-.

SAFETY EVALUATION: Answer ths follewing questions with @ "ses® er "ne", and provice 2 #2ific

recsons justifying the dacisiem:
% 1. s the prebebility of an occurrenca &v the esrzacuence of cn accident, of meifunctien of
ecuipment important !9 cf;z a3 pravicusly evelucted in the Final Safety Anclysis Ragort
i ? Y as No, Secsuse: ooftlatr rvwaa~wo '

2. s the pessidility fer en sceident or maifuncticn of o different typs then cmy previcusiy
evaivated in the Final Safsty Arclysis Repert PR o Y J— { _x_Nc, Jecsuse:

mm@ FSAR.

3. s the mergin of swcfery, <3 defined in the basis fer any Technicai Ssecifiestion, recueac”

Ves < Na, lecsuse: gt mbanie a,,( a«aﬁym

*+ VMate: Any answer
ro the NRC
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. SAFETY EVALUATION CHECKLIST (19 CFR 50.33)
- TEST/PROCEOURE No. C2Fi3%0-2L
REVISION Z
Joes this constitute a change to procedures |
as described in Safety Analysis Report?
-
 fas ( } Ne PG |
T3 &t —mange 'n w2 -aenmical Sgecification ‘ !
| tarel vea? 4 ¥
!
!
? 19 M4 |
- r o - N
[T eAfTTr TIALUATICN: Answer ne fallewing esticns w13 3 ‘ynt' @ "n27,
‘ ind sr=vica gpecific reasens justifying the lacisica:
! 1. [s =ne srebadility sf an ggsur—ence. ne sangequence ¢ 17 ‘
‘ ie=izane, or malfuncticn of cafazy relatas aguizment, i3 sravisusly
{ evaluated in e Fimal Safavy Analysis Rezers, ingresse?
YQS f><: ch .
2. s tne gessidility fer in accicent or malfuncsisn of & ziffareas
. tyee than ary arevicusly evaluatad in I Fimal Safety a2iysis
- lesers creatad? NYes 5L e,
-
S s
% U :n; margin of safety, s defined in the Sasis far 2V Tezmnizel
i Scecificasica, reduced? Y28 Na,
! tav Ancwar ~ Y2s [ ) v All Answers .'to)d,
MRezuess ine —eciivg fuglear ‘
| egalazsry Commssicn
| somarezazean fgr soinze. |
SyTmers ;::f:n' Tgzatved [ ) l
* ™»
| ta1si2%a Precauurey/Test ‘
-aTT: | t=oiementazicn

ias
in the Per’srmad Ty
HAC. )
o/ e f




- o o —" -

. : . ’ ATTACHMENT F LAP 820-2-
Revision 19
(Page 1 of 2) Aoril 7, 1982

10CFRSQ.59 FORMAT FOR SAFETY ZVALUATION 20
station La Jacle UNIT ﬂ/
systen A4 12T /PROCEDURE Neo < 2P/ 330 -2 3
. DEree). oF Rx Ceo.hnT PM LT
TEST/PROCEDURE TITLE= D.O- AT THE HASS . REVISION |

EQUIPMENT NAME ___ WA

EQUIPMENT NUMBER A
- ; I q,===--==_=----------$::

JESCRIPTION OF TEST/PROCEDURE  erbwed o olaAadnicniry o Mw 4
WMMJQ«/M?{’%‘— Corcon . N ’
Sels panels ouder riiad opetatrg dudt firat-ac
Aonleorns T

SAFETY EVALUATION: Answer the follewing questions with 2 “/es" er "ne", and provice 82 azific
recsons justifyirg the decisiom ‘
Ve 1. s the prebebility of an occurrenca or the csncaquence of cn cesident, or maifunctien of
equipment impertcnt 'S gf;z a1 previously evelustsd in the Firel Sciety Anclysis Ragert
‘rcrecsec” Yes Na, becsuse: Fanad )

e’ alde ;
bociewp omethrds ok WY%?WW&“

2. s the pemibility fer en secident or maifunction of g different lyps then amy previeusly
evaluated in the Final Scfaty Arclysis Repert provror r— Na, Jecsuse:

"D-::,L‘_'L;ﬁﬁt@ FsAe.

3. s the morgin of swfery, <3 defined in the asis for say Technicsl Ssecifiestion, recucza?

