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wide and narrow range level instruments was not plugged, the licensee performe
an accuracy coumparability check between them and the Tygon tube during drair
down of the reactor coolant system (RCS)., A1l three indications were required
to read within € inches of each other, and the most conservative reading
the safety parameter display system (SPDS) was used to establish reduced
inventory level, The Tygon tube reading was logged every 1°f :1n\t g
dreining., The wide rance instrument was calibrated just pri to draining
this was to assure that the maximum error did nct exceed *.d 1vare;, The
inspectors verified that current procedures incorporated these administrative
requirements, Also, it was observed that the Tygon tube and wide range
instrument were reading within 2 inches with RCS level just above reduced
inventory, This item 1s considered closed

or

(ur‘:':‘.
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(CLOSED) Unresolved Item (313/8923-03): “Resolve Test Pequirements for RCS
Level Instruments," The inspector 0'\V"\€7 that Procedure 1.100.11 (Attachment,

A A

Document 2, Step 9.9.3, required Leve)l Instruments L1-1195 and L1-119€ and the
Tygon tube to be reading within 0.5 feet of each other prior to draining below

175 feet. This resclves the item and it is corsidered closed,

LOSED) VYiolation (313/8923.04): "Failure to Provide Complete and Accurate
Information to the NRC, The inspector reyiewed the l1icensee s letter
TEttachment, Document 3), which provided the written response to this
violation, The inspector discussed actions in this area with the cognizé
nuclear safety and licensing specialist, Draft documents reviewed included
followino:

Trainina Proaram for Complete and Accurate Communications With the i

4

Station Directive No, A4,.502, “"Accuracy ot Communications,
These docunents appeared comprehensive and, when implemented, should improve
the quality of communications to the NRC., In view of the fac' that a similar
{ssue was discussed during and subseguent to NRC Inspection Re
50-368/90-24. implementaticn of the procedures and training wi
part of the followup on the later issue (EA 90-178), This v
considered closed,
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Recommendations and Inspection Scope

GL 88-~17 provided recommended licensee actions to prevent and, if necessary, to
respond to loss of DHR during operations with the RCS partially drained.
Recommendations were made by GL 88-17 yO0 cateqor

Expeditious actione vich should be implemented
reduced inventory




0 Programmed enhanceents, which should be developed in paralle) with the
expeditious acvions and may replace, supplement, or add to the expeditious
sctions,

NRC's review of the 1icensee's expeditious actions wes documented in NRC
Inspection Report 60-313/89.23; 50-368/89-23, The status of the licensee's
programmed enhancerents wes also discussed, The purpose of this inspection wes
to follow up on the above NRC inspection report comments and concerns and
escertoin completion of programmed enhancements, For the purpose of future
reference, the programmed enhancement recommendations are briefly paraphrased
?e1gr g;olago1d confusion, the numbers are 1dentical to similar items contained
n Y17 )

Programned Erhancements
(1) Instrumentation

Provide reliable indicetion of parameters that describe the state of the
RCE and the performance of systems normally used to cool the RCS for both
normal and accident conditions, At a minimum, provide the following in
the control room:

0 Two independent RCS level inafcations:

0 At leost two independent temperature measurements representative of
the core exit whenever the RV head is located on top of the RV;

0 The capebility of continuously monitoring DHR system performance
whenever @ DHR system 1s being used for cooling the RCS; and

0 Visible and audible indications of abnormal conditions in
temperature, level, and UHR performance.

(2) Procedures

Develop and implement procedures that cover reduced inventory operation,
end that provide an adequate basis of entry into a reduced inventory
condition, These include:

0 Procedures that cover normal cperation of the NSSS, the containment,
and supporting systems under conditions for which cooling would
normally be provided by DHR syvstems;

0 Procedures that cover emergency, abnormal, off-normal, or the
equivalent operation nf the NSSS, the containment, and supporting
systems if an off-nu 1) condition occurs while operating under
conditions for which cooling should normally be provided by DHR
systems; and



Administrative ntrols that support and supplema pdures {1
the above 1tems and all other actions Ydentified 1r
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latntain ecuipment available t
inventory shoulid they occur Ing , least one

injection pump and one other S\ sufficie
covered; and

Provide adequate equipment for personnel communicatic involving

activities related to the RCS or systems nece ary ( aintain the
RCS in a stable and controlleg condition,
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Conduct analyses to supplement existing information eand develop & basis
for procedures, instrumentation installa n and response,

| and
quipment /NSSS interactions and response

%

Technica)l Specifications

-~

(

actions identified in this letter, should be identified and appropriate

af

echnical Specifications that restrict or limit the safety benefit of the
»
changes should be submitted,

