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Enclosed please find a l'3 ting of those facility and procedure changes, tests.
Fnd experiments requiring safety evaluations completed from January 1, 1991

_ thru December 31, 1991, for Quad-Cities Station Units 1 and 2, DPR-29 and
P DPR-30. A summary of the safety evaluations are being reported in compliance

with 10CFR50.59 and 10CFR50.71(e).
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SE-91-01

Minor Design Change P04-0-90-180

DESCRIPTION:

Installation of a discharge header to tie in 12 relief valves in the 3rd
floor HVAC Room for the purpose of venting freon in the case that the
freon tanks over-pressurized and released through the relief valves.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPHARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

I The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to M e accident.

The kccidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Nane

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment ?moortant to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

| 2. The possibility fcr an accident or malfunction of a different type than
; any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
| does not affect any safety-related equipment, systems, or functions. The
j change does not alter the function or operation of the relief valves or
| the 5700 system. If the change were to malfunction or fail, the

surrounding systems and/or components would not be adversely affected.
The reason being that if it failed or malfunctioned, the freon gases would
vent into the 3rd floor HVAC room, which they already would do in the case
of over-pressurization. This was not considered adverse for the
surrounding equipment before so it shall not be considered adverse after,

the change. The change is being implemented for human factors reasons so'

as tc reduce the change of human contact with the gases. Furthermore, the
remote possibility that a safety-related intake fan may interact with the
freon gases was conside,ed and it was found that no such intakes are near
the proposed exhaust piping. Therefore, there is not a possibility of an

accident or malfunction different from those evaluated in he UFSAR created
by this change.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-02

Minor Design Change tic 4-1(2)-90-152

DESCRIPTION:

The purpose of this minor design change is to replace the existing check
valves between the drains in the reactor building corner core spray and
RHR rooms and the reactor building sump with new sliding stem valves with
ball flost actuators. The existing check valves are swing, flapper, and
mission types of valves. The existing check valves have allowed water
from the sump to seep back thru the floor drains and enter the corner
rooms. The new valves should prevent any backflow of water into the
corner rooms.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
.

anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
' true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Flooding UFSAR SECTION 6.2.2 .

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or maifunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the new
valves are designed to provide better flood protection than the present
valves. The intent of the valves remain the same.

3. The margin of safety, is not_ defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-04

Temporary Procedure

DESCRIPTION:

This temporary procedure change provides a method for utilizing the IB
Instrument Air System as a backup air source to the Unit Two system. Unit
Two Reactor requires instrument air for operation. Unit One is in refuel.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.
'

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the r.hange
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the acc' dent, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

j 2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because Instrument-i

Air is required for Unit Two reactor operation. This change will make
Unit Two Instrument Air failure less likely.

Instrument Air failure does not jeepardize safe shutdown of the reactor.

3. The margin of safety, is not d5 fined in the basis for ao Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

,
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SE-91-05

Minor Design Change P04-1-91-006

DESCRIPTION:

Replace the 1-1201-81 Check Valve (Crane #973) with a Rockwell Edward
11odel 970Y,

SAFETY EVALUATION SUIMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously Evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the failure
of this check valve has no safety consideration.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because the margin of safety must remain the
same as the function does not change and there are no safety
considerations.

_
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SE-91-06

Procedure Revision to QOS 6600-l&S1 !

DESCRIPTION:

Changes to the monthly surveillance to add checks for new equipment added
via M-4-1-88-019,

SAFETY EVALUATION SlMIARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or corronent is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Total loss of Off-Site AC Power (LOOP) UFSAR SECTION 8.2.2
Loop with DBA UFSAR SECTION 8.2.3

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change of
checking the prelube equipment during the monthly surveillance testing of
the Diesel Generators will improve the reliability of the auto-start
function of the Diesels'.

Therefore, this change does not adversely impact operation of the Diesel
Generators nor change any safety related function of the Diesel Generators.

No new accident or malfunction is created.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because the margin of safety is increased
since the change will increase the reliability of the Diesel Generators.

|
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SE-91-07

Minor Design Change PO4-1-91-003

DESCRIPTION:

Relocate variable spring can pipe hanger (MK #bE-14) to a existing hydro
hanger location. Hangers are attached to the turbine cross around piping.

SAFE 1Y EVAltlATION St# NARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determlae each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis,

i
- The changed structure, system or component is (: icitly or implicitly

| assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
'

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because no new
failure modes are created by this minor design change. The relocated
support will perform the same function as before in its existing
location. No other systems will be impacted by this minor design change.
Based upon the above reasons, the possibility of an accident or
malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in the UFSAR is not
created by installation of this minor design change.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

i
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SE-91-08

Minor Design Change PO4-1-91-004

DESCRIPTION:

1. Install a 300K resistor in the bypass valve positioning Unit.

2. Replace EHC circuit board A48 Group 5 with circuit board A48 Group 12
for Control Valve amplifiers.

3. Replace EHC Circuit boards B83 & 884 with board 883 Group 9.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. 1

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or Implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

1

!

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component |
could lead to the accident. |

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Load Rejection without Bypass UFSAR SECTION 3.2,5.4.1

Loss of Electrical Load UFSAR 11.2.3

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the failure
modes of the Control and bypass valves are not being changed with this
minor design change. The bypass and control valves will still function as
designed. The possibility of a failure of the #1, #2, and #3 bypass
valves-is actually being decreased by this minor design change because the
current oscillation problems with th?se valve; at low power levels are
being reduced by the addition of these resistors. The wear on the valves
and associated hydraulic actuators .4111 be reduced with the reduction in
oscillations. The possibility of a failure of the control valves is also
being reduced by this MDC because the number of circuit boards for the
total control valve position signed is being reduced from two boards to
one board. The single new board will perform the same function as the
current two board arrangement. No other systems will be impacted by this
minor design change. Based upon the above reasons, the possibility of an
accident or malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in the
UFSAR is not created by installation of this minor design change.

13 79

-



',:n.

SE-91-08 -(CON'D).

._

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin 1s-not reduced.
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SE-91-09

Minor Design Change MC4-2-90-057, 086508

DESCRIPTION:

Perform minor design change test of HPCI Linear heat detector. Hith
delug? System out of service, actuate detection system by heating
protectowire, and use of manual pull / push button stations.

SAFETY EVMUATION SlH4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysts.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfuncticn of egelpment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
is only a routine test that will prove the newly installed linear detector '

to be functional. The steps needed to be performed during this test do
not differ from the current surveillance for the HPCI detection system
except that this test will be performed on out of service equipment.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reugted.

;
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5f-91-10

TEMP Al.T 91-1-7

DESCRIPTION:

Install a pipe nipple fabricated from stock SI#551A33 and pipe cap SI
#504802 as a drain plug assembly in place of GE drain plug SI #792843.

sal'ETY EVALUAIION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: ,

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA UFSAR SECTION 14.2.4 g
,

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change ,

described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than -

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because Core Spray
System will operate as designed since no change to the oil drain plug
function has occurred.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because no margin of safety occurred since
no change of core spray operation occui red.

TS 79
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SE-91-il

DCR # 4-91-013, DR #4-91-4017

DESCRIPTION: |
1

Lift leads "FU" and "FV" from terminals 5 & 6, respectively or-LH Limiter !
at excitation panel 2251-12 of Standby Diesel Generator 1. Lift leads |
"fGC" and "fGD" from terminals 1 & 2, respectively, of the same KH |
Limiter. Lift the last 2 leads also from terminals 8 & 9 of Terminal 1

Block 35L of Panel 2251-12. NOTE: Leads "FU" and "FV" have been lifted
from terminals 26 & 27, respectively, of the voltage regulator in the
Panel 2251-12 since the plant began operation in 1971.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The cnange described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change' alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

L - The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident,

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR 15 not created because the KW
Limiter has never.been used. Therefore, disconnecting leads to terminals

,
1, 2, 5 & 6 will not adversel. affect any systems different from UFSAR

| Systems. Leads to terminals 3 & 4 of the KH Limiter are needed.
i Disconnecting them would break the daisy chain.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety maigin is not reduced.

T9 79
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SE-91-12
|

Minor Design Change P04-1(2)-90-172 088972
,

1

DESCRIPTION:

This change has two parts. Part one is to install a grounded and shielded
box with removable flex conduit to the area around the Ul and U2 drywell
radiation monitors. Part two wraps the incoming signal cable from the
detector with braided conduit from the cable spreading room to the 90X-56
panels.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listeu below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not inciease the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the addition
of the braided jacket to the detector cable from the cable spreading room
to the 90X-56 panels does not in any way create the possibility of an
accident or malfunction of a different type than those previ_usly
evaluated in the UFSAR.

The addition of the shielded box and flexible conduit to the areas
adjacent to the drywell penetrations will not create the possibility of an
accident or malfunction different from those evaluated in the UFSAR. It

is merely to provide a clearer, spite free signal to increase the
reliability of the system.

3. The margin of safety, es defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because when initially placing the detector
cable inside the flex conduit, the cables must be unplugged from the
monitor. This can easily be accomplished within the 7 day period. The

same goes for the addition of the braided jacket to the cable running from
the cable spreading room to the 90x-56 panels.

nn
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SE-91-13

Hork Request #87240-7.02

DLSCRIPIl0N:

Pe rforin
electrical work required for installation of the 1/2 instrumentair system.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUttiARY:

1.

anticipated transient destiibed in the UFSAR where any of the following isThe change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident ortrue:

-

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis
.

The changed structure, system or component
-

assumed to function during or after the accident.is explicitly or implicitly
-

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or componentcould lead to the % :dtnt.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
Refueling Accident
Loss of Coolant Accident UFSAR SECTION 14.2.2

UFSAR SECTION 14.2.4

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

-consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
-safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2.
The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
has no affect on secondary containment.any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change

Drilling six 3" deep .265"diameter holes in "H"
wall does not affect the struttural integrity ofsecondary containment since "H"

wall is constructed of four foot thickreinforced concrete.
The possibility of a loss of coolant accident or a

refueling accident with failure of secondary containment is not increasedby this change.

3.

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical

)
|
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SC-91-14

Minor Design Change MC4-1(2)-91-008

DESCRIPTION:

Install splined adapter retainers on the 1-3905 and 2-3905 Limitorque HBC
gear adapters.

SATCTY EVAltlA110N SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of 'he following is
true:

,

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or toplicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or componeit
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
;

I

LOCA UFSAR SECTION 10.8 |

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occur rence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this is a
reliability related Minor Design Change and this should improve tile 3905
valves ability to function.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|

|

|
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'SE-91-15

Minor Design-Change P04-1-91-009 Q89443

DESCRIPTION:

Change spring packs on 1301-22 and 1301-26 valves.

SAFELY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or i

anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.,

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Loss of Condenser with
Loss of feedwater System UFSAR SECTION 4.5.1

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different-type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change is
to allow us to make the valves more reliable by keeping them within a
rangelof thrust, determined by NED, which will help prevent overthrusting,,-

L but still keep the valves functional during accident conditions. -As long
as the valves thrust remains within these windows, there will be no
problem repositioning them at any time.

3, The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because spring pack changes do not alter
TCIC operability. RCIC pump will still produce 400 gpm 0 150 psig - 1150
psig regardless of a spring pack change on the 1301-26 and-1301-22
valves. .Surveillances on RCIC will not change due to spring pack changes.

i

|
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SE-91-16

-DCR #4-91-018

!

DESCRIPTION:

The as-built change was made in the past. Various leads to rod control
relays and switches are wired differently than on the wiring diagram

,

4E1755C, However, the schematic drawing 4E-1414 remains unchanged. There I
is no schematic or electric change that would affect operability of rod-
control.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

I

'
' The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis,- -

i

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any-previously evaluated in the_UfSAR is not created because the as-built
change was made in the past. Various leads to rod control relays and
switches are wired differently than on the wiring diagram 4E1755C.
However, the schematic drawing 4E-1414 remains unchanged. There is no
schematic or electric change that would affect operability of rod control.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 79
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SE-91-17

DCR #4-91-025, DR #04-91-4020

DESCRIPTION:

1he plant changes were made prior to the current Work Request (Q88754'
that is associated with this DCR, No current or previous drawing
tevisions reflect the plant changes. Cables 16794, 16780, 16781, 16795,
16769, 16770, 16782 and 16783 were routed through terminals 9 through 12
of terminal blocks ITB-28, ITB-30, ITB-29 and ITB-31 of the reactor
protection system Instead of travelling directly from the plant to the
control room.

SAFETY EVAL.UATION SUP**ar: )
1. The chan9: dee,ribed above has been analyzed to determine each accident or

anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is c plicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident,

- Operation or failure of the changed strecture, system, or component
| could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2, The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than>

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change
will not affect any system or possible accident outcome.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

L
!
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SE-91-18

ALARA Dose Reduction Sheet #297

DESCRIPTION:

Place lead shielding on 2-1202-6" from the 2-1201-2 valve to the
penetration at X-14.

SAFETY EVALUATION StANARY:

1. The change described above has !aeen analyzed to determine each acrident or ,

anticipated transient describen in the UfSAR where any of the following is |
true: j

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system er component is explicitly or impilcitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Opera'lon or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident,

The accid?nts which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for ent5 of these accidents, it has been determined that the change-
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

,

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment impcrtant to'

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an-accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the lead|

shielding load is well within the engineering design limits of this pipe.
Additionally-the unit is in cold shutdown / refuel and primary containment

|.
is not required.

| 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.'

|
1

!

l
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SE-91-19

ALARA Dose l'; eduction Sheet #298

i

DESCRIPTION:

Place lead shielding on the Retirc Jet pump risers from the grating at 614
to the nozzle connection at the Reactor Vessel.

SAFETY EVALUAlION SUM 4ARY:
1

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or '

anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. |-

!

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

;

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or co+earent-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

, for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
l described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
| consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
ar.y previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the lead
shielding will not exceed the maximum allowed stress of the pipe.
Additionally this unit will be Cold Shutdown / Refuel and the Recirc system

| will be-shutdown.

3. Th? margin of safety, is not defined in the basis fcr any Te:hnical
.

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|

|
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SE-91-20 ]

DCR #4-91-020

DESCRIPTION:

Unused wires to various intercept and stop valve switches were lifted and
taped. 1he valve switches are:

1. Intercept valve #2 operi and closed switches.
2. Stop valve #3 closed switches (SVCS).
3. Stop valve #2 open and closed switches (SVOS & SVCS)
4. Stop Valve #1 open switch (SV05).

Also 17212 cable wires routed through terminals 3 & 4 instead of terminals
2 & 3 of stop valve #1,

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFfAR where any of the following 1s
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

,

- Operation or failure of the changed structtre, system, or component
! could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occut rence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because there will be
no effect on plant operation by lif ting unused wir es and Saving terminal
wires routed through different terminals.

3. The margin of safety, is not deilned in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 79
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SE-91-21

Minor Design Change P04-1(2)-91-014

DESCRIPTION:

Replace existing crane #1 seals on the icel pool cooling pumps with
Chesterton 155 seals.

SAFEIY EVALUATION SIM4ARY:

1. The change oescribed above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The thanged structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above w1!) not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or n91 function of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the
Chesterton 155 seals will have the same function as Crane #1 seals,
therefore this will not create the possibility of an accident 3r
malfunction of a type-different from those evaluated in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined la the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is nct reduced.

TB 79
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SE-91-22

ALARA Dose Reduction Sheet #292

DESCRIPTION:

Place 10 - 40 lb lead blankets on 1-1009A-18" from heat exchanger out to
about 6 feet.

SAFETY EVALUATION StMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of'these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR,

2. The possibility for an ar.cident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously eva!uated in the UFSAR 1s not created because the unit is
in Refuel / Shutdown mode and the "A" RHR-loop is out of service, due to
work on the RHR heat exchanger, Also, the stress calculations done by
Nutech show that this amount of lead is acceptable without violating any
of the design stresses of the pipe.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin-is not reduced.

TS 79
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SE-91-23

ALARA Dose Reduction Sheet #293

DESCRIPTION:
;

Place 10 - 40 lb. lead blankets on 1-1008A-18" from heat exchanger to 4' |
past the 1-1001-15A valves, l

i

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY: |

I
1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or |anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is j

true: j
l

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis, l

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety a, previously evaluated in the UFSAR,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the unit is
in Refuel / Shutdown mode and the "A" RilR loop is out of service due to work
on.the RHR heat exchanger. The stress calculations done by Nutech show
that this amount of lead is acceptable without violating any of the design
stresses of the pipe.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

f
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SE-91-24

ALARA Dose Reduction Sheet #294 j

|

DESCRIP110N:

Place 15 lead blankets (40lbs each) on 1-1009A-18" adjacent to the "A" RHR
heat exchanger.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUDMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: ,

I
- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. '

!he changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system. Or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has bebi determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
:onsequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in tb9 UFSAR is not created because the unit is
in the shutdown / refuel mode and the "A" RHR loop B out of service due to
work on the RHR heat exchanger. These stress calculations, performed by-
Nutech, indicate that the amount of lead is acceptable without violating
nay of the design stresses of the pipe.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TB M
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SE-91-25
I

TEMPORARY ALTERATION FOR APRM 1 CHART RECORDER ON UNIT 2 I

|

|

|
DESCRIPTION:

'

'
,

Addition of a "Special APRH Power Supply Current Monitoring Box" in the
line from tiie april 1 power supply to the APRH.