Yes < Na, 3ecsuse: Bock—f bl Aot Oceurols Mg
ore aranlairlo
Anv answer checked "WES' should de reported in the Annua!l Report
o the NRC
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y farmed 3‘-/_M/ @ Care f/é?/ﬁ,
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SAFETY EVALUATION CHECKLIST (10 CFR 30. 53)
TEST/PROCEDURE uo. L?Pr3f0-23
REVISION
Does this constitute a change to procedures
as described in Safety Analysis Report?
F
[ (a3 () Me (X |
Ts 2 =mang2 7 wie raznmiaal Siecification ‘ }
| iayalvea? i
! ‘g T)Q l
| | SAFTV! T/ALUJATICH: Aaswer O fa]lawing suesticns «11 1 G A o
‘ | amd zravide epecific reascns -us"""nq the lacisicn: :
'. |
i | L. s =ne sr=sabilisy of 3n gcsurmencs. she ~angaquence F 17 i
3 ‘ ac=izane, or malfuncticn of safaty relitas acu uiz=ent, 23 Zrevisusly |
l [ svaluated in e Fimal Safaty Analysis Resers, increase? ‘
: ‘ as M e, : %
- |
= s he “338151“"] far 1n accidant gr 7 =3l fun=sizn af :“::3'-‘:2: i
“~ tyse than any arevicusly evaluased {n the Fina] Safasy daalvsis |
-;j legers creatad? Yes > e, i
L | ‘
S ’
3. B .:m 11-'1:1 af safary, 1S defined in the tasis fap anv Teznmizyl l
i ‘cec“!c: {en, reducsd? Yas ><  Ne, *
| s et
l s
2av Angeer = Yas (] , A1l Answers o X
Feausz< imz mac2ive tuclear i
2eguizzsry Jomwissica
yusmawszyaian fgp stinze. |
iyeme=zaziza Jecaives () l
* »
]h {n12izca PrCs uum/Tes:
b L g 8 ' I=olementaticn
iy inswer 2mesiis 'jas’ 'M
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| 10CFRS0.53 FORMAT FOR SAFETY EVALUATION "
STATION 43,%' wit _ &
ssren _ 3B C/T) TEST/PROCEDURE No (2//33C PG
s N AP A OF Qo TR it AT Ai
TEST/PROCEZDURE TITLE A#r T™wE ARSS ‘ REVISION  o2-

EQUIPMENT NAME l

EQUIPMENT NUMBER
:-_Mm.’. .

-~

CESCRIPTION OF TEST/PROCEOVRE  cfzt vozeaL2d P B c}{ Q—(,.%a—xer;(,q
- = i - ( ’«. . :
n Ot e’ ded darrpie Hoercrs /—&;;%-Jded- 2t
/

an o rmat O»W on Seng o¥ e RIS,

SAFETY EVALUATION: Answer ths follewing questicns with @ "ses® or "ne", and provice 2 s2ific
: recsons justifyirg the decisiem ;
- 1. s the prebability of en occurrenca oF the csrcacuence of cn gssident, or maifunctien of
equipment imporrent 1S scfery a1 pravieusly evelugted in tha Final Saiery Anclysis Ragert

increcec? Yes Na, Secsuse: YAt vary A SFersec I o
P ad oncarddconiak o FILGL , funweses ke QCP *JWJ/J
@Aé /rux}/écw‘ G . ox NO c.,ba c;éa—x,a,u > enSFen .

2. s the pessisility fer en sceident sr maifunction of a different iype then amy previously
avaiuated in the Final Safsty Anclysis Repert crected? Yes 25 _No, Zecsuss:

5 ""”’?"""3 Aoy oY Spgecs S, Kk Nher are
L ] 4?;/‘AW£U7¢;;A}#QQ$ C4”d:kaa>v¢/”mdogﬁz 62425 ~

3. s the mergin of wfery, <3 defined in the Basis far cny Techniczi Ssecification, recuc2g?
Yes Ne, 3ecouse: X w & Gd™% 9 g hoccdicres, ¥
. . © ) w ' F / ,‘,L /
Lkt A cx '/)Urbv%ﬂ i K oew “be ‘o> ¥ P3chd 7
R St ¥ Lonis . i
she

# Ngte: Any answer cked ''YES" should e reporsed in the Annual Reoort
to the NRC
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& SAFETY EVALUATION CHECKLIST (10 LFR 58.53)
- TEST/PROCEDURE No. Le )33 20
REVI3ION z_
Does this constitute a change to proceadures
as described in Safety Analysis Report?
“ -
L fes i) .‘za><', i
Ts: —-ange 'n =—e .scnmical Igecivicacian i !
Ef.‘?‘f’:x 1927 J ]
] 1 I
e 19 TH< &

Ve 7 ~- = S
SAFET! TUALUATICH: Answer N fallawing suestions with 3 'vul' T T3 .
and gravids gspecific reascns jussifying the ‘scisicn: |
1. g =ne srasability cof in seour—ence. the cInsecuanc? ° 2% in ‘ i

acsidant, or alfunesian of safacy relatas aauizment, 23 2reviludly
svaluated in %me Final safaty inalysis fezers, increase? o
fes do, Joev e g}ﬂ— FA |
2. ls e pessidilisy f3r an ac-‘dza' gr -1xfu2ﬂ'}—: 3? 3 ;iFf:~;n:
“~ syse Wan any srevicusly evaluatyd {n tne Finmal Sarety saslagis
= lesccre creatad? Yag e, Sio<co o okl l
e
= FaRe- _ |
3.. s '1e margin of safety, S is defined in the Bbasis f3r 2ny & aizal I
' Sctc“icatian. reduced? __ Yes /rxpxﬁ
i M on.@toauw ,u.nc“w“‘a ofe
‘ sav Ancamr = Yos () ; All Answeers 'lo?(
(Rerues= ina —c2iv2 llucliear ‘
| faguiaczary temrssicn .
| 3szma=esazicn f3e 2°1078 i
|
tgemz = 1zizn Jecaived | )‘
» o
1
| [atsiata Procauurey/Test I
~QoTz: { t=glementazicn
iy inseer SneTiil jas' ;l g: ‘ﬁ;zgéf__jzxz:j
gmoult 3e rescriid N S Jerfsrmad Y
1apua) mesort I3 T2 aC. E?
Sata S -G -3¢