RCS

Perturbations

Peexamine item (5) of expeditious actions and refine operations as
necessary to reasonably minimize the likelihood of loss of DH

icensee's Actions N
R e Ty "y
pecommencations - Unit

Response to GL 88«17 Progr:med tnhancement
v

The inspectors' comments on the licersee's actions are provided below,
"4

Attachment is a tabulation of releted documents reviewed by the inspectors
When a document number is cited below, it will be the number assigned in the
Attachment. !n addition to reviewing the listed documents and interviewing
appropriate personnel, the inspectors walked dowr installed ecuipment and
instrumentation, In general, procedure revisions and instrumentatio
wodification satisfactorily resolved inspector concerns and comments disCussed
ir i‘{"\‘ 'y(:(,_ ' R

! ( 1. No inspection of Unit 2 was
pertormed, Althouaoh the licensee s &acC NS wert _‘eyty‘d"'_\ V(("(.’(“i\{ t the

|

orn Report 50-31:

f6-17 programmed enhancement recommendations, the following deficiencies
were identitied
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0 Failure of the procedures to require logging of CET data at all possible
times when on DHR with the RV head removed, which s discussed in
paragraph 3.2.2.4 (Apparent Deviation 313/9045-01),

0 The lack of anticipatory loss of DMk pump instrumentation such as a low
pump current alarm or acoustic monitoring, which is discussed in
paragraph 3,2.1.% (Inspector Followup [tem 313/9045.02),

0 The leck of procedures for containment control and fast containment
closure in response to a loss of DHR event in which reactor coolant is
ejected from the RCS, which {¢ discussed in paragraph 3.2.2.1 (Inspector
Followup Item 312/9045.0%),

0 Weaknesses or omissions in the assumptions used to perform the analyses
completed pursuant to GL 88-17, which is discussed in paragraph 3.2.4
(Inspector Followup Item 313/9045-04),

Details of the inspectors' concerns and other comments on the licensee's
actions in response to the programmed enhancement recommendations as conmitted
to in Documents 1 and 4 are documented below,

3.2.)1 Instrumentation
3,2.1.1 Level Instrumentation

Indications from two trains of level instrumentation were provided in the
control room, although only one train was used under normal DHE system
operation because the other was affected by decay heat removal system flow,
The inspectors noted that both trains probably would provide information if
there were no flow,

The remaining train consisted of wide range and narrow range indication, The
lowest narrow range indication shared a pressure connection with the wide range
indication, and hence did not provide full independence, The licensee also
provided a Tygon tube inside contzinment and used both the control room and
Tygon indications for independent verification,

Control board indications (in the control room) provided a rough indication of
level, and the shutdown parameter display system provided both a rough
indication and trending. A separate CRT displayed levels to fractions of a
foot and provided trending information as well, Additional cross-checks of
Tevel could be obtained at some levels by other instrumentation,

Equipment inside containment, such as level transmitters, the Tygon tube, and
instrumentation piping, showed evidence of professional installation with
attention to such details as prevention of air bubbles or water slugs.
Permanently installed stainless steel tubing was used for both transmitters and
the Tygon tube, with Tygon used only in the vertical section from an elevation
near the containment basemat, The licensee performed a walkdown of the leve!
systems prior to using them to be sure no tubing was kinked and the valve
lineups were correct, This was covered in Procedure 1103,11 (Document 2),



A permanently mounted ¢cale was provided for the Tygon tube over the range of
levels of most interest, Other scaie indications were marked on the wall, The
permanent scale used etched levels that were somewhat difficult to read, and it
appeared that an ink marker had been used to enhance the print, This appeared
to be effective. Portions of the tubing scale were blocked by several pipes,
which probebly would preclude a remote television observation in those areas,
The inspectors were able to discern level behind the pipes by changing
position, A flashlight may be necessary for some ancles, Most of the tubing
was readily accessible,

The inspectors were informed that an operator at the Tygon tubing was provided
with a radio for communication with the control room during evolutions where
level information was needed., Permanent communication stations were also close
to the tubing observation locations., Procedures required such communication
for some conditions.,