SMETY EVALUATION StM ARY:
'

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the inillal conditions used in the UfSAR analysis. *-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Turbine Trip w/o Bypass UfSAR SECTION: 4.4.3 7.8,1

Load Reject w/o Bypass UfSAR SECTION: 7.8.1

for each of these accidents., it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this

: temporary alteration does not effect the operatioi of the APRM. The Temp.
E All places a "snecial" APRM Power Supply Current Monitor Box" in line

between the APRM power supply and electronics. The IM department verified
-the circuit current before and after installation and found them to be,

i identical. Also, in the past Surveillance lest (ST) wcce successfully
| performed with the test recorder in-place. If this were to fail the

| circuit would open or short which would provide a decreased voltage to the
! APRM, tripping the APRM on an inop trip. Therefore, this does not

adversely impact or increase the possibility of an accident or malfurction
of a different type than those analyzed in the FSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS M
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SE-91-26

WORK REQUEST #43101

L DESCRIPTION:

Perform required electrical work for the IB pump back compressor
modification. :

SAFETY EVAlllATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is >

true:

|'
- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
| assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
1

| could lead to the accident.
|

L The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
|

None

| For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
| described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
| consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR, '

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than-
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the
structural properties of the floor at 595 elevation are not adversely!

' affected by drilling six inch deep by .265 Inch diameter holes in three
locations, because the floor is made of two foot thick reinforced

concrete. In addition, wiring affected by this change only affects the 10
pumpback system, and is not interconnected with other equipment. Required
work at 901-3 panel will be performed during the QlRll refueling outage to ,

minimize possible disruption to that panel.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Spectfication, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

'

|

i
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$0-91-27

; SPECIAL liS1 1-156

DE!iCRIPTION:

Special test to check local starting logic of U-l Diesel Generator. No
permanent changes to equipment.

SAFETY EVAll!ATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyred to determine each accident or
enticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true-

- The change alters the initial corditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or fatture of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None
a

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurience or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any prcviously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because the equipment
used during the test will be removed after the test, and all permanent
equipment manipulated for the test will be restored to its original
condition, no new accidents or malfunctions are created. The special test
will be performed on the U-1 Diesel Generator which is not considered
operable. The 1/2 Diesel Generator is operable, and meets all fSAR and
Tech Spec requirements while in Shutdown and Refueling modes.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
<pecification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TB 75
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SE-91-28

LOADl!1G LVALUAT10!4 91-001

DESCRIPT10H'
'

Pla a i >ts) of 21 lead blanlets in the Reactor Building f loor Drain sump
of Unit 1.

SAILYY LVALUATION SLAHARY:

1. lhe change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

- lhe changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these r. 'teria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR. =

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than -

any previously evaluated in the Uf5AR is not created because the plant is
in the refuel / shutdown mode and the Reactor Butiding Diain Sumps are used
to detect leakage during thc other twjes of the reactor.

3. The margin of safety, is not defireed in tne basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reducco.

..

1
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50-91-29

TEMPORARY PROCCDURE

|

|

|
OESCRIPIION: !

This procedure will allow rejecting water from the primary coolant
system. RHR Shutdown cooling will be on and water will be rejected to

; radwaste vla the normal path.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLMMRY:

1. The change describec above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following 15
t r t,e :

|
- The change alters the initial conditions used in the Uf5AR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicttly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or f ailure of the changed structure, system, or component |could lead to the accident.
|

The accidents which meet tnese criteria are ilsted below;
I

Large/Small Break LOCA UfSAR SECTION: 10.4.3

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

;

'
2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than

any previously evaluated in the Ul5AR is not created because the RHR
failure would not adversely affect operation of the core spray system and
the core spray system capacity is beyond the blowdown through the RHR

| discharge relief. The malfunction of the RHR system isclations is most
| Ilmited (must adverse) if the 1001-50 fails to close to isolate the
i system, in this case the core spray system would function to restore

reactor inventory.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because the primary containment isolation|

|- requirements are only applicable to reactor operating conditions.
|
1

T% ?)



_ _ _ - - _ . . _ - _ . _ _ _ . - ___ -_-_ _-_ _ _ ._._._._ __ . . _ _ _ _

SE-91-30

M4-1-87-026 MOD TEST

DLSCRIPTION:

Modification test to balance the flow thiough the RilR Service blater Fump |

cubicle coolers.
'

SAFL1Y EVALUATION StMMRY:

1. The change dercribed above has been analyzed to determine eich accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSM analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly oi implicitly |

assumed to f*Jnction during or after the accident. '

i

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria 6.e listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different t/pe than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this test
will not affect the function of the system. The Modification installed
pressure indicators at the inlet and outlet of the coolers to regulate
differential pressure across the coolers. This Hodification test will
balance the flow through the cubicle coolers.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not ieduced.

te n
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50-91-31

ALARA (CSE REDUCTION SHEET 313

DESCRIPi!ON:

Place 10, 40 pound lead blantets on scaffolding in the Unit 1 Regen Room.

SAFETY EVAL.UATION SlMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used In the UfSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
,

described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipmetet important to
safety as previous y evaluated in the OfSAR.1

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the loading
evaluation was done in accordance to guidelines set forth by Sargent &
Lundy, and therefore no new failure modes will he cteated.

3. The margin of safety, is not-defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

e

i

i
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SE 91-32

HODif!CA110H 4-1-89-165 MOD TEST

DESCRIP110H:

This evaluation is for a modification test to M4-1-89-165, addition of

protective relays to MCC 18/19-b.

SAFL1Y LVAltlATION StRNARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to deteimine cach accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditiont " sed in the UfSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or aftei the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrente or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because this
eveluation is for a mod test and equipment affected in this test will not
be required during testing, so all ooerating contigurations and methods
will be met. Unit is shutdown for a refuel outage.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, theiefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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|' SE-91-33
'

TEMPORARY ALTERA110N

DESCRIPilDN:

Inhibit HPCI turbine trip on pump low suction pressure. |

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION StMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the OfSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident. )

1

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Slow Depressurizing loss of Coolant Accident OfSAR SECTION: 1.3.5 6.2.2
Inadvertent Injection of HPCI 6.2.5 6.2.7

4.3.3.3

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the proposed
ci..nge will not reduce the ability of the HPCI system to operate in a slow
depressurizing LOCA. An actual low pump suction pressure condition will
render the system fnoperable just as it would without the change. The
change will increase the possibility of damage to the pump resulting from
a low pressure condition, since the trip function is no longer automatic
but relles on operator action. The change should increase the overall
reliability of the system by eliminating sporadic trips of the HPCI
turbine due to normal pressure transients in the pump suction piping
during startup. The proposed change has no affect on the probability of
an inadvertent HPCI actuation.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because there are no Technical Specification
requirements involved with the low pressure pump suction trip.

nn
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SE-91-34

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE 6533

|

DLSCRIPTION:

Temporary procedure to verify renoval of IIPCI pump low suction pressure
turblue trip.

SAFETY EVAlllATION SLM4ARY:

1, lhe change descritied above has been analyzed to determine each accilent or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAP where any of the following is
true:

The thange alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the thanged structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an or;urrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because if the
temporary proceduie is successful, turbine operation will be unaffecttd,
If it fails, the turbine will trip as designed with no chance of damate to
any equipment. The temporary procedure simulates a pump low suction
pressure to verify proper annunciation with no turbine trip,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

t'
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SE-91-35

l'04-1 31-013 HINOR DESIGN CilANGE

DLSCRIPi10N:

Rerreve temporary data logger, supports, thermocouples and all associated
wiring that was originally installed undar ECN QC-89E-37 and Hott Request
Q79403 & 079404.

SAFE 1Y EVALUA110N SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, systen., or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below;

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. 1he possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because removal of
the temporary test equipment will not adversely affect any systems as
described in the UFSAR. Because this was a temporary it Is independent of
all other systerns and in no-way af fects other systems.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

i

|

|
1
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SE-91-36

DCR# 4-91-030 DR# 04-91-4040

DESCRIPTION:

Insert lead from 125 VDC control bus to contact 2 of Unit 1 Diesel
Generator lockout relay. The lead will come off the 125 VDC control bus
at a point that is different from the one shown in the 4E-1656H drawing.
However, operability is not affected, and the circuit remains the same
schematically and electrically. A different pcint off the bus was chosen
in order to avoid pleing several leads at one terminal.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

| None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because this change
can only reduce the likelihood of accidents or malfunction.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.'

|

|
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SE-91-37

ALARA 290

DESCRIPTION:

Place 6 lead blankets on the Unit 1 fuel Pool Heat Exchanger 1A pump
discharge (1-1902A-6").

SAFETY EVALUATION StMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impitcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which irr;et these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to i

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because an evaluation
was performed for cold shutdown / refueling. These results were then
checked against results from an evaluation performed on the Operational
Hode. Both evaluations permit placing more than the required amount of
lead on the pipes involved.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS M
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50-91-38

ALARA 291

UESCRIPTION:

Place 6 lead blankets on the Unit 1 fuel Pool Heat Exchanger 10 putnp
suction line (1-1901B-6").

GAFEr( EVALUATION SlM4ARY:
1

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or I

anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
teue:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.
l

- The changed structure, system or component is expilcitly or implicitly |assumed to function during or after the accident. i

|

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or comprinent |-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because evaluations
were oerformed for both Operational and CcId Shutdown / Refuel. Both
evaluations approve more than the required amount of lead to be placed on
the pipe involved.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specif!:stion, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

ta n
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SE-91-39

SPECIAL TEST 1-157

DESCRIPTION:

To pressurize the 101 heater in order to perform a leak test.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the folicwing is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident er malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the test will
only pressurize the heater to 15 psig at ambient temperature. Under
normal operation the heater sees much higher pressures and temperatures,
therefore, the pressure test will not exceed the design limits of the
heater.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 76
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SE-91-40

MOD TEST FOR PO4-0-90-049

DESCRIP110Nt

This test is to ensure proper placement of lighting and that the relocated
lighting provides minimurt. lighting to all areas per Station Security Plan.

SAFETY EVALUAllON SUMMARY:
,

1. The change described above has beer analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

The changed structure., system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed strutture, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the ViSAR is not created because this test
involves visually checking lighting positions and making light Intensity
readings via a portable photometer. Therefore, this test can not impact
systems or functions of systems so as to create the possibility of an
accident or malfunction of a type different from those previously
evaluated in the UFSAR.

4 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specificattor therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 79
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50-91-41 |

P04-0-91-018

DESCRIPTION:

Vendor recommended upgrades of electrical components of control room HVAC
chlorine Analyzer. Also replacement of flowmeter for 1H deut. use.

SAFETY EVAt.UATION St#HARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
tr ue:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implit.itly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed belcw:

LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident c. malfunction of a different type than
any prey!ously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the function
will not thange in the leest. The reliability of the alarming will
increase. The change is an upgrade of existing components. The operation
of the analyzer will not change. The replacement of the flowmeter will
also not change the operation or function. It will only be used for
reference purposes and a similar flow indicator existed here before.

3. The margin of saftty, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

i
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SE-91-42

H0DIflCA110N TEST - M4-1-84-033B (Completion of Mod)

DESCRIPTION:

Perform modification test on new RCIC time delay relays and associated
disturbed wiring in panel 901-48. These relays control annunciator alarm
functions. Various temporary jumpers will be installed to verify correct
operation.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUM 4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UTSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are ilsted below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the Uf5AR is not created because the unit will
be in refuel or shutdown. RCIC is not required to be operable, RCIC is a
high pressure system. No isolation valve functions will be bypassed
during the test.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

I

l
i

i
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SE-91-43

ALARA DOSE REDUC 110N SKEET 316 |

DESCRIPTION:

Place lead shielding on the Clean-up Decant Pump (1-2029). This involves
a total of 4 - 40 lb. blankets to b, placed on the pump housing.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1 The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

|
- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis. ;

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment iniportant to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because this
particular pump is not required to be operation?) in shutdown / refuel and
therefore no new failure nodes will be crested.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the oasis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-44 )

HORK REQUEST #89957

DESCRIPTION:
1

Cut, thread and cap line 1-1240-3/4" below the 592' - 0" Grating
Elevation. Remove the pipe and supports running up to the 1-1201-2 valvo.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysl$.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

I consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.'

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a diffeient type than ;

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this is a '

non-safety portion of the system and failure of the line nas no safety
considerations.

>

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

1

i
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Sf-91-45

H00 TEST M4-1-87-026

DESCRIP110N:

This nod test covers the balancing of the ECCS Room Coolers using U1
Diesel Generator cooling water purp and the U 1/2 Olesel Generator cooling
water pump.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION SlMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

as'smed to function during or a+ter the accident.

C:w ation or failure of the changed structure, system. or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrente or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2, The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this mod test
will not affect the HPCI, RHR, or Core Spray systems by balancing the flow

'
through their room coolers. This mod test involves the bslancing of the
ECCS Room Coolers using the U1 and U 1/2 Diesel Generator cooling water
pumps.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical '

5pecification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
.
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SE-91-47

MINOR DESIGN CHANGE PO4-2-91-020

'

DESCRIPT!0N:

Replace pressure transducer and power supply in the Unit 2 reactor
building ventilation system.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPHARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR anaiysts.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly I
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Opert.tlon or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident. i

The accidents which meet these criteria are ilsted below: '

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

L consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
| safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this design
change is a component upgrade and therefore does not change the function
of the circuit, or the function of the reactor building ventilation
systcm.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

I

!
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50-91 48
'

H0DIflCAT10N TEST FOR HC4-1-89-002

DESCRIPTJON:

To perform a modification test on the Unit 1 EHC 011 3 kid.

SAFETY EVALUATION SiMMRY'

. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient describcd in the UFSAR where any of the 'ollowing is
teue: <

The charige citers the initial conditions used in the UFSAR an.$1ysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or compoaent-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously cvaluated in the UfSAR is not created because this is a
visual verification with no physical interaction what-so-ever and
therefore no possibility of accidents or malfunctions exist.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-50
,

Q89657 >

1

DESCRIPTION:

This Minor Design change provides improved pipe support for the U-2 HPCI
steam drain lines.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPNARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

1h' change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.. .

The changeo ttracture, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident, r

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-
'

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criterla are listed below:

Large/Small Breal LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 6.2.2, 6.2.5, 6.2.7, '

1.3.5

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunctioc of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. Tht possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the proposed
change will not effect the operability of the steam drain line or the
ability of the HPCI system to operate in a slow depressurizing LOCA. The
three supports which are being removed can be taken out without affecting
operability of the steam drain line. The structural integrity of the
supports during installation will be maintained from the use of temporary
vibration supports that can be utilized as needed.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-52

Procedure QOP 250-3. TI

DESCRIPTION:

Revise procedure QOP 250-3-11 to include instructions on adjusting the i

fast closure time, slow closure time, and normal opening time of the new |
R.A. Hiller Actuators installed on the Unit One Hain Steam Isolation 1

Valves.
)

SAFETY EVALUATION St# NARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly I
lassumed to function during or after the accident,
i

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Hein Steam Line Breat Outside
the Drywell UFSAR SECTION 14.2.3

for each of these accidents, it has been determthed that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
cor. sequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR. '

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure revision will allow for adjustments in the closing and opening
times of the Unit One HSIVs. Technical specification Table 3.7-1 requires
the HSIVs to close in 3 IT < S seconds. This procedure revision does not
affect or change the closing times of the HSIVs. There are no new failure
mode's added by this procedure revision. Also, no other systems or
components are affected by this revision. Based upon the above reasons,
the possibility of an accident or malfunction of a different type from
those e,61Uated in the UFSAR is not created by implementation of this
procedure revision.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-53

Procedure QOS 300-12

,

DESCRIPTION:
1

The CRD monthly surveillance was restricted so as not to be able to l

Iperform it below 20% of rated thermal power.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLM4ARY:
l
'

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

;

The change alters the initial-conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Control Rod Drop UFSAR SECTION 14.2

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increa.se the probability of an occurrence or the
consequsnce of the accident, or malfunction of equipment importar,t to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaleated in the UFSAR is not created because the procedure
change does not affect any systems or functions. It only adds a new
limitation to the procedure so that BPHS constraints are met, Therefore
it does not create the possibility of a new accident or malfunction.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because the margin of safety is not reduced
since the surveillance on noving the control rods is still in effect. The
procedure just restricts doing the survelliance below 20% power so that
the initial conditions for the CRD accident is met. If it ever occurros
that the unit is below 20% power and the surveillance comes due the unit
will have to go over 20% power to do the surveillance or, the unit will
have to enter 3.3.G and start shutting down. In both cases the margin of,

safety as dascribed in Tech Specs is kept the same.
|

I

|
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SE-91-54

Procedure QOS 300 1 and 005 300-2

DESCRIPTION:

The CR0 weekly exercise and CR0 Daily Exercise - Inoperable Control Rodsd
were changed so that the procedures are not performed below 20% of rate
thermal power.

;

SAFETY EVAL.UATION StH4ARY:

The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident oranticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is1.

true:
The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

-

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
UFSAR SECTION 14.2

Control Rod Drop

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the changedescribed above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety at, previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type thanany previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the procedure2.
It only adds a new

change does not affect any systems or functions. limitation to the procedure so that BPHS constraints are met.Therefore,

it does not create the possibility of a new accident or malfunction.

The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because the surveillances on moving theThe procedure changes just restricts

3.

control rods are still in effect. The restriction is to make suredoing the survelliance below 20% power. If it ever occurs
the initial conditions for the CRD accident is met.
that the unit is below 201 power and the surveillance comes due theElther increase power above 201 for the
following would have to be done. In both cases thesurvelliance or enter 3.3.G and start shutting down.
margin of safety in Tech Specs stays the same.

