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Enclosed for Central Files and tit e PDR is
a draft memo to Mr. Morrison dated 11/30/90,
relating to emergency procedures pertaining
to check valves.
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Recornnendation: The disparity between the plant description in the FSAR and
the procedurcs described for the E0Ps must be corrected. One of the following
options or combination thereof could be acceptable.

2. Retain the FSAR as is, the administrative and emergency procedures
related to the EECW-RCW would have to be corrected to achieve
consistency. This would require the implementation of programs to
confirm the chemical treatment and the preventive mair.tenance programs
will assure the automatic fur.ctional requirements of the check valves.

2. Eliminate the check valves in the EECW, revise the FSAR to
describe the new EECW. Provide a program which confirms that
the administrative and emergency operating procedures will satisfy
the functior.a1 safety requirements in a timely manner.

The inspectors have the following impression, which they are trying
to either confirm or correct in order to maintain a valid perspective,

a) Current E0Ps do r.ot decer.d Lovi. check valves for isolation
of the EECW anywl.ere ct the interface with the KCW system, flow
or isolation is achieved by ocenirs ct cicsitt s et n.h es.

b) Check valves 0-67-653 and 0-67-652 in series with gate
valve 0-67-651 are a typical representation of the present interface
between the EECW and RCW. The deviation is not peculiar to the
Juncture at the control bay chillers.

c) Frequent maintenance is required on all check valves in the
RCW and EECW systems. The RCW is the normally operating system,
therefore the chemical treatment system is somewhat more effective
there thcn in the EECW.

Please call on us if you desire further partiupation on this issue.

James J. Watt, Reactor Engineer
Flant Systems Branch
Division of Systems Technology
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