The procedures required that the Tygon tubing be continuously cbserved during
reactor coolant system draining and during reduced inventory operation, This
was consistent with the inspectors' observatiuns, The inspectors were in the
control room when level was a few inches sbove reduced inventory operation, é.d
were told that the operators were treating the condition as though the plant
was ot reduced inventory, The narrow range level irdication wae inoperative,
Wide range was being followed in the control room and Tygon tube indication was
being recorded every 15 minutes in the control room,

Use of the Tygon tube to supplement the wide and narrow range level indications
appeared to be a suitable compensation for the lack of independence. The
observed usage of the Tygon tube as a substitute for the narrow range
indications while the laiicr was inoperative was consistent with the intent of
GL 88-17  although this should not normally be used to enter a condition such
as mid=-loop,

The inspectors' observations of level instrumentation and usage were consistent
with a finding that ANO meets the intent of GL 88-17 for leve! instrumentation,

3.,2,1.2 Temperature

The normal operating practice appeared to have six incore instrumentation
cables inserted into the reactor vessel whenever the reactor vessel (RV) head
was on the vessel to monitor core exit temperatures, This was consistent with
the GL ££-17 recommendation for temperature monitoring with the head on the
vessel, This was adequately covered in Procedure 1015,002 (Document 7).
Failure to routinely monitor core exit temperatures with the RV head removed 1is
discussed in Section 3,2.2.4 below,

3.2.1.3 DHR System Monitoring
Generic lLetter 88-17 states, "We expect each licensee to consider the

individual plant configuration and instrumentation, and to provide sufficient
information to the operators that an approaching malfunction is clearly



indicoted," Further discussion is provided regarding what 1s and whet is not
representative of an approaching malfunction,

The licensee hed not provided informetion consistent with detection of ar
approaching malfunction and had not provided compensatory action te address

this feilure, For example, no DHR system pump motor current or noise monitoring

was provided in the control room, as meaningful indications of system behavior,
This 1ssue will be tracked as Inspection Followup Item 315/9045-02 pending
further analysis of this recommendation by the licensee as ditcussed during the
exit meeting,

3.2.1.4 Visible and Audible Indications of Abnormal Conditions

The inspectors were informed thet high and low DHR system flow rate alerms were
to be provided and that the low flow rate alarm would have two settings which
change depending upon conditions. A varieble setpoint low level alarm was to
be provided by the end of the current outage, A varieble setpoint high
temperature alarm was installed during this outage but 1t hed not been declared
operational, Procedure 1015,002 had been updated, The operators had 1t set to
roughly 10°F abov. the existing temperature, @ setting thot should have
elininated false indications while providing an adequate marain under the
existing operating condition (roughly 1°F/min adiabatic heatup rete, if the
temperature began to increase,

An annunciator panel had been installec to visibly indicate melfunctions
associated with DHR, This was not fully operational at the time of the

inspection,

These indications and alarms are responsive to the Generiz letter
recommendations, subject to the previous comments regarding instrumertation,

3,2.2 Procedures

A review of procedures and administrative convrols was performed during this
inspection, The following comments and observations were based upor items
recognized during this procedure review, These comments arve provided for the
licensee's consideration. Because the licensee did not have time to respond to
each comment while the irspectors were on site, licensee management was

urged to evaluate the safety significance of each comment subsequent to this
inspection., The licensee acknowledged the inspectors findings and agreed to
take appropriate action, Inspector followup is planned for those items

specifically designated and for selected other items listed below, The inspectors

nad no comments on other procedures reviewed,
3.2.2.1 Containment Closure

No containment closure procedures were provided, The inspectors were informed
that these were to be prepared immediately following the present outage,
Completion of these procedures will be tracked as Inspector Followup

ltem 313/9045-03,
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The ab111tg ty use steam generators for cooling without f111ing the RCS did not
appear te be addressed, The usefulness of steam generators in preventing large
guantitiee of steam from enterine containment under sume conditions did not
appear to be recognized, and warnings regardino the hazard of steam ejection
from openings in the RCS appeared to be inadequate, Discussions with operators
provided the information that they would check for water in the containment
sump before initiating recirculetion via low pressure irjection (LP1) pumps.