4
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SE-91-56

Hodification Test H04-1-82-036 i

!

I

DESCRIPTION:

Verify partial modification test performed for H04-1-82-036.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

I

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed strbct"re, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
'

described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created bec use no components
are affected.

Themarginofsafety,isnotdefinedinthebasisforanyTecq':1 cal3.
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced. 3

c;

,
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SE 91-57

Procedure QMH5 4100-23

LiSCRIp110N:

Chan;? orocedure to reflect ne* testing requirements for the HpC1
protetu ire detection system as it can not be tested by applying heat.

SAFETY EVALUATION 5tM4Akt:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated translent descrioed in the UFSAR where any of the following is,

true:

The change alters the initial ccnditions used in the UFSAR analysis-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or falture of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been datermined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2 The possibility for ar: accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change
does not increase the potential for an accident or a malfunction not
addressed in the UFSAR. The new testing ciiteria is a more accurate
method of testing that does not introduce any unreviewed questioni

previously evaluated in the UfSAR or Technical Specifications,

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because there is no reduction in safety

| Introduced by this change. The test method being introduced is vendor
! approved and performs the same fuaction as the test method oeing
! replaced. The new test method also verifies several points of activation
i of the detection system up and downstream of the heat detector,

i
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50-91-58

MINOR DESIGN CHANGE 89-1-001

DESCR!p110N:

Mod test does not have any physical actions, therefore no change is
involved.

SAFLTY EVALUATION SUPMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
enticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysts.-

The changed structure, system or component is eunlicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accioent.
I

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria at, listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not ir. crease the probability of an occurrence or the
consequents of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in ihe UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because there is no
impact to systems er functions because mod tect does not perform any
physical actions.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
'

|
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SE-91-59

Procedure QEMP 000-7, QEMP 600-/-51, S2

DESCRIP110M:

Revise QEMP 600-7, 51 & S2 to include instructions on providin0 an
alternate electrical supply to the Unit Onr MSIV actuators for stroking
the valves when setting the 10% stram limit switches.

SAFETY EVALUATION SupMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident er
anticipated transient described in the UrSAR where any of the followin( is
true:

The change alters the initial condittens used In the UfSAR analysis..

The changed structure, systen, or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the ccident. <

Operation or failur6 of the thanged struct.re, sy.tsm, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are Ilsted below:

Main Steam Line Break
Outside of Drywell UFSAR SECTION 34.2.3

| for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
; described above N111 not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

consequence of the accident,.or malfunction of equipment !cportant to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

| 2. The passibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created becatJso this
procedure revision only affects the method of supplying an alternate
source of electrical power to the solenoids of the MSIVs. This v.111 allow
the Electrical. Maintenance Department to Locally stroke the Unit One MSIVs
when setting the 10% scram limit switches. The method of setting 10%
limit it remaining unchanged. Wo other systems or component'i are affected
by this revision. Also, no new failure modes are added by tbts revision.
Based upon the above reasons, the possibility of an accident or
malfunction of a different type from those evaluated in the UFSAR is not

! created by implementation of this procedure revision.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

!

|
|
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SE-91-60

Special Test #1-158, 2-99

DESCRIPTION:

This special test is a variation of 00S 1100-6, SBLC Demineralized water
recycle test with flow indicator (Rev. 6). The test will run a SDLC pump
recycling water to the SBLC t t tant, and monitor pump parameters while
raising the water temperature to 150 degrees fahrenheit.

SAIJTY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any cf the following is
true:

- The thange alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

hr accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Anticipated Transient Hithout UFSAR SECTION 6.7, 6.7.1

SCRAM (Including loss of CRD (and 10 CFR50.62)
System without other trantient)

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safet" as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because inis test
only temporarily disables the SBLC system to perform operations very
similar to the monthly surveillante Tech Specs allow a 24 hour LCO for a
unit not in cold shutdown when SBLC is inoperable. Personnel capable of
restoring the system to an operable status will be at the SBLC system
throughout the test. As SBLC is not an automatic initiation system, takes
90 to 120 minutes to shut down the reactor (per FSAR 6.7.3), and is
usually not an immediate operator action, the amount of time in which SBLC
is inoperable will not increase the probability of an accident requirinc
SBLC such that SBLC cannot be restored promptly.

The purpose of this test is to assist in verifying that SBLC will fu1ction
properly during an event in which it is needed. Therefore, this test

helps to assure that the proper margin of safety is present.
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SE-91-60 CONTD

If, as a result of this test, it is determined that the SBLC system is
inoperable, the Technical Specification LC0 requirement will be anplied as
necessary.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because Tech Specs allow SBLC to be
inoperable for a short period of time. This test will be completed within
the time limitations. Further, personnel will be on hand to return SBLC
to service if necessary.

I

I
I
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SE-91-64

Hodification Test RHR Interlock H04-1-90-006A & D

DESCRIPTION:

No permanent change to plant: Temporary alteration to RHR system line-up
to facilitate inodification test.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:
'

1, The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-
,

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident, j

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below: |
!

None j

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluatad in the UFSAR is not created because 1) the RHR
system will be out of service during perf-armance of test. 2) RHR system
valves will be in the closed position to prevent any possible drain
paths, 3) Test will Insure RHR system interlocks function as designed.
4) RHd LPCI mode is not required in this mode of operation with the CS
system operational,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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SE-91-65

1EMP ALT
,

1

DESCRIPTION:
!

Replace chimney stack sping monitor pressure indicator mounting block with |
a tee fitting. |

!

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY: I

i

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or {anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is j

true: !

|

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis, i

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly ,

assumed to function during or after the accident. f
i

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component I

could lead to the accident. !

The accidents which meet these criterih are listed below:
I

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change !
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the ;
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to l

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because tee
installation weigh less than existir,g mounting block, is equally resistant
to adverse environmental conditions, and the tee will eliminate the
pressure differential that currently exists across the mounting block.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because flow path will be established in
accordance with Tech Spec requirements.

|

!
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SE-91-66

Procedure Change for QTS 150-1, 8 (Delete) S2, S3 (Delete)
S4. SS, S10,Sil (Delete) 512, S20 T16

DESCRIPTION:

Revision to IPCLRT procedure block to incorporate double
verification / editorial changes.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
truo:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR snalysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the plant
will not be in an operable mode during the performance of this procedure.
Systems necessary to add water to the vessel will be left in an operable
condition.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-67

Opereb!11ty Evaluation Checklist #91-6

DESCRIPTION:

The SBLC pumps are not able to pump the SBLC test tank below 20 inches
when the water temperature is at 133 degrees Fahrenheit or greater.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

| - The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accidsnt.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed oelow:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change in
NPSH does not create the possibility of an accident different than those
evaluated in the FSAR. SBLC will still inject 600 ppm of boran into the
reactor as the FSAR describes.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is net reduced.
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SE-91-71

Preliminary UTSAR Submittal Review

DESCRIPTION:

Change Section 10.6 of the UFSAR - Station fire Protection.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

1

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident. |

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Fire UFSAR SECTION 10.6 |

|

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the aew
coverage provided by the Fire Protection System as identified in this
UFSAR revision does not increase the credible potential for occurrence of
any accidents involving release of radiation to the public. The coverage
for the Visitor's Center, Standardized Training Facility, and new
warehouse involve areas outside the fence which contain no radioactive
materisis. The remaining UFSAR changes only clarify the type of coverage
providet by the existing fire protection system.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-72

Procedure Change to QCEMS 350-5

DESCRIPTION:

Change procedure to add directions for NSO to load the diesel generator
following auto-start during Core Spray logic testing.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY: )
1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or

anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents v,lch meet these criteria are Itsted below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change
increases the reliability of the Diesel Engines, thereby decreasing the
possibility of an accident-or malfunction of a type different from thoce
evaluated in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because the change increases the margin of'
safety for the EDG's during core spray logic testing. During extended EDG
runs, the engine is better protected by being loaded.
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SE-91-73

Modification M04-1-87-059C

DESCRIPTION:

Modification Test for Partial Mod M04-1-87-059C. New Drywell Penetration
for Reactor Vessel Water Level Instrumentation System (RVHLIS) reference
log flashing modification. This mod test makes no change.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or cc:nponent
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
! described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the U'r'SAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the IPCLRT is
an approved procedure.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
,

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
|
|

|

|
|

l
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SE-91-74

Special Test 90-154

DESCRIPTION:

Special test to establish baseline data of voltage and current readings
when operating the M01-1301-61, 1-2301-8, 2-2301-3 and 2-2301-14.
Following this, discharge resistors / varistors will be inserted and test
repeated to determine their effectiveness in reducing the voltage spikes
and eliminating the ground alarms.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described a5ove has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient d0 scribed in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the it.itial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, systeh. or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because Special Test
will not change the RCIC or HPCI systems during Reactor Power operations
when the systems are required to be operable. Therefore, possibility of
an accident or malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in the
UFSAR is not increased.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
|
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SE-91-76

Modification Test M4-1-87-0590

DESCRIPTION:

Modification Test for Partial Mod M04-1-87-0590 new drywell penetration
for Reactor Vessel Hater Level Instrumentation System (RVHLIS) reference
leg flashing. modification. This mod test makes no change.

EAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1, The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for ar, accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the IPCLRT is
an approved procedure and the mod test requires that the IPCLRT passes and
that the welds on penetration X-109, be snooped at a minimum pressure of 2
psig during the performance of the IPCLRT. The plant will not be placed
in any adverse conditions a result of this test except for any conditions
already evaluated for the IPCLRT.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-77

VETI - C00079

DESCRIPTION:

Votes test of H0V's for minor design changes, mods, minor and major
baintenance, and information only.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transtent described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, fstem or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The a:ctdents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because votes testing
is non-intrusive. It does not change function of the valve or system
being-tested. It does not remove any components from the actuator
therefore votes testing does not affect any previously evaluated accident
and does not introduce any accidents or malfunctions different from those
evaluated.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the casts for any Technical
l Specification, is not reduced because votes testing does not alter stoke

time, therefore safety margins are not reduced.

|

|
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SE-91-78

Minor Design Change PO4-0-91-018

DESCRIPTION:

Verify calibration and functional test procedures for Chlorine Analyzer
were done. Also, verify visual inspection of flow in flow indicator after
installation,

SAFETY EVALUATION StH4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the test will
not alter any current plant conditions because it only involves verifying
that 2 procedures have already been performed, and also that flow was and
is observed in the new flow indicator after installation.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-80

Modification M04-1-84-36H, I

Hork Package #085908-6.01
|

DESCRIPTION:

This Safety Evaluation is for the review of Hork Package 085908-6.01.
Installation of electrical supervision for the Unit 1 Cable Tunnel Hetpipe
System Panel (2251-64).

SAFETY EVALUATION St.9HARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true-

1

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during er after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below: i

Fire UFSAR SECTION 10.6

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probat-111ty of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important-to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because Section 10.6
of the UFSAR does not specifically identify which fire protection
detection systems are required to have electrical supervision only that
"all alarm circuits are either electrically supervised or are tested to
assure operability". The two new TRX modules are being installed to
monitor existing fire protection equipment and will not affect the
operation of the existing equipment or the fire protection system.
Therefore, providing this additional electrical supervision will not
present any new credible accidents from those previously analyzed.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-81

| Minor Design Change PO4-1-90-176

|
t

!

DESCRIPTION:
:

Perform a minor design change test on the filter circuit added to the Main
Gunerator SI Backup fault detector relay. The test will verify that the
OAD construction test have been performed, that a 100% wiring verification
has been performed, and that the filter circuit has been properly mounted.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly |
assumed to function during or after the accident. j

I
- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below: !

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the fault
detector relays function has not been changed by the addition of the
filter circuit. The test is only a visual inspettion.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

i

I

{
,
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SE-91-82

MODIFICATION TEST M4-1-87-027

DESCRIPTION:

Ground was lifted from the bucket in MCC 17-1 and a new SOM swltch for
1-5740-113 has been replaced.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlDNARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
r described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
| consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created even though the
drywell cooling fans will be inoperable, during refuel or shutdown these
fans are not needed. This test has no other effect on other systems and
does not increase the possibility of an accident or malfunction,

i 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
| Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
l
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SE-91-83
|

Modification M04-1-85-064 ;

.

DESCRIPTION:

This modification was to add a limitorque operator to valve 1-1901-112.
The limitorque operator would allow remote operation of the valve.
Station Hanagement decided that it was more beneficial to cancel the
electrical portions of the modification and only the mechanical portion
was completed.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed-structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the valve
will remain a manually operated valve. However, with or without the
electrical portion of the modification and remote operation of the valve
the function of the valve would not have chhnged in any operating mode of
the plant and no new failure modes will be created.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the tafety margin is not reduced.
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SE~91-84

Special Test 1-160

DESCRIPTION:

To pressurize the ICI heater in order to perform a leak test.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUFMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

_

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
i: assumed to function during or after the accident.

.
t u

]
- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or componenty

U could lead to the accident.
,

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:'

'
None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not tr, crease the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to

' safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the test will -

only pressurize the heater is 15 psig at ambient temperature. Under
normal operations the heater sees much higher pressures and temperatures.
Therefore the pressure test will not exceed the design limits of the
heater.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 84
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SE-91-85

Minor Design Change HC4-1-90-162
Hork Request Q80138

DESCRIPTION:

Mod test will consist of visual inspection / verification ~that cable tray
addition was installed per drawing requirements.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPNARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each acc! dent or
anticipated tiansient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
| assumed to function during or after the accident,
l-

- Operation or fallere of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because mod test is a
visual inspection. This will not increase the possibility of an accident
or malfunction.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

!
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I SE-91-86

Hud Test P04-1-90-142

DESCRIPTION:

Perform mod test to visually verify installation of repair for
extraction / steam turbine nozzle line 1-3107-24".

SAFETY EVALUATION SLNMARY:

1. The change described aoove has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

,

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below: h

Hone

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than -

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the mod test
is a visual inspection. The system configuration will not be changed such '

that an unreviewed safety concern will be created.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 84
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SE-91-87
,

Special Test 1-155

DESCRIPTION:

Test and timing of the Unit 1 Diesel Generator Auto-Start logic.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-
,

| assumed to function during or-after the accident. -

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

lione

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

,

| consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously eviluated in the UFSAR.'

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the special
test will not have any permanent affects or changes to the Unit 1 Diesel

| Generator. The test is only to gather information on the logic circuit
[ actuation epon receiving an Auto-start signal.
|

The jumper and recorder used will be disconnected after the test, prior to
declaring the Unit 1 Diesel Ger?rator operable. Therefore, no possibility
exists of creating an accident or malfunction different from those

;

previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
; Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
|
|
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SE-91-88

Minor Design Change Test PO4-1-91-013

DESCRIPTION:

Mod test te visually verify that all temporary test equipment associated
with the Dirivent modification has been removed.

SAFET( EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
,

|
assumed to function during or after the accident.

| - Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
! could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this mod test
does not adversely impact systems or functions so as to create the
possibility of an accident. This mod test does not interact with any
other system in the plant.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-90

TEMP ALT

DESCRIPTION:

'

To repair a steam leak on the U-2 HPCI Steam drain Line by using a pipe
clamp fitting.

SAFETY EVALUATION SU M RY:

1. The change described above has 'een analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to functior, du-ing or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet theie criteria are listed below:

Slow Depressuring UFSAR SECTION 1.3.S, 6.2.2,

Loss of Coolant Accident 6.2.5, 6.2.7

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated tn the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or ma'ifunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the LFSAR is not created because the proposed
change will not reduce the ability of the HPCI system to operate in a slow
depressurizing LOCA. The pipe c' amp has been evaluated above the design
conditions of the system and found acceptable for operability. In the
event of the clamp failing, the raflological release would be directed
into the Reactor Building where the flow would be monitored and processed
through Stand-by Gas Treatment System. This would limit exposures below
regulation limits if necessary. The overall piping of the steam drain
line is increased.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because there are no Technical
Specifications required that involve steam drainline operability.
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SF-91-91

Proceuures Q0A 912-1-C, QOS 005-S14, and QTP 400-5

DESCRIPTION:

Revisions to 00A 912-1-C, QOS 005-514 and QTP 400-5. Special test to be
performed per NRC concerns to verify SBLC system performs properly during
two-pump operation.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION StMERY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analyst-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.;

|

| - Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
revises procedures which monitor new equipment installed under
Modification M04-0-89-066.

3, The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

d
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SE-91-92

Special Test 1-159

DESCRIPTION:

This special test will drain the SBLC tank to temporary storage tanks,
using both SBLC pumps. The test may be run multiple times at different
SBLC tank temperatures.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been alalyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR at. ysiss

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

atsumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Anticipated Transient Without Scram
(ATHS), including loss of CRD UFSAR SECTION 6.7, 6.7.1

System without other transient. (and 10CFR50.52)

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this test
only temporarily dicables the SBLC system to perform testing to verify the
system will unction properly.. The SBLC system will not be required to be
operational; during the testing period, and will be returned to its normal
configuration hen testing is completed.

A loading evaluation has been performed to verify the refuel floor can
sopport the temporary tanks. Floor drains will be isolated to prevent
leakage of boron solution into the floor drains, and chemistry will verify
the SBLC solution is adequate after the test.

3. The margin of :afety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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5E-91-93

Procedure QTS 160-7, S8

DESCRIPTION:

Update to procedure and change the time interval on the data sheet from 30
ceconds to 15 seconds.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPHARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or Implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because changing the
frequency of the readings for the Control Room Emergency Filtration System
for Six-Place DOP leak tcst will give more stable readings. This will
insure note accurate results that rood to be obtained per TS 3.8.

