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FARLEY NUCLEAR PLANT
NUCLEAR SAFETY EVALUATION CHECK LIST

(1) UNIT '
(2) CHECK LIST Apaéup!&umfi"m_ﬁ;m: Ll TP & Revision TCN_/D A
(3) SAFETY EVALUATION - PART A

The procedure, procedure change or modifcation to which this evaluation

is applicable represents:

(3.1) Yes No .~ A change to the plaat as described in the FSAR?

(3.2) Yes No _~ A change to procedures as described in the FSAR?

(3.3) Yes No ~ A test or experiment not described in the FSAR?

(3.4) Yes No -~ A change to the Technical Specifications?

If the answer to any of the above questions is "Yes," complete Item (4)

and attach a 10CFR50.59 evaluation. If the answer to all of the above

is "No," omit Item (4) and Item (9).

(4)  SAFETY EVALUATION - PART B

(4.1) Yes No Will the probability of an accident previously
evaluated in the FSAR be increased?

(4.2) Yes No Will the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated in the FSAR be increased?

(4.3) Yes No May the possibility of an accident which is
different than any already evaluated in the
FSAR be created?

(4.4) Yes No Will the provability of a malfunction of
equipment important to safety previously
evaluated in the FSAR be increased?

(4.5) Yes No Will the consequences of a malfunction of
equipment important to safety differeat than
any already evaluated in the FSAR be increased?

(4.6) Yes No May the possiblity of a malfunction of equipment
important to safety different than any already
evaluated in the FSAR be created?

(4.7) Yes No Will the margin of safety as defined in the
basis to any Technical Specification be reduced?

If the answer to any of the above questions is "Yes," an unreviewed

safety question is involved. Explain the basis for each answer provided

in Section 4.
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FNP-0-AP-1
FARLEY NUCLEAR PLANT
NUCLEAR SAFETY EVALUATION CHECK LIST

(1) UNIT_; 52
(2) CHECK LIST APPLICABLE TO: g1p-9 Revision 1! TCN 11A
(3) SAFETY EVALUATION - PART A

The procedure, procedure change or modifcation to which this evaluation

is applicable represents:

(3.1) VYes No +«~ A change to the plant as described in the FSAR?

(3.2) Yes No - A change to procedures as described in the FSAR?

(3.3) Yes _ No A test or experiment not described in the FSAR?

(3.4) Yes No -~ A change to the Technical Specifications?

If the answer to any of the above questions is "Yes," complete Item (4)

and attach a 10CFR50.59 evaluation. If the answer to all of the above

is "No," omit Item (4) and Item (9).

(4) SAFETY EVALUATION - PART B

(4.1) Yes No Will the probability of an accident previously
evaluated in the FSAR be increased?

(4.2) Ves No Will the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated in the FSAR be increased?

(4.3) Yes No May the possibility of an accident which is
different than any already evaluated in the
FSAR be created?

(4.4) Yes No Will the probability of a malfunction of
equipment important to safety previously
evaluated in the FSAR be increased?

(4.5) Yes No Will the consequences of a malfunction of
equipment important to safety different than
any already evaluated in the FSAR be increased?

(4.6) Yes No May the possiblity of a malfunction of equipment
important to safety different than any already
evaluated in the FSAR be created?

(4.7) Yes No Will the margin of safety as defined in the
basis to any Technical Specification be reduced?

If the answer to any of the above questions is "Yes,” an unreviewed

safety question is involved. Explain the basis for each answer provided

in Section 4.
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4.1.2 The APMS will generate whole body and
thyroid doses at the site boundary and
plume centroid positions for the ground
level plume and the elevated plume.

Note that these two plumes may not

overlap. For the purpose of emergency
classification tbe ground level and elevated

plume at the site boundary should be
considered. Wwhile other values may be

useful for dose assessment in the surrounding
sountryside, the ground level plume at

the site boundary serves as the reference

for classification.

4.1.3 Determine classification level and
protective action recommendation from
paragraph 4.3

4.2 Manual Dose Assessment

4.2.1 Obtain meteoroclogical information on
wind speed, wind direction, and atmospheric
stability (AT) from plant meteorological
instruments using Tab 1.

4.2.2 If at least one value for wind speed,
one value for wind direction, and one
value for atmospheric stability are not
available from 4.2.1 above, obtain this
information from the following offsite
sources in the order listed until all
information needed is obtained:

4.2.2.1 Dothan Flight Service

4.2.2.2 National Weather Bureau-Montgomery

4.2.2.3 National Weather Bureau -Birmingham

4.2.2.4 Great Southern Paper Company
(windspeed and wind direction
only).

NOTE: Refer to Tab 2 for
specific instructions.

4.2.3 Once the atmospheric stability class has
been determined per 4.2.1 or 4.2.2,
determine dose rates, projected doses,
projected plume houndaries, and projected
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