No such caution had been provided at appropriate places in the procedures,
a1thogg? it was mentioned later (at the end of Section 1, Step 3,12.¢, for
example),

Section 2, Step 3.7.1.A stated, "Cpen PP-1402 downstream of CV-1404 (DH-1403),
located in upper north piping penetration room"; GStep 3.7.1.0, stated, "When
decay heat suction pipe 1s tull, close DH-1403." Valve PP-1403 had a tFreaded
cap that would require one or two wrenches to remove, The licensee should
ensure that this venting cen be performed in a tinely manner,

Section 3, Step 3.7.1.C references vents P-34A and P-34B, Unlike DH-1403,
these valves were 1n closed pipes where the effectiveness of venting is more
difficult to assess, Sight glasses were provided, but were dirty and difficult
to use from a d.stance,

Section 3, Step 3.7 esteblished a level that could be as low as 370.5 feet.
Step 3.7.0 provided a flow rate of about 150C gpm. Thic 1s on the vortex limit
curve (See, for example, page 53 of 1104,04, Revision 47), Leve)l instrument
error could result in a leve) as low as about 370.0 feet, significantly below
the vortex 1imit curve, Further, either conaition was significantly inside the
established region labeled as, "operation in these regions not &llowed."
According to some licensee representatives, operators would include instrument
erver in their responses, but interviews with operations personnel indicated
that the operators would use actual readings in applying the procedures,

Section 4, “Loss of Service Water Flow," appeered to address only the service
water aspects of the situation, (f a heatup were in progress, for example, DHR
system operation with the RCS at saturation temperature was not addressed.
Veporization in the pump suction piping or in the pump with accompanying loss
of flow and net positive suction head ?NPSH) 1imits should have been
considered. If nozzle dams were installed or large vents were open, it would
he unlikely that the temperature and pressure required for alternate cooling
would be reached before loss of DHR systems, as a result of insufficient water
in the RCS,

Section 7, "Loss of Roth DH Systems, RCS Pressure Boundary Intact," appeared 9
be based upon the assumption that reflux cooling with boiling in the core would
not be used. Reflux cooling mey be useful for a loss of all AC power and,
perhaps, for other conditions as well, Section 7 could alsg apply when incore
ipstrumentation seals were "broken." If tihis was true, ther the pressurization
guidance may be incorrect since it could lead to significant RCS inventory
loss.



Step 3,18.4 of Section 7 instructis the operator to rur reactor coolant

pumps (RCPs) to promote natura) circulation, Guidance should have been
provided with respect to incore instrumentation, for examile, if maximum core
temperature was 140°F, then RCP use may not be justified,

Section 8, "Loss of Both DH Systems, RCS Pressure Boundary Open," Step 3.6
refererces boiling, Cuidance should have been provided regarding the control
of water injection by using incore temperature indicetions to avoic wastin
water from the boreted water storace tank (BWST), Section 8, Step 3.10, also
provided instructions for starting an 1dle LPI pump (both DHR systems lost) but
no venting guidance was provided.

Attachment A to the procedure did not provide a range of expected fiow rates,
nor ¢id 1t incluce a descriptiun of the several gravity flow paths that could
have been used, The current instructions only uddress the use of LP1 pumps,
Alternatives such as HPIl use and dependence of HFI pumps on L¥! pumps should be
addressed,

3,2.2.4 Qperations Administrative Procedure 1015,002, Revision 11, “"DHR and
LTOP System Control"

An inconsistency involving @ commitment contained in a letter (OCANO78903,

dated July €, 1980 « Document 1) was iderntified, The second paragraph on

page 4 of the letter contained the following statement: "The ANO-1 procedure
qgoverning DHE and low temperature over pressure (LTCP) system control has been
revised to require operator logeing of independent core exit thermocouples (CETs)
gnce per hour wher the RCS level 1s below 390 feet." Fevision & of this
procedure, which was in effect when the letter was issued, conservatively
complied with this statement in that it required logging CET data anytine the

RCS level wes less than 400 feet, However, Step 5.%2 of the current revision
sxempts logging CET data 1f the RV head was removed, Attachment B to this
procedure included a list of equipment required in the reduced inventory mode
(less that 375 feet RCS level), Item 22 exempts haviny CETs for temperature
indication and alarm when the RV head was removed, At the time of the inspection,
the plant was on DHR at the 376.5 feet RCS level with the RV head removed, but
the inspectors observed that no CET data was being logged nor did the capability
exist, No lieensee communication couid be founa that changed or clarified the
commitment to log CET data whenever RCS level was below 290 feet, anc, therefore,
the operating prectice and procedural exemption from logging CET data is an
apparent deviation from the above commitment (313/9045-01), The safety basis
for the inspectors' concern is that the CLTs would provide the only valid
temperature indicetion for the reactor core upon loss of DHR flow (whether the

RV head 1s on or removed).