This reading change will not affect the efficiency of the Control Room
Emergency Filtration System or the Control Room HVAC System.,

|
' Therefore, this procedure change will not create the possibility of an

accident.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

!
i-

TS 84



- - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ . _

,

..

SE-91-95

Procedure Change " Suppression Chamber to Drywell Vacuum :

Breaker Preventative Maintenance" J
QHPM 1600-1, QHPM.1600-1-Si ;

1
i

i

DESCRIPTION:

Change limit switch position tolerance and. clarify proper placement' of
test instruments. Additional instructions for new switch type. ;

!
SAFE 1Y EVALUATION St# MARY:

'l. The change' described above has been analyzed to determine each accident ot
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true': 1

The change alters the initial. conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. 1-

The-changed structure, system or component.is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to~ function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-- >

could: lead to the accident.

The accidents which' meet:these criteria are listed below:
,

Mone-<

'For each of these accidents, it has been determined that.the change
described above will not. increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safetyLas previcusly evaluated--in the UFSAR.

.

2. . The: possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different' type than-

any previously evaluated in the i .AR is'not created-because the change
makes theLlimit switch. setting more conservative,_thus safety is
improved. . The_ switches provide indication only, and would not-adversely

,

affect other syste.is by producing-improper control signals. Two switches
j' -per valve-provide redundancy, _ If both were to fall, the conservative

_

' setting.would not be a' contributing factor to che_ failure, and the chang 2d
o setting could not be associat?d-with any new accident scenarlo. Switch-

operation does not affect valve operation, so the vacuum breaker will :,.

function as intended.
6

3.- The_ margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
' Specification, is not reduced because previously, the affected procedure
stated _that a 1/8" setting at the bottom of the disc was sufficient to-

g mee+ Tech Spec requirements. This parameter will be changed to 1/16" at
; or below the midpoint of the disc. This is a conservative change,
| Increasing the present margin of safety.
L -

|

|
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SE-91-96

Hodification Test Spittied Adapter Retainer PO4-1-91-006

DESCRIPTION:

Stroke the 1-3905 valve full open and full closed 3 time.

SAFETY EVALUATION SIM4ARY:

1. 1he change described above his be(n analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient describ I in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:,

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assirmed to function during or after the accident.
'

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.,

.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA UFSAR SECTION 10.8
'

'

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because during the
refuel / shutdown mode, the cooling loads due to the !!G Sets Oil and the
TBCCH heat exchangers are not that great and the test will last at most an
hour.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore..the safety margin is not reduced.

4

4

t

TS 84



, _ __ _ _..__ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ ____ _ __ ._ __ _ . _ _ . _ _ _ _

d

SE-91-97

Quad Cities A Model System field Computer Test
<

DESCRIPTION:

Or, Section 7.3 Invariant Test of this temperature. Procedure char,ges a
'

plant. The normal operation of removing computer pointt from scan by the
process computer will be used for both R226 and R232 Met Tower Delta
temperatures. Once renoved from scan two fixed valves will be inserted
for a 4 hour time period. After 4 hours the two computer points will be
returned to normal scan.

SAFOY EVALUATION SlMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.'
-

'

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been dett,sined ' tat the change
described above wl:1 not increase the probab lity of aa occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction o' boutpnent important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type U,an
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is-not created because this test has

: been designed to demonstrate the operation of the A-Model program and
selected option of computer programs that are apart of the A-Model p'ogram
that interface with the program. The program had all of the option testedt

| In the corporate computer. This test demonstrates their operation using
the station computers, printers and terminals.i

Section 7.3 removes two computer points from Scan R226 and R232. Th y are
the computer points that store the met towsr differential temperature|

! data. Once removed using normal control room functions two firad valves
will be inserted for four hours, this test will demonstrate the operation
of the A-Model Subroutines on the Insvriant signal test for met tower
delta temperatures. After the test section is complete the computero

points shall be returned to a normal scan status as required by the test
y procedure.
:

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 84
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SE-91-98

Quad Cities A-Model System Integrated field lest

|

DCSCRIP110N:

Install jumpers to bypass the Gr-II isolation signals from both Drywell
High Radiation Monitors. Install bypass line to bypass Main Chimney SPING
causing high range noble gas and sampler flow rate monitor to be

'inoperable. Disconnect cable from process computer to prirne computer
causing point history to be inoperable.

SAFLTY EVAWA110N StMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each 6ccident or
anticipated transient de:cribed in the UfSAR where any of the f'A10 wing is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the OfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component 1$ explicitly or impitcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed stru:ture, system, or componer.t-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Gr!! Isolation of Drywell
High Radiation UFSAR SECTION 7.7.2.3

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because with the
reactor in shutdown and depressurized dr.ywell integrity '.s not required,
nor are the Gr-II isolation signals. Installation of the jumper to bypass
the Drywell High Radiation GrII isolation signals will prevent cycling the
valves, systems and components when section 7.4 of the test is
implemented. This will prevent undo stress on those items.

Implernentation of the A Model Integrated Fleid test is needed to validate
operation of the A Hodel Software in the plant computer using plant
systems that feed information to the program. There is isolation between
the A Model Software and the plant equipment input signals in that the ';

data is feed to the process / PRIME ccmputer system computer point data
base. This information then is read by the A Model program and used for
calculations and evaluations.
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SE-91-98 CONID

3. 1he margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical !

Specifleation, is not reduced because when the main chimney SPING monttor i

is included with the test in Sections 7.2 and 7.3 the GE monitor will be |
available for operation. Also the equipment will be returned to service
after each test section(s) is completed. The SPING monitor for the main
chimney can be returned to normal operation status within 72 hours.

,

,

e

a

1

5

3
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SE-91-101

Procedure OAP 1170-19
Administration Requirements for fire Protection

1
'

DESCRIPTION:
i

New procedure being developed to supersede the requirements stated in
Technical Specifications 3.12/4.12.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION SLM4ARY:

The change described above haJ been analyzed to determine each accident or,

anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is !
true: |

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. |-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Fire UFSAR SECTION 10.6

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure change does not affect the inspection or testing requirements
that already exist. The purpose of this procedure change is to replace
Technical Specification 3.12/4.12 with an administration procedure that
can be controlled by the station. All requirements currently stated in
Technical' Specification are described in this procedure change.

The only affect to the fire protection system is that the requirements
will new be tracked and controlled through an administrative procedure.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because all changes to the administrative
program are in a conservative direction as the change is the method of
controlling the surveillance requirements.

TS 84
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SE-91-103

Minor Design Change Test MC4-1-89-018

DESCHIP110N:

There is no change. This evaluation is for a minor design change test on
the Extraction Steam non return rheck valves. The test simply involves
doing a visual inspection of the modified valves.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlH4ARY:

1. The change described above h3s been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR viere any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the minor
design change test is only a visual inspection of the extraction steam non .

return check valves which were modified during the Refuel Outage. The
valves are not required to be operable in the Refuel or Shutdown modes.
These valves are out of service in the closed position. This MDC Test
will in no way create the possibility of an accident or malfunction of a
different type from those evaluated in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-105
,

Mod Test for PO4-2-91-020

DESCRIPTION:

Verify that two transducers replaced in the Reactor Building vent system
and their associated power supply is working correctly.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each eccident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAH,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because mod test will

. verify calibration and operation of replaced transducers and then
! associated power supply. This mod test will not adversely affect Reactor
! Butiding ventilation or any other system.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
|

|
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SE-91-107

Hinor Design Change P04-1-90-165

DESCRIPTION:

This minor design change test will consist of opening and closing the
valves and of visually inspecting for leaks.

SAFEIY EVALUATION StMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following 11
true:

The change alt?rs the inlH al conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident,

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probebility of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

!

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than i

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because if the valve
feils by not closing the other end of the valve will be capped and no loss
of fluid from the system will occur. There will be no new failure modes
created that will impact the system. The visual part of the test is a
passive function.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

c
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SE-91-110

Hodification Test for HC4-1-90-91

DESCRIPTION:

Perform a visual verification of the Installation of the new hypochlorite
sparger support.

SAFETY INALUATION SUPE %RY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipeted transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function durirg or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this is for a

,

visual inspection of a new hypochlorite sparger support. This test will
not affect any system in a manner that wil; cause a malfunction or an
accident.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

i
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SE-91-106

Mod Test MC-4-1-90-51

DESCRIP110N:

The mod test is a visual inspection of the repairs for the feedwater
Heater Shells 101-3104, 1C2-3104, !C3-3104 and 181-3103.

SAFETY EVALUA110N SLM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysts.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicit!y or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the mod test
is a visual inspection only. The system configuration will not be changed
such that an reviewed safety concern will be created.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
SFecification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

1

.
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SE-91-114

Hodification Test MC4-1-90-157
Reactor Recirc Pump Whip Restraint

DESCRIPTION:

Mod test for Hlnor Design Change. Test only involves verification that
construction tests were performed. No in-plant activity or system
interaction required. |

SAFETY EVAlllATION SLM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the 'JFSAR analysis.

The changeo structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly |-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are Itsted below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different tyrt than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the test
involves no plant interaction. Only documentation of construction testing
is involved.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

15 84
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SE-91-115

Modification Test for M4-1-85-5

DESCRIPTION:

IPerform modification test and operability test to verify proper
performance of installed and modified wiring.

SAFETY EVALUATIDH StM MRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine aach accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

,

I consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident o' malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because this
modification test is to be performed while the reactor is in e cold
condition. In this condition the HPCI system is inoperable. Changes
performed during mod test will not adversely impact the system or function

3. The marain of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
|

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
|

|
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SE-91-Il6

Modification Test PO4-1-90-19

DESCRIPTION:

During the performance of this test there will be no change from a normal
configuration. This also includes the Operability test.

SAFETY EVALUA110N StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis,-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increa;e the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the test is
passive and has no impact on any plant system. It will require no change
of any safety system. Plant operation will be unaffected.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-118

DCR

|

DESCRIPTION:

DCR is to change low /h1 level alarm settings and pump Initiation / trip
setting on appropriate drawing to match existing signal settings.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above $as been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following 15
true:

The change altert the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure cf the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the DCR is to
get the alarm and pump operation setpoints for the DG fuel oil day tanks
to agree with present settings.

The present settings agree with all FSAR and Technical Specification
requirements, and were used in all supporting calculations.

The change does not adversely impact systems nor functions.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because per ABB Impell Ch1culation
0591-171-020, Rev. I the settings (existing) are adequate to satisfy the
Technical Specificstion requirerrents. Margin of safety is increased since
the drawing shows a lower tank level than presently exists.

!
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SE-91-119

Suppression Chamber to Drywell Vacuum Breaker
Preventive Maintenance

QMPH 1600-1-T2, QMPH 1600-1, QMPH 1600-1-S1

DESCRIPTION:

Change limit switch position tolerance and :larify proper placement of
test instruments. Additional Instructions for new switch type and vacuum
breaker limit switch mounting bracket diagram including bill of material.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
antil.j ated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following isp

true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.
,

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each or these acrldents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
sdfety as previously evtluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunctlon of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change
makes the limit switch setting more conservative, thus safety is
improv>d. The switches provide indication only, and would not adversely
affect other systems by producing improper control signals. Two switches
per valve provide redundancy. If both were to fail, the conservative
setting would not be a contributing factor to the failure, and the changed
setting could not be associated with any new accident scenarlo. Switch
operation does not affect valve operation, so the vacuum breaker will
function as intended.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because previously, the affected procedure
stated that a 1/8 inch setting at the bottom of the disc was sufficient to
meet Technical Specification requirements. This parameter will be changed
to 1/16 inch at or below the midpoint of the disc, This is a conservative
change, increasing the present margin of safety.
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SE-91-120

P04-1(2)-90-152, MODIFICATION TEST

|

|

DESCRIPTION:

Determine the effectiveness of the new float-type isolation valves in the
reactor building sumps to prevent backflow of sump water into the reactor
building corner rooms.

SAFETY EVALUATION St# MARY *

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is expitcitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Flooding UFSAR SECTION: 6.2.2

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accid (nt or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created Iccause the valves
being tested by this procedure are designed to provide better flood
protection than previous valves. If the valves were to fail during this
test, personnel will be available to reinstall the floor drain plugs if
flooding were to occur due to backflow from the sumps.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
! Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|
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SE-91-121
'

Hodification Test M4-1-84-017

DESCRIPTION:

Perform modification test on Unit 1 Main Generator HI/LO Hinimum Exciter
Limit lights. This test verifles the satisfactory completion of OAD
Construction testing, Users's Halldown, and performs DC Ground Checks.

,

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident c.
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is

_

true: ;

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or imp 1tcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.
1

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-
i

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction o' equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
modification test does not affect plant conditions due to the fact that
the plant is shutdown. No relays will be picked up or protective devices
actuated by this modification tests. This test performs energized and
de-energized DC Ground checks, an evoluticn which is often performed
during normal operation of the plant, to verify proper installation of
this modification.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91 -123

QCOS 203-3
Main Steam Relief Valves Operability Test, Rev. 1

DESCRIPTION:

Allows the operator twe methods to open bypass valves for the Relief Valve
test. One method is using Load Set and the other method is adjusting
Pressure Set below Reactor pressure OR withdrawing Control Rods to
increase Rector Pressure and pressure setpoint.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyztd to determine each accident or
anticiphted transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
allows two methods of opening Turbine Bypass Valves for the purpose cf
testing ADS Valves when the turbine is Dot on line. The first method is
to lower pressure set on the EHC System to below Reactor pressure. This
method has not changed from the method used in the Revision 0 procedure.
The other method is to withdraw Control Rods to increase Reactor pressure
above pressure Set pressure. This is covered under QGP 4-1 for control
rod withdrawal and is a normal method to open Bypass Valves during a unit
startup when this-surveillance may be performed. All control rod
movements made to accomplish opening BPV's are done per QGP 4-1 and

|

| therefore done in compliance with the UFSAR. Therefore this change does
not create any new unevaluated events that are not already addressed

! within the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
i

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.'
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SE-91-125

P04-2-91-011 Q88613

,

DESCRIPTION:

Install new heat trace to 2-24010 (2B C.A.M) to meet the design criteria
of 280 degrees Fahrenheit.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impIlcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or fatture of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
,

LOCA UFSAR SECTION 5.2.3.4.C

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because This work
replaces faulty heat trace. The existing 2B CAM is inoperable. The work
will be-confined to the C.A.M. system and no components of other systems
will be affected.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because the work can be completed without '

reducing the margin of safety. One operable channel complies with
Technical Specification Requirements.
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SE-91-127

Minor Design Change Hod Test P04-1-90-126

DESCRIPTION:

Visual dimensional verifications and labeling visuais, plus performs
approved procedure QIS 36-1 functional test to verify off-ges timer reset
switch operation.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change de=cribed above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following 1*
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been deiermined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the
functional test is an approved procedure performed on a moninly basis as
required in Technical Specifications. The visual portions affect no
system or function.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-128

Modification Test M4-1-89-71

DESCRIPTION:

There is no change involved with the performance of this test on the Off
Gas Condenser Level Controllers. This test performs a visual examination
and verifies that the proper program is stored in the controllers.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMMY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the Ufr 1 analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
modification test is a visual examination of the Off-Gas Condenser Level
Controllers and the internal program. No other equipment is affected by
this test. This mod test will in no way create the possibility of an
accident or malfunction'of a different type from those evaluated in the
UFSAR.

,

|
3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical'

| Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-129

UFSAR Changes, Sections 6.2.7.2.5 and 6.2.7.11

DESCRIPT10N:

1he UFSAR is being changed to inditete that the MAPLHGR limits are in the
Core Operating Limits Report (COLR) not the Technical Specifications.
Also, the SAFER /GESTR reference needs to be changed to the current
revision.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUIMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the OfSAR where any of the following it
true:

- The change altors the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or f ailure of the changed structure, system, or con.ponent
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment 'mportant to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because no systems or
functions are affected by the changes. The MAPLHGR limits f or the various
fuel types are now located in the Core Operating Limits Report (COLR)
instead of the Technical Specification. There is no change in how the
limits are calculated or how they are used. Section 3.5.1 of the
Technical Specification even requires that the limits not be exceeded as
given in the COLR. The change in the SAFER /GESTR reference to tne new
revision is needed since FSAR Section 6.2 is written to the new revision,
yet the reference wasn't updated. This change has no affect on any
material in the FSAR since the sections had previously been updated to the
new revision of SAFER /GESTR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, tbtrefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-130 |
|
'

QGP439 PO4-0-90-166

!

DESCRIPTION:

The purpose of this minor design change is to provide a line in the
radwaste solidification system which will bypass both the radwaste mixing
tank and the radwaste pump. This will allow bead resins to be sent
directly to a High Integrity Container or steel liner in the radwaste
truckbay without using the mixing tank or radwaste pump. New operating
procedres have been written to accomplish this new type of processing.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change d'escribed above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated trant'ent described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described abcVe will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this chcnge
only provides an alternative routing for radwaste resins from the spent
resin tanks to a 11nnr/High Integrity Container not using the radwaste
pump. The radwaste pump was intended to pump resins out of the mixing
t M and since the mixing tank has already been bypassed, the pump is not
rcqaired for this alternative.

