





ATTACHMENT |

tests at TC~4 and TC-§

Creek, Accept the proposal.

REGION 1 EVALUATION OF NINE MILE POINT UNIT 2
B T T A R
1TEM DESCRIPTION EVALUATION
5.1 Reduce number of CRD/MOT | Thie oposal fs similar to those
friction tests |  foun_ scceptable st sther BwRs.
| Accept the proposa).
|
5.2 Jefar rated pressure and | RG-1.68 App. A. 4.0 indicates scram
temperature rod scrams for | time testing &t rated temperature
811 but & rods unti) full | should be performed under low power
core scrams resulting from | (<5%). Deferring scram testing re
the loss of offsite power | quires relfance on & safety system
and shutdown from outside | that hasn't been fully tested at a
the control room test, | time 1t 1s required to cperate.
| This {s not consistent with RG=1.68
| 8.4, The consequences of failure to
| scram (ATWS) does not justify relax-
| 1ng the requirement. Deny the pro=
| posal,
|
8.0 Defer control rod sequence | The licensee utilizes NMP=] experis
exchange until post commer | ence to justify deferring the test.
cial operation, | Due to the differences in plant de~
| design .nd technological bases
|  (BWR=2 vs. BWR-5, higher power den=
| sity and average .eat flux) 1t does
| not appear appropriate to defer the
| test. Performing rod seq. exchange
| ot a time when more margin for error
| exists to prove the procedure and
| methodelogy and gain operating ex=
| experience is more the intent of
| RG=1.68. Deny the proposal.
|
| Note: Had NMP-2 been essentially
| f{dentical to NMP-1, this proposal
| would have been acceptable.
|
21.0 Delete contro! rod movement | This was found acceptable at Hope
|
|
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