A licensee representative stated that it was their policy to have CLTs
aveilable when actually opereting in reduced inventory, notwithstanding the
exempiion allowed by ‘the procedure, He went on to stete that he believed CETs
were not required with the KV head removed, hecause they were exempted in the
GL 88«17 recommendation. The inspectors referred the licensee to the guidance

-

contained in Enclosure 2 to GL 88-17, 1In Section 3.1,7.2 of this guidance, it
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18 suggested that the licensee investigote ways to provide temperature
indication with the RV head removed, The liiensee's statement in their July 6,
1969, letter was understoed to mean tr:t this guidance had beer followed and
that CET data was aveilable with the RV heo” removed,

In reviewing the accuracy calculation for Leve)l “ransmitter LT-1198, the
inspectors noted that the accuracy limitation (t.¢ inches) assumed in the
procedure was based on having the CETs in service, MWithout the CETs in
service, the worst-case accuracy would be 7.3 inches as stated in Document 10,

3.2.3 Equipment

As discussed in NRC Inspection Report 50-313/89-23, the licensee's eouipment
ave . lebility appeared adequate to meet the intent of GL 7. -17, The Ticensee
processed a 7S change (Document 11) to allow the use of 1“1 r emergency RCS
makeup during DHR operations.

3,2,4 Analyses

The inspectors performed a partial review of the analyses and interviewed the
cognizant design ergineers that performed the calcuiations. The inspectors did
not find sufficient snalyses or consideration of the follcving areas:

3.2.4,1 Water Carry-Out During Boiling

Although analyses were conducted to determine heatup rates and time to core
uncovery due to evaporation, the inspectors found no consideration for the loss
of water as a result of high velocity steam flow through reprosentative vent
peths, Sucih effects can significantly reduce time to core uncuvery for some
vent paths, This would be significant if the vent were through the pressurizer
and may be significant for other vent paths.

3,2.4,2 Pressurizer Water Holdup

The pressurizer surge pipe configuration and size will effectively trap any
water entering the pressurizer and will prevent it from reentering the hot leg
under many conditions, A small fraction of the steam generated during boiling
is sufficient to exceed countercurrent flow limits irrespective of the pipe
confguration. The pipe configuration will prevent water from flowing from the
pressurizer to the hot leg whenever hot leg pressure 1s equal to or greater
than pressurizer pressure (when pressure is determined at the hot leg level).
This introduces the possibility that the core could be uncovered and damage
could occur with a large inventory of water in the pressurizer, Nu evidence
was found that these effects were evaluated,

3.2.4.3 Level Variation Within the Reactor Coolant System
Flow and temperature have heen showp to have a signif cant influence on level

with respect to location in the reactor coolant system. It was not clear that
these were properly considered in evaluating leve’ instrument readings in terms
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of level needed for DMR pump cperation or for purposes of determin ~« sntry
into (or operation ir) such conditions as reduced inventory, midslo.,, or the
G«inch criterfon veed for conteinment ¢losure actions,

5.6.4,48 DHMR Pump Suction Pir«

The DMR pump suction pipe has an elevated section that may introduce problems
1f the RCS contains satursted water or if & large amount of air has been
trapped in (he elevated section, No analysis of this behavior was found,

3.2,4.5 \ 9t Adequacy

No cunsideration of time required to vent Yigh points was found, Such
informetion 1s useful for providing vperator guidance, particulerly when
resction 1s necessary in a short time, Fressure buticup of less than 1 psi cen
have & significant effect upon RCS behavior during shutdown operations, Little
evidence, in the 1icensee's analysis, was found to support en appreciation of
‘he potentia) impact of inadequate ventirg, The licensee was referred to NRC
Jrforcetion Notice B9«€7, "Loss of Residual Meat Kemovel Ceused by

Actumo lator Nitrogen Injection,” for further discussion of petential venting
prob lems,