1 The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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I SE-91-131

ALARA Dose Reduction Sheet #331

DESCP:P'10N:

Place 20 l'' X 4' lead blankets on carts in the North Storage Room El 647',

SAFETY EVALUATION St# MARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or ralfunction of equipment important to
safety as previcusly evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the approved
method of doing floor loadings is based on UFSAR section 12.0 and are by
S&l;s account, conservative in nature.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-132

WORK REQUEST Q90054

DESCRIPTION:

Repair damaged jacket on cables in cable pan located near cable route
point 342B2 3421 (Cable 12353 lifted).

SAFE 1Y EVAltlATION St#MARV:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine esch accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is

.

'true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component| -

l could lead to the accident. |

|
The accidents which meet these criteria are Itsted below:

Refueling Accident UFSAR SECTION 14 . !' . 2 :

loss of Coolant UfSAR SECTION 14.2.4

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described t. cove will not increase the probabt11ty of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the standby
train of SBGT will be fully operable during work on the "B" SBGT Train for
the cables. The SBGT "B" Trouble Alarm will be disconnected. This may
cause an auto start of SBGT being worked on.

Operability of the SBGT will be determined after work is completed.

These conditions will not created the possibility of accident of a
different type than addressed in the UFSAR.

,

| 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
' Spectficatlon, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|
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SE-91-134

Temporary Procedure #6689

DESCRIPTION:

This Temporary Procedure Change provides a method for utt11 zing the IB
Ins' ument Air System as a Backup Air Source to the Unit Two System. Unit
Two actor requires Instrument Air for operation. Unit One is in Refuel
Outage.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transiert described in the UfSAR where any of the fol'owing is
true:

,

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Nono

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

,

2. The 'tsibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any ..sviously evaluated in the UFSAR 15 not created because Instrument
Air is tequired for Unit Two Reactor Operation. This change will make -

Unit Two Instrument Air Lines failure less likely. Instrument Air failure
does not jeopardize safe shutdown of the Reactor.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-136

Hodification H04-1-88-101A

DESCRIPTION:

Perform modification testing on newly installed IE signal isolators which
isolate Division I safety related signal loons from non safety related
cceputer points. This test simulates faults in the non safety related
computer points and veriftes no changes to signal loop outputs.

SAIETY EVALUATION SUMMARY: !
|

1. 1he change described above has b en analyzed to determine each accident or !
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is j
true: :

'

- The change alters the initial conditions usea in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicit!y
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the test does
not adversely affect systems oc the functions of systems due to the test
being performed on the non safety related computer point side of the
isolators, The Division I safety related signal loops will not be
affected.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

t
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SE-91-137

Modification H04-1-88-101B

DESCRIPTIDH:

Perform modification testing on newly installed IE signal isolators which
isolat: Division I safety related signal loops from non safety related
computer points upon a fault in the computers. This test simulates faults
in the computer points and verifies no changes to the signal loop outputs.

SAfLTY EVALUATION Stl>9MRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accidae, or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the test does
not adversely affect systems gr the functions of systems due to the test
being performed on the non safety related computer point side of the
isolators. tTe Division I safety related signal loops will not be
affected.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for kny Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|
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SE- 91-138

TEMPORARY PROCED'r.i #6691

!

'

DESCRIPTION:

Implement a temporary procedure to resolve the discrepancies associated
with the most recent performance of QCEMS 350-1, Automatic Blowdown 1.ogic
Test.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLM4ARY:
,

l 1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or !
| anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is ,

true: |

The change alters the initial cond!tions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed stiucture, system, or component-

could lead to the accident,

t
'

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR. -

2. The nossibility for an occident or malfunction of a different type than;

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the teniporary
,

procedure verifies that the Automatic Blowdown 110 second timers function'

as designed by simulating the initiating signals for timers. There is 30
change to the logic or equipaent in the Automatic Blowdown system. The

( temporary procedure will be performed only when Unit 1 is in the Refuel or
Shutdown mode and the Automatic Blowdown is not requirsd to be operable.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical,

l Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-139

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE

DESCRIPTION:

Create and implement a temporary procedure to resolve a discrepancy that
occurred during a recent Unit i HPCI Logic functional Test, QCEMS 350-4.
The discrepancy pertains to the Unit i Gland Seal Leak Off Exhauster.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUP94ARY:

1. The change described above has been enalyzed to determine each accident or
a.;ticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is

,

true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changeo structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet the:e criteria are listed below:

None
,

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accidtat, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the OfSAR.

2. The pos C 111ty for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the temporary
procedure, which implements portions of the HPCI logic Test that pertain
to the Gland h u Tkoff Exhauster, does not create an increasad
probability of w septs or equipment malfunction. The temporary
procedure will be pertoimed in a refuel or shutdown mode, and it tests for
proper starting and stopping of the Gland Seal Leakoff Exhauster.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, tile safety margin is not reduced.

,
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SE-91-140
,

i

Hlnor Design Change Test MC4-1-90-059 |

DESCRIP110N:

This evaluation is for HDC Test MC4-1-90-059. This test will verify tnat
the Turbine-Generator Load reject pressure switches will actuate in 30
seconds from start of TCV fast closure. This test will also verify that
the RCVs will fast close in greater than 150 msecs but less than 300 msecs.'

SiWETY EVALUATION SIM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it his been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because there are no
new failure modes introduced to the turbine or EHC systems by the
performance of this MDC test. Secondary Containment integrity will be
maintained during this test. che scruns associated with the Turbine and
EHC systems (See Ster 8) are not required to be operable in the REFUEL or
SHUTDOWN modes. This test simply involves stroking each TCV one at a time
to determine response times of the RPS pressure switches associated with
T/G load rejection and to determine the full stroke time of the TCVs in
the Fast Closure Kado. Based on the above reasons, this test will not
create the possibility of an accident or malfunction of a type different
from those previously evaluated ir, the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-141

Modification & Operability Tests for H04-1-88-009

DESCRIPTION:

Modification testing will verify proper operation and separation of
division for the Torus to Drywell vacuum breaker closed limit switches.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUDMARY:

1, The change described ";ove has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are lirted below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
,

described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
' consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to

safety as previously evaluated in the UFS%R.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the testing
will ensure the function of the vacuum breaker-closed indication functions
properly. The test will also verify the vacuum breakers close properly.
This will ensure no new accidents or malfunctions are possible.

3, Ine margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because the modification and operability
tests will verify the above limit is met and all closed indication and
alarms are accurate.

;

|
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SE-91-142

P04-1(2)-91 -023, PO4-1(2)-91-024, PO4-1(2)-91-025

DESCRIPTION:

Replace existing reactor feed pump auxiliary oil pump motor which operates
at 3500 RPM with a motor which operates at 1740 RPM. The thermal overload
heater for each motor will be replaced.

i SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:
|

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR hhere any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is expitcitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the a:cident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Loss of Feedwater UFSAR SECTION: 11.3

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of-equipment important to

i safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because a loss of

,

| feedwater accident has been analyzed in the FSAR. The worst case scenario
that this change could affect would be impacting the ability to prevent a
loss of feedwater.

!
' 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-143

DR 04-90-3959, QOS 005-513

DESCRIPTION:

Operation of Unit One with Circuit #6 (4E-1015A) of Standby liquid Control
Heat Tracing inoperable. (Operability assessment for Unit One SBLC System)

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

ATHS/ Loss of CRD System UFSAR SECTION 6.7

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the lack of
heat tracing on this 12 inch section of pipe on one of the two suction
lines does not create the possibility of an accident or malfunction of a
different type than those evaluated in the UFSAR. The purpose of the heat
tracing is to ensure that the solution in the pipes does not fall below
Tech Spec limits and the saturation temperature. Analysis has shown that
this can be accomplished with the existing plant configuration as long as
the ambient temperature is maintained above 66 degrees fahrenheit. The
ambient temperature will be, monitored daily to ensure the pipe does not
fall below Technical Specification limits. Monitoring of the pipe itself
on a more frequent basis will be initiated if the ambient temperature
drops below 66 degrees fthrenheit, and appropriate actions will be taken
if the pipe temperature falls below Technical Specification limits.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because the margin of safety is not reduced
unless the ambient temperature in the SBLC area drops below 66 degrees
fahrenheit, and subsequent measurements of the pipe temperateres verify
that the piping has in fact dropped below the Technical Specifications
limits listed above.

TS 84
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SE-91-144

Hork Request Q88439

DESCRIPTION:

This safety evaluation is for the work package to allow rerouting of line
1/2-20714C around the radwaste pump.

SAFETY EVALUATI0N SUPMARY:
'

l. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

I
- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. l

1

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly |

assumed to function during or after the accident. |

l

1
- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component

j could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence-of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because during the
time this work package is being done the affected line and radwaste pump
will be out of service.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-145

SETPOINT CHANGE NUMBER 414
'

DESCRIPTION:

Changing the chart speed of the new IRM/APRM and SRM recorders to 1600
mm/hr in fast speed.

SAFETY EVALUATION SU> MARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
is_needed to get the fast speed of the new recorders to be equivalent to
the fast speed of the old recorders. The old recorders had a fast speed
of 1524 mm/hr. The new recorders due to a setting restriction could be
set to either 1500 mm/hr or 1600nn/hr to get into that speed range. The
faster speed setting was chosen since that would be the more conservative
setting. The change is therefore setting the fast speed of the new
recorder so that operations will have the same type of indication as they
had on the old recorders.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-147

PO4-1-90-172

DESCRIPTION:

This is the modification test of PO4-1-90-172. It will include
verification of proper reconnection of cables to the detector and
monitor. It will also verify the detector has been correctly positioned
inside the X 107B penetration. The Fire Protection Engineer will inspect
all fire farriers that were resealed.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly
assumed to function during or after the accident. .

- Operation or tallure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For eac'n of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the OFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because tnis test
will not adversely impact systems or functions. The only Interaction
resulting from this test would be a 1/2 Group II isolation coming from the
handling of the detector cables during the termination verification steps.

| 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technicai
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

!

|
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SE-91-148

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE #6694

DESCRIPTION:

Create and implement a temporary procedure to resolve a discrepancy that
occurred during a recent "A" loop RHR logic test, temporary procedure
#6675.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the temporary
procedure, which implements portions of temporary procedure #6675 that
pertain to relay 10A-K13A, will be performed during a refuel or shutdown
mode. It tests that the relay 10A-K13A performs properly when receiving a
simulcted high drywell pressure signal.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

!
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SE-91-149

Tempoiary Procedure #6697

DESCRIPTIOh:

Create and implement a temporary procedure to resolve a discrepancy that
occurred during a reent "B" Loop RHR Logic test, Temporary Procedure #6675.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUM %RY:

1. The changa described above has been analyzed to determina each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
tree:

The change alters the faitial conditions used in the UFS8R analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an acciaent or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the temporary
procedure will be performed during a refuel or shutdown mode. In
implementing portions of temporary procedure #6675, regarding RHR "B" loop
heat exchanger control, the current temporary procedure does not create an
increased probability of an accident or equipment malfunction.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

:

i

I
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SE-91-ISO

ALARA DOSE REDUCTION SHEET 333

DESCRIPTION:

Place lead shielding around the 1/2-20780-1 1/2" line. The lead will be
hung from the pipe support.

SAFETY EVALUATION StH MRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or !
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is i

true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident. ]

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident. i

i

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the added
weight of the lead shielding is within the allowed loading of this support.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

!

l

I

!

!
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SE-91-151

QOS 4100-12, REVISION 8

DESCRIPTION:

HPCI deluge system functional test will be performed by activating the
individual manual pushbuttons to verify the integrity of the circuitry.
The integrity of the protectowire will be verified by taking resistance
measurements and comparing these to baseline values determined during the
modification tests.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM1ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where ar.y of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the acc1Jent.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

FIRE UFSAR SECTION: 10.6

For each of thase accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because verification
of integrity of the detection portion of the system is made prior to
placing the suppression system back into service. When the detection
system is placed back into service (resetting breaker #8 at the 125 VDC

| reactor building dist. panel), any new failures (shorts, etc.) created by
this test will be observed by the alarm .ystem. This is done prior to
placirg the suppression system back into service to prevent accidentally
setting off the deluge system and spraying the HPCI turbine.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-150

TEMPORARY ALTERATION

DESCRIPTION:

Remove the automatic reset card from the ACAD Flow Control Valve
controller. Then jumper terminal 3 and terminal 4.

I

SAFETY EVALUATIPJ SlM1ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

i - The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

'

| Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component|- -

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet thes) criteria are listed below:

LOCA

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
|

descriced above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to'

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change
only bypasses and removed an unused component of the ACAD FCV controller.
The controller will maintain its function after the change is in place.
The change will eliminate spurious noise spikes introduced by the unused
card, thus increasing the reliability of the controller.

[ 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
! Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

I

i
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SE-91-153

M4-0-86-11E

DESCRIPTION:

This modification test is being performed to assure that there will be no
detrimental effects to other systems.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlH4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following 15
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
modification test does not adversely impact any systems or functions.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-154

ALTERNATE REPLACEMENT EVALUATION Q-91-007-0138-00

DESCRIPTION: j

Replace the existing two-ply bellows in the 18" tandem expansion joint
identified as X025. The original bellows material was ASTM A240 Type 304;
the replacement bellows material is ASME SA240 Type 321.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Loss of Coolant Accident UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not et eated because the
replacement bellows is being installed on Safety Related Work Request
090521 in accordance with the ASME Repair / Replacement Program CHE-53-078,
Rev. O, and ECN 04-00409M. It has been procurred in accordance with
Nutech Design Specification CHE-53-077, Rev. 1, which maets the original
design requirements contained in Saigent & Lundy Specification R-2330,

j Section 3.16.

When this repair is complete, the 1-X025 Tandem Expansion Joint will be
returned to it's original design configuration. There will be no change
in system function, and no new or different failure modes will have been
created. Therefore, the accident analysis contained in the UF3AR will not
have been altered.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-155

00S 1917 & 00S 822

DESCRIPTION:

To take the 1201-2 valve 00S for the worm-gear motor change out
MDC P04-1-91-040, this valve will be taken 005 open.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criter'a are listed below:

None

c For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
! described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
! consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because even in a
line break the 1201-5 valve would isolate the system and the feed purnps
would supply make-up water.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-156

P04-1-90-144; Q88596 MODIFICATION TEST

DESCRIPTION:

This is for the Modification test of the relocation of the condensate pump

discharge sample probe.

SAFETY F. val.llATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticiphted transient described in the UFSAR where any of the iollowing is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structt're, system or component is explicitly or implicitly.

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet ther.e criterla are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because if the newly
installed probe were to breck off in the condensate discharge header, the
farthest the probe could go is to the condensate demineralizers. The
probe would then be filtered out, causing very little flow obstruction.
This in turn would have no effect on the condensate booster or feedwater
systems. The rest of the test will not adversely impact systems or
functions so as the create the possibility of an accident or malfunc+'on
of a type different from those evaluated in the UFSAR. No other new'
failure modes will be introduced because the test utilized existing

components in their intended configuration.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technicel
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 84

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ____ -



__

,

SE-91-157

P04-1-90-120 - HR# Q88141, 088143 & Q88144

OESCRIPTION:

Modification Test for recorders TR-1-1640-2000, TR-1-1640-200A and
TR-1-1640-9.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or iTalfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAF is not created because there is no ,

impact on any system or function fron, taking instrument readings.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|

|

|
l
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SE-91-158

OPERABILITY TEST - MINOR DESIGN CHANGE PO4-1-90-120

DESCRIP1 ION:

This test verifies proper operation of new recorders by performing a
channel check between Div. I recorder and Div. 11 recorder.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true-

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly.

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The tidents which mest these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to

| safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR ' not created because there is no
impact on any system or function from taking instrument readings.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|

|
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SE-91-159

H-4-1/2-90-002

DESCRIPTION: j
|

Replace existing cooling water blocide injection s," stem.

SAFETY EVALUATION SIM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or Implicitly-

assumed to function du ing or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in.the UFSAR.

2, The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because replacement
of the biocide injection skid will not creak any r,ew system interactions.

| and services the same design function.
!

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

!

!

!
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SE-91-160

"04-1-91-009 - HOD TEST

DESCRIPTION:
Verify VOTES traces of M0 l-1301-22

Stroke M0 1-1301-22 and MO 1-1301-26. Verify current strip charts of MO1 1301-22 and MO
and 1-1301-26.
l-1301-26.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUElY: t or

The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accidenanticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the follow ngi is
1.

true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.
The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly

-

assumed to function during or after the accident.
-

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

-

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
UFSAR SECTION: 4.5

Loss of Condense; Accident

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

The possibility for an accident or iaalfunction of a different type ;hanis
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because-the test2

Tne valve function will not
to be performed during cold shutdown.

RCIC system function will not change.change.

