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1. s the prebability of an occurrence or the conzaquence

oq.npunnf importent 'O scfet;\ca pnweusly evcluated in
? Y as Na, bSecsuse:

Prses ds— (‘./mngu_. \_,L,.N_;:t, ) \“L\ ,Lu-u.,o,»« e B J Qia,w/.(‘b_f—
0 1 )
b\/““. ' - )

of en acc:cenf, or maifuncticn of
tra Final Scfery Anclysis Razort

J
2. ls the pos-mh'y fer an accicdent or maifuncticn of 3 different 'ype then any sreviously
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station _(aSallo wmr 0

sYsTEM MHRSS TEST/PROCEDURE No (2P 1330-3/

. SererminaTion of Rmactor CoocanT

TEST/PROCZOURE TITLE twickipé AT T B8SS . REVISION _ 3 5

EQUIPMENT NAME il

EQU IPMENT NUMBER il
:_Mw’. -

CESCRIPTION OF TEST/PROCEDURE

DereRm /HES ,(f;-/c'wt C7ooc9,vr (’f/wi/af Urresremé THE

HESS JRVES

SAFETY EVALUATICN: Answer the following questions with 3 “ses* or "no", and provide s sific

recsons justifying the decisiom:

1. s the prebability of an occurrencs or the cancacuence of cn acsident, of maifuncticn of
equipment imporfent 1o scfety &3 srevicusly eveluated ' the Fimal Safery Anclysis Ragert
increcsed? Yes S No, Secguse: Dots et  clomae prveadiuse | onle

2. s the pesidility fer en sccident or maifunetion of @ differant 'yps then amy previcusly
evaluated in the Final Safsty Arglysis Report crected? Yes =< __No, 3ecsuse:

o pouiihafty  of affactey  poush

3. s the mergin of «cfery, o3 defined in the basis for any Technical Scecificarion, recuc2g”

o< NI . e . g
Y as Ng, Secguse: J‘AL«#, QXMW% .Q—LLH“Mé o ur
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Mhetmincs Bx oot pH, Conductioch, @bl Daeloed

07&3%» QOV\‘CTQ,'\, u\». wﬂ(ay}\& +Heo 2SS PDM-@(-':

SAFETY EVALUATION: Answer the following questicns with @ “/es® or "ne”, and provide s3:cifi
recsons justifying the decisiom f
pretad f id ifunctien o
ili § an ocsurrencs or the canzaguencs of cn c’ccmcnf‘, or maifun
. :q::ncnt iut;;?c:f ; sciefy g1 previously evcluated in tha Finzl Safery Anclysis Razert
increcsed? Yeas N No, becsuse: Does Mot CL\OALQQ /»M:_C-cg.w-ﬂ, c’d?"

LW .n7zu+wa Ar/‘?"f.

imili i i f o different 'ype than cnmy previeusiy
2. s the pessibility fer en gccident or r.mlfunchon ° P .
eveluated in the Final Safsty Arclysis Report crect ? Yes < _Ne, 3ecsuss:

A/IM/’:/'/? 0;(5',4@454‘7 ‘

’ . ' - .. . 3 1
f st efi i basis far 2ny lechnicsi Scecificstion, recueaa:
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STATION ,@M UNIT 4
system A TEST/PROCIOURE No L2 ASTO 'J/

r DeratmwATiop oF REACTOR Cooc AT
TEST/PROCEDURE TITLE HYIEDwhs CONCENTEATOW AT ™ “'fﬂus:on {
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EQU IPMENT NUMBER R
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I ; - T / ’ /
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SAFETY EVALUATION: Answer ths foilowing questions with 2 “/es® or "ne", and provice w2 22ific

reasons [ustifying the dacisien:
1. ls the prebability of an occurrenca of the csnaquence of <n 3csident, or meifunctien of
equipment importent 'S scftZ a3 previously evelusted in tne Fimal Safery Anclysis Razert
Yes i

incregsec” Na, becsuse: P)—oe.a.&wu, N‘*a w et
/.# /.M.u&o.

cident or maifuncticn of g different fype then any previeusly

2. s the pesibility fer en ¢
Yas 2S5 _No, 3eccuse:

evaluated in the Finai Safsty Arclysis Repert crectes?
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3. s the mergin of gfery, o3 defined in the asis for any Technicsi Ssecification, recucaa?

Yes ')<_.\'a, 3acouse: M/w et  Téck & oF .