3,2.,4,6 CGravity leed

Some consideration ¢f ovavity addition of water to the PCS from the CVET was
fourda, However, this was incomplete, further information was needed to cover
gu0% areas ot adaquacy with respect to level in the BWST and interaction of
flow rate with such parameters as vent behavicr, water buildup in components,
decay heat generation rate, flow path, and the amount of ~ir in tr_ systems of
interest, This was particularly important because of the estoblished
usefulness of gravity feed in recovering DHR pumps thet way become air or vapor
bound, and because of the significant extension in core cocling that is
pussible with a loss of all AT power,

3,2.,4,7 1Incore Irstrunent Flow Path

The 1dentified loss of KV water flow peth vie incore instrument piping wes not
eveluated, The inspectors noted that this potential event had not been
previously fdentified at ANO, Also, no evidence was found that a comprehensive

evaluation of the RCS and DHR system hed been performec to identify such
potential lose of coolent paths,

2.2.4.8 Potentia) lmpact of Core Boiling On the Containment Environment

No analysis of the effect of steam loss from the RCS was found insufar as
perscnne) actions inside containment were concerned,

3,2,4,9 Summary of Aralyses

The above findings regarding the licensee's enalyses are based on a sampling of
this area., L‘censee engineering personni | were referred to Section € and
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Pppendix G of KUREG1410, "Loss of Vital AC Power and the Resicual Meat Pemova)
System During Mid-Loop Operations at Vogtle Unit 1 on March 20, 190C," for
eaditiona) information that may be of benefit in evalu¢t1n? the effectiveness
of this program, The licensee indicated that it would evaluate the impact of
fnspector concerns ¢n the subject analyses, Completion of the evalustions

in paragraph 3.2.4 will be tracked as an Inspector Followup Item (313/904%.04),

3,2.5 TS5 Changes

be discussed above, & charge to allow MP] .o - eroency makeup when in the DHR
mode hsd been processed end appropriote procedure changes had been made, Also,
¢ plant desion chance wes being processed to allow operator override of the DHN
sutomatic closure interlock under certain cperatine conditions, The {nspectors
w:re informed that a TS change was being developed to support this design
thange,

3,6.6 FCS Perturbations

Throvoh review of the procedures 1isted in the Attachment and fnterviews with
plant persornre), the inspectors ascertained that appropriate precautions had
been taken to avoid RCS perturbations during reduced inventory operations,

3.0.7 Other Comments

oS
During the interviews, inspecters found that the licensee's practice 1s to
offloe! the core dur‘ng refueling outages, to provide & window for maintererce
work, Aithough the inspectors did not examine the work that was typically
performed during this window, 1t was noted tnat off-losding the core did
eliminate concerns with decer heat removal arising from activities within the
containment,

No violations were * " ntified. One apparent devietion is discussed in
Sections 3.2.1 ang 3.2.7 above,

4, EXIT MEETING

The inspectors met with the lice~<ee representatives denoted in paragraph 1 on
November 30, 1990, and summari.: ‘he scope and preliminary findings of this
inspection, No further safety concerns were identified during the in-office
inspection which continued through December €, 1890, The Ticensee did rot
fdentify, &s proprietary, any of the wateriale provided to, or reviewed by, the
NRC inspectors during this inspection,
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DOCUMENTS REVICWED

YVETTER OCANOTEO03, APEL to NRC, "Response to Additional Cuestions
Regarding Implementstion of CL B8-17," dated July €, 1989

Procedure 1103,11, Revision 12, "Draining and N2 vianketing of the RCS"

Letter 0CAN088908: APEL to NRC, Response vo Inspection Report
50«313/80.2% and S0-36B/689.22," dated August 7, 1989

Letter OCANO3B908, APRL to NRC, "CL &8-17 (Loss of DHR) 90«Day Response,"
dated March 14, 1989

Procedure 1015,03, Revisfon 14, "Operationt | oo Taking"

Procedure 1:.03,028, Revision 9, "Loss of DHR"

Procedure 1015,002, Revision 11, "DHR and LTOP System Control”

Procedure 1015,12, Revision 0, "Operations Performance Monftoring System"

Design Change Peckage 89-1044, Revision 3, "Generic Letter &6-17, "Loss of
Decey Heat Annunciation”

Colculation B9E-0004-01, Reviston 1, "RCS Hotleg Level Error Associated
with LT-1196 end LT-119¢ in DHR Mode"

Letter, NRC to Entergy Operations, Inc, “Issuance of Anendment Mo, 138 to
Facility Operating License Mo, DPR«6I<AND-1"