The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.3.
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SE-91-161

QCOP 201-10, BYPASSING ISOLATION SIGNALS TC ALLOH DRYHELL FLOODING
OR ALTERNATE RPV BLONDOWN

DESCRIPTION:

Procedure instructs how to bypass PCIS and system isolations for HPCI,
RCIC and MSIV/MSL Jrains to allow use of these systems to vent the RPV
during drywell flooding or as alternate ways to depressurize the RPV when
ADS fails to accomplish on RPV blowdown as required.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is expU titly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA USFAR SECTION: 14

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously avaluated in the UFSAR,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the actions
described in this procedure are not discussed in the UFSAR. The accidents
which would require implementation of this procedure are beyond the bounds
of the design basis accidents discussed in the UFSAR, The SER written on
the Emergency Operating Procedures Guidelines provide authorization from
the NRC to support the actions described in the procedure,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 84

_ - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ ______-_-____ - ___ __________ _ __ ____ _ ___ _



SE-91-162

QCOP 250-6, VENTING REACTOR PRESSURE VESSEL VIA HAIN STEAM LINE DRAINS

DESCRIPTION:

When the drywell if flooded as a means to assure adequate core cooling,
the RPV must be vented to insure that the drywel' and RPV water levels are
equal this procedure provides the guidance to vent via the main steam line
drains.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to deteraine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following it
true:

- The change alters the initial conditior.s used in the UFSAR analysis.
i

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidtats which meet these criteria are listed below:
:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
corisequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than'

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the actions
' described in these steps are not discussed in the UFSAR. The accidents

which would require implementation of these procedure steps are beyond the
bounds of the design basis accidents described in the UFSAR. The SER
written on the Emergency Operating Procedure Guidelines provides
authorization from the NRC to support the actions described in the
procedure.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

i
!

|
|
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SE-91-163

ADDITION OF WATER TO THE REACTOR VESSEL - QCOP 300-16

DESCRIPTION:

Allows use of both CRD pumps.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the increased
flow rate will aid in RPV level recovery.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|

l
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SE-91-164

CR0 PUHP CROSS-TIE OPERATION - QCOP 300-19

DESCRIPTION:

Add instruction for valving in both sets of suction filters concurrently.

SAFETY EVALUATION SIM4ARY: I

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
cou!d lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the acciden;, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because procedure i
provides greater system operation flexability.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

,
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SE-91-165

QCOP 300-28 - ALTERNATE CONTROL ROD INSERTION

DESCRIPTION:

Procedure provides direct,on on inserting control rods when an ATHS has
occurred. It incorporates guidance on deenergizing scram solenoids,
depressurizing the scram air header, draining the SDV and performing a
manual scram or scram using individual scram test switches, using RMC to
drive rods and venting the CRD overpiston areas.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION StHMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any o, "' following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

ATHS UFSAR SECTION: 10.5

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
corisequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the actions
described in these steps are not described in the UFSAR. The actions
which would require implementation of the procedure steps are beyond the
bounds of the design basis accidents discussed in the UFSAR. The SER
written on the Emergency Operating Procedure Guidelines provides
authorization from the NRC to support the actions described in the
procedure.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

I
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SE-91-166

QCOP 1200-2 - BYPASSING ALL RHCU ISOLATION SIGNALS

DESCRIPTION:

Procedure provides direction on bypassing the Group 3, high temperature
and SBLC injection isolation signals. This allows use of the system as a
backup to SDLC injecting boron or as a pressure control system.

SAFETY EVALUA110N StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- T;e change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.
.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
I

LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 14
ATHS UFSAR SECTION: 10.5j

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the. probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to 1

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

| 2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than

| any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because bypassing the
! high temperature trip is procedurally done concurrently with bypassing the

RWCU filter /demins.

Bypassing the SBLC initiation interlock is procedurally done concurrently
with bypassing the RHCU filter /demin. Therefore, the function of this
interlock is accomplished and does not create the possibility of an
accident or malfunction of a different type.

Bypassing the Group III isolation is procedurally backed up by QGA 300,
which will direct isolation of the system if high temp., radiation or
water levels occur which indicate a primary system leak. This does not
create the possibility of an accident or malfunction of a different type.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91+167

INJECTION OF 80RON USING THE RHCU SYSTEM - QCOP 1200-10

DESCRIPTION:

The change incorporates guidance in this procedure for BH of the demin
rather than referencing and expands direction on how to start the RHCU
system,

i

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY: j
| |

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transtent desr.ribed in the UFSAR v'tre any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicftly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the a*.cident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None
I

L for each of these accidents, it has been dttermined that the change
' described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

consequence of the accident, or m?.1 function of equipment important to
safety at previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type thau
any previously evaluated-in the UFSAR is not created because-this
procedure addresses a situation beyond that considered in the UFSAR,'

failure of SBLC. The UFSAR relies on proper functioning of SBLC system.
The SER written on the-Emergency Procedure Guidelines provides
authorization from the NRC to support the action described in this

| procedure.
|

L 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
! Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
t

1 1
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50-91-168
I

RWCU SYSTEM S1AR10P - QCOP 1200-11

DLSCRIPflON:

Implement a procedure that gives operator direction on Lutting the RWCU
system into optration following a pump trip or system isolation.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLM4ARY:

1. The change described above has bien analyzed to determine each accident er
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assuN d to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the act.ident.

The accidentt which meet *,.hese criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determincd that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this is a
normal operating procedure and is consistent with '1e method of operation
described in the UfSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-169

QCOP 1300-10 - BYPASSING RCIC LOH PRESSURE ISOLA 110N

DESCRIPTION:

Systems used to inject into the RPV are listed in QGA 100 and include
RCll. This procedure provides guidance which allows bypassing of the RCIC
low RPV pressure isolation.

SAFL1Y EVAL.UATION MWARY:'

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where eny of the following is
true:

The (rs.nge alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The thanged structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failuG? of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR,

2, lhe possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any areviously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the
capaallity to automatically isolate primary system leakage f rom a RCIC
steam line break has not been changed. Tie purpose of the RPV low
pressure isolation is not the same as for those isolations. This
procedure will allow the operator to operate RCIC and in so doing, the
barometric condenser will be operated which will mitigate and control
steam leakage that might occur at the seals. A prerequisite in the
procedure required Shift Engineer authorization prior to implementing this
procedure and requires that the S.E. base the authorization on the
unave.ilability of other injection sources and the ir ,ility to maintain
RPV level above -142 (TAF), By including this prerequisite, it defines
the accidents within which this will be implemented as those beyond our
design basis accidents due to the multiple system failures and LOCA which
must occur to meet that criteria.

3, The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margio is ned reduced.

i

15 84

. _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ - - _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - _ _ - _ . , .-__



..
.

:

|

| i
1

| SE-91-170

QCOP 1300-11 - VENTING REACTOR PRESSURE VESSEL VIA RCIC STEAM LINE DRAINS

|

DESCMPTION:

Procedure allows use of RCIC steam line drains to vent the RPV as the
drywell is flooded to assure adequate core cooling.

; SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is )true: .

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

:

The changed Structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-
|

l assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident. |

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Large Break LOCA UfSAR SECTION: 14

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probahtlity of an occurrence or the

| consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to;

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The postibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created t.ecause the UfSAR
does not run this accident out to the point of re-estr.blishing RPV level
above TAF. The SER written on the Emergency Operating Proceduro
Guidelines provides authorization from the NRC to support the actions
described in the procedure.

; 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Terbnical
| Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
|

,

!

|
,
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SE-91-171

QCOP 1600-26 - POST LOCA DRYWEll. PURGE WITH AIR FOR HrDROGEN CONTROL

DESCRIPTION:

The change incorporates use of SBGT as a means to purge the containment of
hydrogen.

SAFETY EVALUATION St# NARY: j

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated ? ansient described in the UfSA9 where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysts.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly '
-

assumet' to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
d6 scribed above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the UfSAR
describes a method to combat hydrogen in the containment. The vent and t

purge method is authorized in the SER on the Emergency Procedure
Guldelines issued by the NRC. SBGT is one option in this procedure and is
used to maximize the flow rate to reduce and control hydrogen as quickly
as possible,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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'SE-91-172

QCOP 2300-6 - HPCI SYSTEM HANUAL STARTUP (INJECTION / PRESSURE CONTROL)

1

DESCRIPTION:

Procedure revision includes manual suction swap from Torus to CCST and
cautions about HPCI lobe oil temperature.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLD9MRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UTSAR where any of the following is
true: ;

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.
1

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

cnuld lead to the accident. <

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
4

Hone

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of th' accident, or malfunction of equipment important toe

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the system is
designed to operate with either suction lineup. Therefore, providing
direction on how to swap suction does not create the possibility of an
accident or malfunction of a type differer.t from those previously
evaluated in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

i
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SE-91-100
I

HDDIf! CATION TEST HC4-1-90-55

DESCRIPIION:

Perform Mod test to visually verify installation of repair for feedwater
heater extraction steam nozzles on lines 1-3107B-16", 1-31088-16",
1-31098-16" and 1-3109A-16".

SAFETY LVALUATION $14HARY:
;

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: !

The change alters 'ho S. ' ce?ditions used in the UfSAR analysts.-

- The changed structs 1. -ys'o sr 4Taorient is explicitly or implicitly
; assumed to function w...n, :r after the accident.
(

Operation or failure of thi changed structure, system, or component'
-

could lead to the accident

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, er malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the mod test
is a visual inspection only. The system configuration will not be changed
such that an unreviewed safety concern will be created.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-173

OCOP 2300-9-BYPASSING HPCI AND RCIC HIGH TORUS LEVEL AUTOMATIC SUC110N TRANSFER

DESCRIPTION:

Actions to bypass the automatic transfer of HPCI/RCIC suction when torus
level is high.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. Th: change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

j assumed to function during or after the accident.
:

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the ar.cident.

The accioents which meet these criterla are listed below:,

None

for each of these accidents, It has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previousiy evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because it causes no
threat to the containment or equipment. Bypassing the signal allows
injection of higher quality water for a longer period of time.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-17e

QCOP 2300-10 .. REACTOR VESSEL INJEC110N VIA HPCI COOLING HATER PUMP

DESCRIPTION:

Procedure provides operator direction on the use of the HPCI cooling water
pump to inject into the RPV.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUHKARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
antielpated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The ch,nged structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could leaa to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrente or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this is an
enhancement of a type different from those previously evaluated in the
UFSAR. This procedure is written to make use of the HPCI cooling water
pump for injection, a purpose that was never originally intended, it

would be used when HPCI is not being used for injection or pressure
control.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margl.a is not reduced.

TS 84
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SE-91-175
,

QCOP 2300-11 -- VEN11NG REACTOR PRESSURE VESSEL VIA HPCI STEAM LlHE DRAINS

DESCRIPTION:

Procedure allows use of HPCI steam line drains to vent the RPV as the
drywell is flooded to assure adequate core cooling.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY;

The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or1.
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following-is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Large Greak LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 14

For each of these acciden" . it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

The pot,sibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
-

2.
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the UFSAR
does not run this accident out to the point of reestablishing RPV level
above the TAF. The SER written on the Emergency Operating Procedure
Guidelines provides authorization from the NRC to support the actions
described in the procedure.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-176

QCOP 2400-2 - CAM SUBSYSTEM PREPARATION FOR STANDBY OPERATION

DESCRIPTION:

Allow one monitor to be selected to sample the drywell and the other to
sample torus,

SAFETY EVALUATION StMMRY:

1. The change describod above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, sysicm or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident. ,

lhe accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of 'hese accidents, it has been determined that the change
described abova .ill not increase the probability of an occurrer.ce or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of ec'llpment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
increases the usability of the system and does not impact anything else.
This allows readily accessible readings when the system initiates rather
than relying on manual operation actions.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

l

|
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SE-91-177

QCOP 2900-2 - SAFE SHUTDOWN HAKEUP PUMP SYS1FH STARTUP

OESCRIPTION:

Add direction to the procedure for suction lineup swap and local manual
operation.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system o. component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

?. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created becaus1 this action
is described in the UFSAR and has previously been an option but this
procedura11res this function.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-178

QCOP 3200-10 - BYPASSING REACTOR IEED PUMP HIGH REAC10R LEVEL TRIP

DESCRIPTION:

Bypasses the high RPV level trip of the RFP when RPV level instrumentation
is not functioning properly and the RPV is to be flooded to assure
adequate core cooling.

SAfLTY EVAltlAllON SlH4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the actior'.
described in these steps are not described in the OfSAR. The accidents
which would require implementation of these procedure steps are beyond the
bounds of the design basis accidents discussed in the UFSAR. The SER
written on the Emergency Operating Procedure Guidelines provides
authorization from the NRC to support the actions described in the
procedure.

,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in t'7 basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-179

HDC PO4-1-91-040 TEST

DESCRIPTION:

This is to evaluate the test to be performed on the 1-1201-2 valve. The
gear set and notor have been replaced.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UTSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial (onditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or fatture of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the IJFSAR is not created because the change
brings the 1-1201-2 valve stroke time back into specification. The
operation and function of the valve remain the same

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

!
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I SE-91-181

HlHOR DESIGN CHANGE - H0D TEST P04-1-90-123

DESCRIPTION:

Visual verifications of critical dimensions, wiring and labeling.

SAFETY EVAlllAfl0N StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSaR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this mod test
has no impact on any system or function. This mod test is a visual
inspectic,n of critical dimensions docs., labeling and wiring terminations.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 04
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| SE-91-182

OPERAB!t.lTY TEST - HlNOR DESIGN CHANGE PO4-1-90-123

DESCRIPTION:

This test verifles proper operation of new recorders by performing a
channel check of the new recorders against other indications of the same
variable, and by selecting each speed of the dual chart speed feature on
the applicable recorder and verifying recorder recognizes new speed
selected.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed struct"re, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consecuence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because taking
readings for a channel check and selecting chart speeds have no impact on
any system or function.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 84

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _-___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _______ ___ __ _ ._



_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

SE-91-183

HINOR DESIGN CHANGE P04-1-90-125 - HODIFICATION TEST

DESCRIPTION:

Visual verifications of critical dimensions, wiring and labeling.

SAFETY EVALUATION St#HARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet tnese criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the
modification test is a visual inspection of documents, wiring and control
room labeling. No systems or functions are manipulated to accomplish
inspections.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-184

OPERABIL11Y TEST - HINOR DESIGN CHANGE PO4-1-90-125

DESCRIP110N:

This test verifies proper operation of new recorders by performing a
channel check of the new recorders against other indications of the same
parameter, and by selecting each speed of the dual chart speed feature
recorder and verifying recorder recognizes new speed selected.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlHMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because there is no
impact on any system or function from taking instrument readings,
assigning computer points to trend or changing recorder chart speed.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-185

MODlflCATION TEST - MINOR DESIGN CHANGL PO4-1-90-153

DESCRIPTION:

Visual vertftcations for dimensional requirements, wiring, labeling and
painting. Functional test of RCIC turbine reset switch. Limited test of
RCIC logic.

SAFETY EVALUATION SU>HARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the followthg is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the
inoperable status of RCIC system during appilcable mode (s) does not impact
any other systems cr functions. Completion of testing restores RCIC
system to operable state. Test has no further impacts.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91 186

OPERABILITY TEST - HINOR DESIGN CHANGE P04-1-90-153

DESCRIPTION:

Performs a channel check of the affected instruments.

SAFETY LVALUATION SU N RY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is expIlcitly or impilcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these 6ccidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an o:currence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because taking
readings from instruments, with no controls operated, wires affected,
etc., will have no adverse impact on any system or function. This test
has no adverse impact on any system or function.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, ther(? ore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-187

005 1732 OR OTHER 005 ASSOCIATED HITH 1(2)-263-57(58) A(B)

DESCRIP110N:

Tate 00S the LT 1(2)-263-57 A(B) or 1(2)-263-58 A(B).

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial condittuas used in the Uf5AR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the ace'' int.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because if reactor
water level were tt jecrease all of the required actuations would occur
unless another instrument failed. If reactor water level continued to
decrease ECCS pumps would inject enough capacity to exceed the leakage
through any valve that failed to close.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,
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SE-91-188

TEMPORARY ALTERATION FOR 090948

DESCRIPTION:

To cut and cap drain pipe 1-36230-2"-L. This is a temporary alteration
until next refuel outage Q1R12.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicit'y or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously avaluated in the UFSAR is not created because there will be
no new failure modes created or failures of equipment since the drain line
is not needed during run or start-up/ hot standby. The drain line and
valves will be repaired at the next refuel outage. 01R12.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-189

HINOR DESIGN CHANGE 89-001 (12S VDC)

DESCRIPTION:

Minor design change test MC4-1-89-001 for the 12S VDC breaters that were
replaced in the reactor building 125 VDC distribution panel #1.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change a'ters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because equipment
will not be taken DOS or put into a condition other than normal. Hinor
Design Change test is to verify equipment fed from the reactor building
125 VDC distribution panel number 1 is energized with DC power. In some
cases a voltmeter will be used to verify and in other cases light
indication or equipment actuation will be used.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis fcr any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-190

QUAD-CITIES A-HODEL SYS1[H

OfSCRIPTION:

Permanently install the A-Model computer software on the Quad-Cities
station computers.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is expitcitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure o/ the changed ,tructure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.
,

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created since A-Hodel
provides an automated calculation to be used instead of the present manual
calculation. Therefore. It does not directly interact with any plant
equipment important to safety. A-Model provides no information or
recommendations on the status of plant safety systems. Information
provided ieals with off-site dose projections. This information will
effect GSEP classification and emergency response actions, but will not

| alter plant systems. Plant automatic actions are not effected by A-Model
|

and operator actions with regards to plant safety systems. Failure of
A-Hodel will result in calculations and classification being done manually
as it presently is without A-Model.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-191
|

HSIV ACTUATOR REPLACEMENT HINOR DESIGN CHANGE AND OPERABILITY TEST |

PO4-1-90-109

DESCRIPTION:

Institutes the procedure to test the MSIV actuator replacement minor
design change.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM MRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the inittai conditions used in the UTSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impitcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.
-

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

.The accidents which meet these criterla are listed below:
~

None

for each of these at:1 dents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to'

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated-in the UFSAR is not created because there are no
new failure modes introduced by this test. This test makes no changes to
the HSIV's and only verifies the functional responses and operability of
the MISV's. Secondary containment w111 remain intact throughout this
test. Stroking the HSIV's will have no effect on seccadary containment.

| The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technicala.
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

i
!
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SE-91-192

M04-1-87-50A-

I

DESCRIPTION: |

Perform modification tests on MCC 15-2-1 to verify proper installation of
line to neutral control power. This test involves voltage checks and
functional verification for each load powered from MCC 15-2-1. Mod Test
satisfies Operability Test.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUP04ARY:

1. The thange described above has been analyzed to determine each accident er
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of t% following is i
true: )

!