WES'' should de r~eportad in =he Annual Report

# Note: Anv answer zmecked
ta the NRC
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STATION Z.J.wa UNIT O
system RIS _ TEST/PROCEOURE No (2//330 95
TEST/PROCE e ge & o ]
EST/PROCEDURE TITLE MR Ss REVISION Z
EQUIPMENT NAME i
EQUIPMENT NUMBER —
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';;f4ZJJ/~7L -430!"7ﬁbeiféj Aﬁ;' C$4ﬁ440¥' a¥ /;fi/;/’ /ﬂi;telﬁ;

SAFETY EVALUATION: Answer the follewing questicns with a "yes" er "ne", and srovice sszific

recscns justifying the dacisiem:

1. s the prebability of en occurrenca or the csrzacuence of cn acsident, of maifunctien of
ecuipment imporfant 'S scfery a1 praviously evelugted in the Fingl Safery Anclysis Razert

increcsed? Y as Ng, decguse:

: vw“fuw e /H'c*"‘ UL

flly

2. s the pessicility fer en secident or malfuncticn of a diffarent 'ype ‘hen any srevieusly
X___Mo, 3ecsuse:

evaluated in the Final Safsty Arglysis Repert crectes? ‘Yas

:,\-;% w,;.‘.,ow H\E rl?z_‘c;&uw_

s cefined in the basis fer sny Technical Scecificstion, recucaa”?
!

Yo XK Ng, Secsuse:

CTARAL 'LLO' *—zva(:u,/ {,{\@ f«mw L

3. s the mergin of wafery,

'wWES'" should ce reported in the Annual Repor<

« Nots: Any answer checked

to the NRC
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{ 785 \ ) e \Y i
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| | and 3ravide s:e*\“' reascns justifying the lacision:
' | e C A - -
| |
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10CFRS0.59 FORMAT 7R SAFETY EVALUATION »
STATION PPvdge—wir (AAE INIT ' 0
SYSTEM _ H@SS __ TEST/PROCEDURE No L2//8307c
b Y TANMKEST R(R AT
TEST/PROCEOURE rmsrmf'::?scw =y A AEVISION =
EQUIPMENT (AME  —
EQUIPMENT NUMBER e ¥
-q—”"‘_ s
JESCRIPTION OF TEST/PROCEDURE ;
M{L_,&o‘, M Cora tatwn b + £« w} Qud """‘

RS dhn~&l4

SAFETY EVALUATICN: Answer the following questions with @ “ses* or "ne", and provide 9 r2ific
recsons [ustifyirg the decisicm
1. s the prebability of an ocsurrencs of the csrzacuence of cn sesident, of maifunctien of

ecquipment impertent 19 wiery a3 previously eveluated in the Final Sefety Anclysis Ragort

‘rcrecsec ? ‘Yu < Ng, becousa: %/ M«JW ¥ha wlapo
C7( “4‘l‘fyddﬂ514fkcnﬂf.

2. s the pesibility fer en secident or maifunctien of @ different 'yps then amy areviously
Yas < _No, Jecsuss:

eveluated in the Final Safery Arclysis Report crected?

NO,MW%W%

3. |3 the mergin of wfery, <3 dafined in the basis for say Technical Ssecification, reducaa?

Yes < Na, Secsuse:

,w/awubda,u—f«w'k A p

im the Annual Repgeort

* Note: Any answer cnecked ''YES" shou!d e rencrted

*ro the NRC
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SAFETY EVALUAT!ON ’-m.(Lus’ f'o SFR 30.53)
TEST/PROCEDURE \o. 12 ~Ue
QEVISION
| Does this const!tute a change to procedures
| as described in Safety Analysis Repcrt?
. v
125 \ ) e ¥<)
T3 & —asge A ime cscnmisal fzegificacion “
timrglvea?
| 1o 2% - - L Tieadt
TeAFTTY TUALUATICH: Answer the f3ilowing guesticng w1%3 3 yutt E T3

smsvide gpecific reascny jussi*/ing the lecisicnl

‘g *me srmsalility sf Ja gcsur—encs. Ihe tInsequencs 24 1n
de=izane, ar malfuacsion aof safecy rel1324 r-u‘--art. :;
mtua:n in =me Fima! Safaty inalysis Jesert, ‘ogreasel

< _lla,
s mq—hqu

far 1n acsident ar maifunstica of 1 o0 :
s/oe tman any srevd cusw cvmu. in o=e Timal Safasy < 2lrs9'%
lecere creatad? we.
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10CFRS0.59 FORMAT FOR SAFETY EVALUATION -

station @ M -t o)

sysTem LRSS TEST/PRACEDURE No L2A /3370 -8
,dpft‘«, CAATEN ConTaew
TEST/PROCEIUAE TITLE e har fog oY oGS WIS 2
EQUIPMENT NAME m—
| S

EQU IPMENT NUMBER
:._/_—. a

OESCRIPTION OF TEST/PROCEDURE

yrhok &&m/a/7 a//?,u/ Aarngod * s Uhatk Tark
A K /rzf/
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