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5.

EMERGENC NERATORS

Proposed Change ¢ modifies the 24-hour load test to load the emergency
diesel generator (EDG) to 2950 kW for the first 2 nours. This is below
the 2-hour rating of the EDG. Regulatory Guide (RG) 1.108 and Generic
Letter (GL) 84-15 both recommend loading the EDG to its 2-hour rating
(110%) for the first ¢ hours. The current staff thinking, as reflected
in the proposed Standard Technical Specifications, 1s to load the EDG to
105-110% of fu11 Toao for the first 2 hours of this test. Explain why
you expect the! che Hatch EDGs would require more maintenance after a
2-hour run loaded with a load equivalent to 105-110% of full load rating
when EDGs at other facilities do not require any additior:] maintenance
after being tested in this manner.

Proposed Change 5 would allow a day tank to have less than 900 gallons of
diesel fuel during transfer pump testing. What is the quantity of fuel
remaining in the tank at the low level alarm setpoint? What is the minimum
amount of fuel left in the tank during the test?

Proposed Change 6 modifies Unit 1 Specification 4.9.A.7.b.1 to be consistent
with lnit 2 Specirication 4.8.1.1.2.d.7. Please explain how the requirements
for an EDG test per Unit 2 Specification 4.8.1.1.2.d.7 are incorporated

into the Unit 1 Specification 4.9.A.7.b.1.

Unit 1 Specificatfon 4.9.A.7.c.1 has been rewritten to place "in conjunction
with an accident test signal" after "loss of offsite power" (LOSP) in lieu
of after "a degraded voltage condition" with no justification. State where
this proposed change is discussed or provide the necessary justification.

Proposed Change 6 deletes the operability and surveillance requirements

for the 600-volt load shedding logic. State if the operability and surveillance
of this logic is covered by another specification. If so, identify the
pertinent specification. Otherwise, prouvide an explanation for not having

a pertinent specification.



Proposed Change 6 adds a statement in the Bases that the EDGs can be
operated in parallel under Specification 4.9.A.2.a.10. Explain why
parallel operation 1s necessary and how it is accomplished.

Proposed Change 7 would allow an EDG to be inoperable for up to 1 hour
without entering an LCO during the gradual startup of the EDG. Discuss

why entering an LCO would present an administrative hardship for Match,

If an LCO is not entered, state if the EDG incperab'e time will be included
in EDG reliability/availability data collection efforts.

Proposed Change 7 allows EDG 1B to be loaded to one unit's emergency bus
for the first half of a test and then switched to the other unit's bus
for the second half of a test. Expiain how an EDG 1s switched from one
bus to the other without paralleling the two buses. Also, address why
staggering the test/loads as has been proposed for the starting circuitry
used in the 6-month tests in Sezcification 4.9.A.2.a.2 would not be a
petter approach,

Proposed Change 4 would allow an EDG restar. on an LOSP signal to be perfr: med
within 5 minutes of the completion of the 24 hour test as currently required
for Unit 2 ~» within 5 minutes of shutting down ihe FN2 arter it has bee’.
operated for an hour or more at 21710 kW or it is at norma) operating
temperature. However, this proposed change fs intended to avoid repeating
the 24-hour test if the EDG fails to restart on the LOSP signal. Also, this
change 1s in conflict with the current staff position that a restart of the
EOG on an LOSP signal should be conducted within & minutes of completion of
the 24-hour test. If the EDG fails this test, then a retest can be performed
after the EDG has operated for 2 hours or more at 90-100% of its continuous
rating. Address the above stated criteria.