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. !-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly i-

assumod to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because no accident
or system malfunction will be created for this test due to the shell side
of the heaters being drained and all piping is intact as to provide a
drain path to the condenser.

3. The margin of safety, Is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-193

H04-1-87-0500

DESCRIPTION:

Perform modification test on MCC 16-3-1 to verify proper installation of
line to neutral control power. This test involves voltage checks and
function verification for each load powered from HCC 16-3-1 Mod test also
satisfies operability test.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial cenditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, systetit or component is expitettly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrerae or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in thc UFSAR is not created because no accident
or system malfunction will be created for this test due to the shell side
of the heaters being drained and all piping is intact as to provide a
drain path to the condenser.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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SE-91-194

HINOR DESIGN CHANGE PO4-1-90-175 H0D AND OP TESTS

l
DESCRIPTI!/N:

This evaluatton 1s for PO4-1-90-175 mod and ooerabt11ty tests. These
tests will verify the instelled flange bolt 01st springs have been -

installed properly, torqued appropriately and do not leak. ;

SAFETY EVALUATION St#9%RY:

1. The change described ebove has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UrSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or cc4nponut-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Nor,e

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of n diffarent type than
any previously evaluatad in the Uf5AR is noi created because these Mod
Tests do not create any h?v failure m des. The Het$ Test vertfles the
flange bolt disc springs are properly torqued. There is no loss of
integrity oi' the feedwater lube oil system. The operability is a visual
examt:stion for leakage. Neither test will have any affect upon operation
of the feed pump.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the tusis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

L
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SE-91-195

00P 6600-9
I

l
'

DESCRIPTION:

Cha3e allows for use of portable gasoline powered fuel oil transfer pump
and for " Cross-filling" In emergency situations.'

SAFETY EVALUATION 5thMARY: |

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initla) conditions used in the UfSAR analysis. !-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operetion or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunetton of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the portable
pump and/or tanker truck specified in the procedure are totally
independent units, and they have no ties to the plant. This procedure
provides an alternate method to add fuel oil to the diesel generator fuel
Oil Day Tank. They are only used as an emergency fuel supply.to the
diesel generator day tanks.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-196

MODIFICATION TEST PO4-1-90-146

DESCRIPTION:

Stroke and time HO l-2301-8 per QOS 2300-3.

SAFETY EVALUATIO;1 St# MARY:

1. The change described abeve has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could leaa to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed belew:

Large/Small Breek LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 6.2.5

For each of these accidents, it has been dete? mined thht the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipmen+ important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

i2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a difrerent type than
Iany previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created becAuse this test

does not change any parameters of the HPCI system. This test will
be performed at cold shutdown as part of approved procedure QCOS 2300-3,
HPCI will be in standby line-up of QCOP 2300-1.

3. 1he margin of safety, is ric cefined in the basis fo any Technitti
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

b

:
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SE-91-197

HINOR DESIGN CHANGE TEST PO4-1-91-004

,

DESCRIPTION:

3 'or a MinorThere is not change involved. This safety evaluatio 2

Design Change test which is purely veritication only.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine nach accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: ,

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each or these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety cs previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibt'.ity fc* an accident or malfunction of a different typt than
any ;reviously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this test is
simply a visual verification. There are no action steps required to be
telen to complete the test.

3. 'The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 84 i
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SE-91-198

00S 005-S13, QOS 005-514

DESCRIPTION:

Revise the minimum level and maximum temperature requirements for the SBLC
main tanks.

SAFETY EVAll!ATION SUMMARY: >

1. The change describad above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated trah ipr t described in the UFSAR wuere any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or im911citly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

I - Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

ATHS/ Loss of CRD System UfSAR SECTION: 6.7

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probabliity of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evalueted in the UFSAR.

2- The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a 6iffsrent type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created ber.ause the change in
the SULC tank level and temperature require: rents will provide additional
net positive suction head to the pumps to ensure the required amount of
solutten can be put into the reactor. Further, the additional level will
prov!de extra solution available to be pumped. This will further ensure
complete reactor shutdown, due to the additional boron injected into the
reactor,

3- The margin of safety, is not deftrgd in the basis for any Technical
Spetti'ication, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|
|
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SE-91-199

MODIFICATION PO4-1-90-054

DESCRIPTION: :
1

Perform modification test to verify proper performance of installed ,

H0 1-0301-10 valve. i

SAFETY EVALUATION StDNARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or j
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is |
true

1

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. |-

-- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident. )

1

I
- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component

could lead to the accident.
i

The accidents which ms t these criteria are listed below:e

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or raalfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
modification test will be performed when the reactor is in cold shutdown
condition. HPCI is not required to be. operable during cold shutdown thus
the test will not affect system operation.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

<
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SE-91-200

OPERASILITY TEST FOR P04-1-90-054

DESCRIPTION:

Perform operability test to verify proper performance of installed HPCI
test return M0-1-2301-10 valve.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUHMARY:

1. lhe change described above has l'een analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is ex.nlicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident,

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Slow Depressurizing loss of Cvu ,nt Accident UFSAR SECTION: 1.3.S, 6.2.2
6.2.5, 6.2.7

Inadvertent Injection of HPCI UFSAR SECTION: 4.3.3

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

,

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment impcrtant to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the
operability test will not reduce the ability of the HPCI system to operate
in a slow depressurizing LOCA. Failure of the valve H0 1-2301-10 would
render HPCI inoperable just as it would with the previous installed
valve. The ability of the other ECCS systems remain operable. The
overall reliability of the system will improve by elimination of
cavitation in the valve.

3. The margin of safety, is not defir.ed in the basis for any Techr.'ce'
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

.
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SE-91-201

M4-1-89-052 H0DIFICATION TEST

DESCRIPTION:

This change replaced the existing containment valves with a new type of
valve.

SAFETY EVA1.UATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitlj or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR-.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because performance
of this test will not alter operational requirements of the valves with
the unit in shutdown. The mod test only checks the valves for closure on
1.ss of power. Additionally, only construction tests and surveillances
are reviewed for successful completion.

3. The margin of safety,.is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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SE-91-202

M4-1-89-117 HODIflCATION TEST

DESCRIPTION:

Determine the capacity of the new drywell floor drain and equipment sump
pumps.

SAFETY EVAL *JATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each acc' dent or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during er after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
j described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or tne
I consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
| safety as previously evaluated tu the UfSAR.

- 2. The_ possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different tvpe than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because perforrcance
of this test will not alter operational requirements of the sump pumps

| with the unit shutdown. The new pumps are replacement for the old sump
pumps and use the same power source, are of the same capacity and theI

control logic-is also the same. They were replaced merely for case of
removal for any future maintenance.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical

|
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

,

I

i '
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SE-91-203

QCOS 203-1, REVISION 1

DESCRIPTION:

This change is to establish correct acceptance criteria. The criteria is
to be changed from alarm '' Verify and record threshold setpoint is between
.09 and .11" to " record threshold setpoint", and acoustic monitor alarms
when threshold setpoint is exceeded.

SAFETY EVALUATION SOHKARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the U7SAR. -

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
is only to adjust the acceptance criteria to its intended level set forth
by the vendor of this equipment,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefort, the safety margin is not reduced.

~
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SE-91-205

ALARA DOSE REDUCTION SHEET #334

DESCRIPTION:

Place 2 lead blanhets on the 1-2001-4" line.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these-accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of et.ipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because an analysis,
using PbShielding, has shown that the pipe and its supports are capable of
this increased ioad, and thus system operation will be unaffected.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

!

t
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SE-91-206

QCOS 1000-2 - MONTHLY RHR PUMP /RHR SW PUMP OPERABILITY TEST

DESCRIPTION:

Verifies RHR SH pumps meet Tech Spec requirements of flow and pressure
monthly. Also verifles RHR pumps meet Tech Spec requirements of flow and
pressure in the LPCI Mcde.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
| described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change to
this procedure is consistent with the UFSAP. and does not change the design
or function of any component in the RHR system.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specific? tion, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

,

i
;

i
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SE-91-207

'

SETPOINT CllANGE NUMBER 415

DESCRIPTION:

Change main chimney sampler flow rate meter low flow alarm setpoint to 0
liters / min.

SAFETY EVALUATION St# MARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Rod Drop UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.1.7 & Table 14.2.1
Fuel Loading UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.2.5 & Tables 14.2.3, 14.2.4
Steam Line Rupture UFSAR SECTION: None (14.2.3)
Loss of Coolant UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.9 Table 14.2.10

for each of these accidents, it has been determined-that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

;

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than>

L any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this is a
passive system which provides indication and therefore cannot increase the
possibility of an accident or malfunction.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

I

!
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SE-91-208

MINOR DESIGN CHANGE PO4-1-90-169 MOD TEST

DESCRIPTION:

Perform modification test for minor design change PO4-1-90-169. MDC
repaired damaged section of RHR-Fuel Pool Cooling assist line and repair
hanger.

SAFETY EVALUAfl0N StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is -

true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR 'nal sis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or imtlicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

.

2, The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because no actual
testing is performed by this nod test. The nodification testing performs
a verification that proper inspection of the repaired piping was performed
during the hydrostatic testing.

3 The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-209

QOA 700-2 - LOCAL POWER RANGE MONITOR FAILURE

DESCRIPTION:

Have an operator place a LPRM bypass card on a LPRM when it is bypassed
and changed-the number of LPRMs that need to be verified operable to 13
from 14.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the use of an
LPRM bypass card has no affect on anything associated with accidents and
malfunctions. Having a different type of card on a bypassed LPRM is just
an administrative change. The change in the-number of operable LIRMs to
13 from 14 is so that the procedure agrees with way the APRMs are set up.
Also the change in the number makes the procedure consistent with the
discussion (step E) in the procedure. There is no impact on any system or
function from this change.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin-is not reduced.

|

|
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SE-91-210

Q85908-6.02 - REVISION O

DESCRIPTION:

This safety evaluation is for the review of Work Package Q85908-6.02,
Revision O. Install and terminate cables and jumpers to provide
electrical supervision for the Unit 1 Cable Tunnel Helpipe System Panel
(2251-64)

SAFETY EVALUATION StAMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. '

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Fire UFSAR SECTION: 10.6

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR. -

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunttion of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because Section 10.6
of the UFSAR does not specifically identify which fire protection
detection systems are required to have electrical supervision only that
"all alarm circuits are either electrically supervised or are tested to
assure operability." Hiring changes included in this scope of work are
performed in Panel 2251-64, new junction box ITB-234, Mnx #2 and panel
2212-113 (XL3 panel). All terminations are to provide a path from the
water flow and tamper switches to the XL3 panel. Any failures in this
circuit (either new or existing equipment) will be identified to the
control room by the XL3 supervisory system. Therefore, providing the
terminations (and additional electrical supervision) undor this scope of
work cannot reasonably be expected to create any new credible accident
from those previously analyzed.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-211

QCOP 1000-8 - POST ACCIDENT CONTAINMENT SPRAY INiilATION

DESCRIPTION:

Revise procedure to allow flexability of system operation for various
combinations of containment spray and RHR modes, Remove restriction of 1
RHR pump during Drywell Spray. Revise Drywell Spray Initiation Limit
information, Provide flexability, based upon time and power, for starting
RHR SH.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM1ARY:

1, The change descr! bed above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 6.2.4

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2, The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the UFSAR
analysis considers the LOCA both with and without containment spray, This
procedure does not contain any actions which would change the results of
the analysis or create any new type of accident.

| 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.

|
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SE-91-212

QCOP 1000-9 - TORUS COOLING STAR 10P AND OPERATION

DESCRIPTION:

This change allows anticipation of a LPCI signal and its impact on torus
cooling.

SAFETY EVAL.UATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 6.2.4.

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a differei.' ype than
any previously evaluated in t'e UFSAR is not created because torus coolingn
is initiated to limit the temperature rise in the torus. If an accident

| -occurred which added heat to the torus, it would be some type of LOCA and
| thers is the possibility of LPCI initiation when a LOCA occurs. The
'

operating crew is controlling RHR with their first priority being adequate
core cooling. If this is assured, then the anticipation of that signal,
which will automatically stop torus cooling, will enhance the control of
the accident by allowing torus cooling to remain in operation.

| 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
t
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SE-91-213

|
TEMPORARY PROCEDURES 6725, 6726

DESCRIPTION:

Temporary procedure for removing the U1 reserve aux transformers (T.12)
from service and subsequently returning to service T12.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UTSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Diesel Generator failure UFSAR SECTION: 8.2.3

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because all
auto-start signals for the U 1/2 diesel generator to U2 are unaffected by
this temporary procedure, thus U2 operation during a LOCA event remains
bounded by the analysis.

The signals for U1 and U 1/2 diesel generator auto-start signal to U1 are
being altered with respect to the main feed breakers to Bus 13 and 14, UV
on 13 and 14, as well as breakers between buses 13-1 & 13 and buses 14-1 &
14. All remainir.9 auto start signals (high DW press, low-low reactor

I water level, UV cn Gus 13-1 & 14-1 etc.) will be disabled, the UI & V 1/2
diesel generator will remain available to supply power to the unit
emergency buses as required with the loss of a single diesel generator
analysis still bounding.

Additionally, U1 1; .equired to have the no control rod movement allowed,

during the time that T12 is 005 and no wort is being performed that may!

drain the reactor vessel.

| 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety maigin is not reduced.
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SE-91-214

085916-6.01, REVISION 0

DESCRIPTION:

This safety evaluation is for the review of Hork Package Q85916-6.01,
Revision 0. Install miscellaneous equipment, jumpers and terminations for

.

installation of electrical supervision for the Unit 2 diesel generator '

room doors D-120, D-120A and D-128.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criterla are listed below:

Fire UFSAR SECTION: 10.6

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to-
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because Section 10.6
of the UFSAR does not specifically identify which fire protection
detection systems are required to have electrical supervision only that
"all alarm circuits are either electrically supervised or are tested to
assure operability." Addition of equipment under this work scope only
affects the location of the alarm. The new system will provide a trouble
printout in the Control Room whereas the old equipment alarmed on the
security computer. No new credible accidents can reasonably be expected
by this change.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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SE-91-215

PROCEDURE-TRANSTER AND DEHATERING Of MAX-RECYCLE SPENT RESIN TANK
VIA "B" TRANSFER HEADER

DESCRIPTION:

This procedure provides the steps necessary to transfer the Max-recycle
spent resin tank to a high integrity container or liner and dewater with
Chem Nuclear Rapid Dewatering System-1000.

SAFErf EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents. it has been determined that the change
described above will not li.rease the probability of an occurrence c- the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
orocedure only provides an alternative method of processing radwaste
.esins from max-recycle. The station process control program already
describes the vendor system being used and has previously been on-site
reviewed.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-216

PO4-0-90-166 - H0DIFICATION TEST

DESCRIPTION:

Ensure that the construction test for minor design change PO4-0-90-166 was
successfully completed. Construction test is to verify no leaks.

SAFETY EVALUA110N St#W.RY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accideats which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this mod test
does not affect plant equipment.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 84

.



SE-91-217

HORK PEQUEST Q90309

DESCRIPTION:

Remove tubing and braze fitting in support of mechanical maintenance valve
replacement.

SAFETY EVAL.UATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where cny of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which moet these criteria are listed below:

Loss-of-coolant UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4
Refueling Accident UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.2

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

.2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because_having one
train of SBGT out-of-service to replace the flow control valve will not
create the possibility of an accident due to the fact that the other train
of SBGT will remain operable while the other train is out-of-service.
Operability of the train will be checked daily according to Technical

(' Specifications,
|

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-218

QCOS 1300-11

DESCRIPTION:

Temporary procedure verifles the RCIC manual power operated, or automatic
valves in the direct flow path, suction and discharge of the RCIC system
are in proper position. (excluding secured or locked in valves).

SAFELY EVALUATION SUPN RY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

- The changed sh'ucture, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the c unged structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these critsria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has bean determined that the change
described above will noi intrease the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the acttr^r.t. or malfurction of equipment important to
safety as previously eva 1ated :n the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for ;a acsidon' or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated In t?e UFSAR is not created because this will not
affect RCIC systers or plant operation. Temporary procedure will test
operability of valves in direct flow path of RCIC system ensuring proper
position of valves. This procedure excludes valves that are locked in or
secured already. This safety evaluation reflects the NRC safety
eval.Stion for Amendments 130 (DPR 29) and 124 (DPR 30) of Tech Specs,

3. The m gin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specif kation, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-219 |

QCOS 2300-1, QC05 2300-9, QC05 2300-2

DESCRIPTION:

Temporary procedures verifying the HPCI pump operability, monthly venting
of the HPCI, and new HPCI system outage report.

SAFETY EVALUATION St# NARY:

1. The change described above has be6n analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient de:cribed in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these critecla are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the frequency
of pump operability testing is reduced, thus increasing reliability of the
systems operations, as documented in NRC safety evaluation for Tech. Spec,
amendments 124 (DPR-30)and 130 (DPR-29). Also, more recently licensed
BWR's current Tech. Specs, reflect that taking the other subsystems out of
service for testing creates the risk of the second system failing and
therefore have reduced their frequency of testing.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-220

QCOS 1300-10, QCOS 1300-2, QCOS

DESCRIPTION:

Temporary procedures verifying RCIC pump operability, monthly venting of
systems, and new RCIC system outage report.

SAFETY EVALUATIM SLM4ARY:

1. The change described above has boon analy7ed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the inillal conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the cnanged structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to

,

safety as previou;1y evaluated in the UFSAR.'

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the frequency
of pump cgerability testing is reduced, thus increasing reliability of the
systems operations, as documented in NRC safety evaluation for Tech. Spec.
amendments 124 (DPR-30)and 130 (DPR-29). Also, more recently licensed
BWR's current Tech. Specs. reflect that taking the other subsystems out of
setv.:e for testing creates the risk of the second system falling and
therefore have reduced their frequency of testing.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|
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SE-91-221

QCOS 2300-10

DESCRIPTION:

Temporary procedure is verifying the HPCI manual, power operated or
automatic valves in the direct flow path of suction or discharge are in
proper position (excluding secured or locked valves).

SAFETY EVALUATION StM(ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

( - The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
i assumed to function during or after the accident.
|

| - Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
I could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure does not affect HPCI system operations or plant operation.
Temporary procedure will test operability of valves in direct flow path,
suction and discharge, of the HPCI system. The procedure excludes those
valves which are already secured or locked in. This safety evaluation
reflects the NRC safety evaluation related to amendments 130 (DPR 29) and

| 124 (DPR 30) of Tech Specs.
'

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

1

i
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SE-91-222

HC-4-1-89-019

DESCRIPTION:

The test will consist of verification of orientation and location of newly
installed supports and repaired supports in accordance with ECN design,

SAFETY EVALUATION St# NARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to' function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the hanged structure, system, or component
could lead to the acciden:

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each-of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this is a-
passive test, a visual inspection test that will not impact systems or
functions,

3. The margin of safety, is not defired in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

<
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SE-91-223

MC-4-1-90-024

DESCRIPI10N:

Perform a minor design change test on a minor design change. The test {
will consist of flushing the high and low level switches on the "lA" and ~

"lB" HSDis and tripping the level switches.

SAFETY EVALUATION PJHMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in *.he UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

| For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
I described above-will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the test will
be performed during plant shutdown or refueling and the MSDTs will drain.
The idea of the test is to make sure that the level switch functions as
intended so that it does not fail during plant operation, run or
startup/ hot standby.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical:

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

! TS 84
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SE-91-224

MC 4-1-90-087

DESCRIPTION:

The minor design change test will consist of visually inspecting newly
installed thermocouples and pressure test tap valves.

SAFETY EVALUATION SIM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfun; don of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the visual
inspection test is a passive function. There will be no new failure modes
created that will impact the system.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

:

!

I

i
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SE-91-225

HC 4-1-90-0S7 - 086507

DESCRIPTION:

Perform minor design thenge test of NPCI linear heat detector with deluge
system 005, actuate detection system by heating protectowire and use of
manual rull/ push button stations.

SAFETY EVA!.UATION St# MARY:

1. Th' change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or,

anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

1he changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumad to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could Icad to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

tach of these accidents, it has been datermined that the changei

ribed above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or thet

co. equence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than "

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
is only a routine test that will prove the newly installed linear detector
to be functional. The steps needed to be performed during this test do
not differ from the current surveillance for the HPCI detection system
except that this test will be performed on out-of, service equipment.

3. T!4 margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-226

MINOR DESIGN CHANGE P04-2-91-004

DESCRIPTION:

Irstall a 300K (approximately) resistor in the bypass valve positioning
units of #1. #2 and #3 bypass valves.

SAFETY FVAll|ATION StmARY: I

i
1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or

anticipat:'d transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true: ;

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Loss of riectrical Loao UFSAR SECTION: 11.2.3
'

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or maifunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created becaus6 the failure
mode of the bypass valves are not being changed with this minor design
change. The bypass valves will still function as designed. The
possibility of a failure of the #1, #2, and #3 bypass valves is actually
being decreased by this minor design change because the current
oscillation problems with these valves at low power levels are being
reduced. The wear on the valves and associated hydraulic actuators will,

: be reduced with the reduction in oscillations.
I 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

;
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50-91-227

Q05 4100-12, REVISION 9

!
,

DESCRIP110N:
,

Method and location of taking resistance readings in HPCI deluge system
functional test has been changed to panels 1/2-HPCI-4(1/2-HPCI-6).

,

5AFLTY EVALUATION SIM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient dese ibed in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

1he changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed sticcture, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Fire UFSAR SEC110N: 10.6
.

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that she change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because verification
of integrity of the detection portion of the system is made prior to
pl6cing the $Uppression system back into service. When the detection
system is placed back into service (resetting breaker #8 at the 125 VDC
reactor building distributton panel), any new failures (shorts, open
circuits, etc.) reated by this test will be observed by the alarm
evstem. This is performed prior to placing the suppression system back
into service to prevent accidentally setting off the deluge system and
spraying the HPCI turbine.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced. ,

,
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SE-91-229

H0DIFICATION TEST FOR PO4-2-90-178

'

DESCRIPl?ON

Pe r for;- u1P'Jication test to verify correct installation of new modified
support 3 tor HPCI steam drain line.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY: ,

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
unticipated transient described in the Uf5AR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFFAR analysts.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system,-or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed be".ow:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change,

i described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accidtnt, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
modification test consists solely of performing a visual inspection of the
new modified pipe supports as per the ECN. This will not impact any
system's function to create a possibility of an accident.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical,

| Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
|

|
|

|
|

i
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SE-91-231

091293

DESCRIPTION:

Change the scale range on the hydrogen addition off-gas 02 analyzers from
0-5, 0-10, and 0-257. to 0-25, 0-50, and 0-100%.

SAI ETY EVALUATION SUMKARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
4described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

_

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
only changes the scale on a local indication for the 02 analyzers. ,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

s
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|

SE-91-232 |

Q91294
I

|

DESCRIPTION:

Change the scale range on the hydrogen addition off-gas 02 analyzers from
0-5, 0-10, and 0-25% to 0-25%, 0-50%, and 0-100%.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true'

1

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysts. |-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impitcitly-

ascumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or tallure of the changed structure, system, or component :| -

could lead to the accident.'

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety es previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. Th7 possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change <

| only changes the scale on a local indication for the 02 analyzers.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

,

!

.
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SE-91-23S

HC4-1-90-136

DESCRIPTION:

Modification and operability test for the relay installed in 11C4 1-90-136.

SAFETY EVALUATION S M RY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated trans' tent described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly-

assumed to functicn during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
,

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because there are no
action steps in the test. UFSAR is not affected.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not redu:ed.

:
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SE-91-237

HIN0R DESIGN CHANGE P04-1-91-050 TEST

DESCRIPTION:

Stroke HOV 1-1301-25 verify light indication.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is ,

'true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impIlcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.
,

'

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

j could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet tl.ese criteria are listed below:

Loss of Condenser UFSAR SECTION: 4.5

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created necause test is
performed during cold shutdown. RCIC functions do n- change due to test,
and the valve function remains the-same. All conditions are unchanged.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

i
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SE-91-238

QCOP 1300-2, RCIC SYSTEM MANUAL START-UP (INJECTION / PRESSURE CONTROL)

l

DESCRIPTION: j

Direction on switching suction from torus to CCST. Direction on using
RCIC for RPV pressure control when an initiation signal is present.

SAFETY EVAtUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which miet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important-to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the SER
written on the Emergency Operating Procedure Guidelines providesr

! authorization form the NRC to support the actions described in the
procedure. The UFSAR describes the initiation signal and use of RCIC as
an RPV level consideration. If used in the pressure control mode, it

would still have HPCI and in some accidents Cond/F 1 as alternate methods
of injecting water into the RPV. Use of RCIC in pressure control
increased the flexability of operator response-to various combinations of
system failures which many times are beyond the bound of those failures
assumed in the design basis accidents. While accomplishing this purpose,
it also provides for adequate core cooling through the redundant systems
which inject into the RPV but if RCIC was needed for injection, it would

: still be used to inject and the combination of steam used to drive the
i turbine plus cooling provided by injection water would continue to aid in
; depressurization.
|

| 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-239

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE 6771 AND TEMPORARY ALTERATION 91-1-93

DESCRIPTION:

Removing 1/2 diesel generator from service with T12 RAT also 00S to be
followed by restoration of the 1/2 diesel generator to service.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described abcve has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: -

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. '

-

The changed structere, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

'assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet taese crittria at e listed below:

LOCA UFSAR SECTlvN: 14
,

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than -

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not cieated because per section
8.2.3.1 the units can be safely shutdown from full power operation with a
loss of offsite, with a LOCA and with only 1 diesel generator available to
the unit - with the units in a cold shutdown condition and the unit diesel
generators available (i.e., U1 L U2 DG) an acciden' of a different type
does not exist for either unit.

3. The margin of safety, is hot defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-240

UFSAR UPDATE

DESCRIPTION:

The proposed changes to the UfSAR are:

Section 9.5.5.2 Personnel Monitoring Systems: This change would remove
the exact description of the type of dosimetry required. It would be
replaced by referring to the requirements of 10CFR20.

Section 9.5.5.7 Bio-assay and Medical Examination Program: The change
would delete a Dresden Station reference, add contractors and visitors for
CECO to provide Whole Body Counting services and add that medical
examination are performed yearly.

Section 13.1 Personnel Descriptions: Split the Rad / Chem department into
two separate groups. This will effect the descriptions of the
Technicians, foremen and the depsrtment supervisors.

Section 13.4.3 Radiation Control Standards: The change would change the
title of this section to " Radiation Protection Procedures" and any
references to this title in the body of this section. Additional title
change would be from the Radiation-Chemistry supervisor, to Radiation
Protection Department.

Section 13.4.3.2 Personnel Monitoring: Remove the requirements of film
badges and replace with TLD badges.

Section 13.4.3.3 Dostmeters: Add the use of electronic dosimetry and give
a choice of using electronic dosimetry or direct-reading poNet
dostmeters. Remove the requirement of any person exceedin; 200 mrem to
report to R.P. too any person exceeding their approval will report to R.P.

Section 13.4.3.4 Honttoring of Visitors: Change film badge to TLD badge.

Section 13.4.4.5.1 Protective Clothing: Add the word contaminated to the
first sentence. Change film badge to TLD badge.

Section 13.4.3,5.2 Access to High Radiation Areas.

Section 13.5.8 Radiological and Chemical Records: Change the title of the
Rad-Chem Supervisor to the Radiation Protection and Chemistry Supervisors.
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! SE-91-240 (CONT''D)

i UFSAR UPDATE

SAFETY EVALUATION St# NARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to cetermine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previoutly evaluated in the UFSAR is not treated because this is an
administrative change to the UFSAR, and does not 9ffect plant systems or
operation.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-241

MINOR DESIGN CHANGE TEST P04-1-91-004

i

DESCRIPTIDN:

There is no change involved. This safety evaluation is being written for
a Minor Design Change Test which is purely verification only. There are
no action steps involved.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is expilettly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Nona

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this test is
simply a visual verification. There are no action steps required to
complete the test.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

,
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SE-91-244

OPERABILITY TEST FOR PO4-1(2)-91-004

DESCRIPTION:

There is no change involved. This safety evaluation is being written for
a operability test in which the first thr a ',teps are purely a visual
verification and the last step is part of an approved station procedure.

SAFETY LVALUATION SlMMRY:

1. The chan'e described above has been analyzed to determine each cccident or
anticipaledtransientdescribedintheUFSARwhereanyofthefollowingis
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could Icad to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

| For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the'

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of squipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfuncu an of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because steps 1, 2

l and 3 of this test are simply visual verifications requiring no action
l eteps. Step 4 of this test ': part of an approved statio'1 procedure which

has previously had a 10CFR50.59 evaluation performed on it.

; 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
' Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

i

|

|
|
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SE-91-245

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE

DESCRIPTION:

Procedure verifles the alarm and automatic start /stop features associated
with the 1/2 diesel generator day tant and related fuel oil transfer
equipment.

SAFETY EVAt0ATION St# MARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident,

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of cquipment important to
safety ri previously evaluated in the UFSAP,.

_

2. 1:.e poss!bility for an accident or malfunction cf a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the EDG is
riot required to be operable during this procedure. Protection is provided
via the Day Tank overflow line the vent of overfill of the day tank. This -

overflow line is routed back to the main fuel storage tank therefore, the
likelihood of a spill is minimal with the EDG inop the lowering of the day
tank does not create an operability concern. A spill while draining the
day tank down is prevented by limiting inventory in the main storage tank
to 95% (volume .s

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any' Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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5[-91-246

HDDiflCA110N TEST M4-1-89-074A AND OPERADILITY TEST

DLSCRIPTION: |
Added a photocell assembly and auto-sensor to supply rollomatic filters to
identify when a new media material is needed.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated trenstent described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, systetr or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has aeen determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of ; different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created ber.ause this
modification test will not adversely affect any systems.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-247

TEMPORARY ALTERATION

DESCRIPTION:

To connect a strip chart recorder to 6 point of connection in order to
monitor pump suction and discharge pressures, steam supply and exhaust
pressures, RPM from Tachometer and flow from 901-3 panel.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlH4ARY:

1. Tt,; change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is -

true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the acciuent.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Slow Depressurizing Loss of Coolant Accident UFSAR SECTION: 1.3.5,

Inadvertent Injection of HPCI U$A $ETb kk3
For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to -

safety as previously evaluateo in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the potenttal
failures are bounded by the analysis in the UfSAR. The strip chart
recorder will be connected in-parallel to the required circuits for
monitoring HPCI pump suction and discharge pressures, steam supply and
exhaust pressures, flow and turbine RPM's. The control r%m indicators
will function the same as before. There is no identified failure modes or,

interactions more severe than a steamline break or loss of HPCI system.

3, The margin of safety, is not defined in the casts for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

e
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SE-91-248 4

QGP 1-1

DESCRIPTION:

A stopping point, during the normal startup, needs to be added to allow
for llPCI and/or RCIC pump testing.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evalua,ed in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this is a
normal startup procedure and is consistent with the methods of operation
described in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in th6 basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 85

. . _ - . -- - _ _ - _ . - . . - - . . _ _ - -_



p i mme e i

SE-91-249

QOS 005-513, QOS 005-514

DESCRIPTION:

Revise the low limit temperature of the Unit 1(2) SDLC tants to 90*F on
the equipment attendant sur<cillance sheets.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION SUMHARY:

"

1. The change desciibed above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

ATHS/ Loss of CRD UFSAR SECTION: 6.7

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the
surveillance limit change assures that the proper boron solution
concentration exists at all times so that if the system is required, it
may fulfill its design purpose which is reactor shutdown.

3. The aargin of safety, is not defined in the basis for sny Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-250

2B CAM HEAT TRACE UPGRADE HODIFICATION TEST
,

,

DESCRIPTION: |
|

Hodification Test.

SAFETY EVAL.UA110N SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or afwer the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the~
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the new heat
trace will be tested in its normal configuration. The test simply takes
current, voltage, and temperature measurements when the system is
functioning normally.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

i

t
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SE-91-252

FSAR UPDATE

DESCRIPTION:

FSAR change to remove exact requirements of the Environmental program from
the FSAR's, so that ODCH is the only document describing exact
requirements. The ODCH will be referenced in the FSAR's.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equioment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change to
the UFSAR will not affect plant operations.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technisal
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|
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SE-91-2S3

SOFTWARE INSTALLATION H-91-08 (Stram Timing)

DESCRIPTION:

Change the scram timing program to include an initialize statement to
clear error conditions from previous rods before starting the next rod.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFRAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the occident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change
does not change any timing functions of the program and will not change
results of scram timing.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-254

UFSAR CHANGES FOR GE 8 x 8 NB FUEL

DESCRIPTION:

Changing the UFSAR to take into account GE 8X8 NB fuel. The changes w;,e
made to Sections 1,3 and 14. Typos and errors found in these sections
were also corrected.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of tht following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Refueling Accident UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.2
Main Steam Line Break outside

Drywell UFSAP SECTION: 14.2.3
LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4
Turbine Trip w'o Bypass UFSAR SECTION: 3.2.5.4.2/4.4.3
Load Rejection w/o Bypass UFSAR SECTION: 3.2.5.4.1
fcedwater Controller Failure UFSAR SECTION: 3.2.5.4.6/11.3.3
Loss of feedwater Heater UFSAR SECTION: 3.2.5.4.3
Inadvertent start of HPCI UFSAR SECTION: 3.2.5.4.4/4.4.3
Rod Withdrawal / Error UFSAR SECTION: 3.2.5.4.5

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

!
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SE-91-254 (CONT'D)

UFSAR CHANGES FOR GE 8 x 8 NB FUEL,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the GE 8x8 NB
fuel design was reviewed and generally approved by the NRC (NRC letter,
A.C. Thadan (NRC) to J.S. Charnely (GE) " Acceptance for Referencing of
Amendment 18 to General Electric Licensing Topical Report NEDE-24011-P-A",
dated May 12, 1988). Also the fuel type has been incorporated into GESTAR
(GE document NEDE-24011-P-A-9, " General Electric Standard Appilcation for
Reactor fuel (GESTART-!!), dated September 1988) and evaluated by NFS
(Nuclear Fuel Services Report,_NFSR-0067, Rev. 4 " Technical Evaluation of
GE 9B fuel design", dated March 1989). The core reloads using GE 8x8 NB
(GE 98) was analyzed using approved GE methodology (Supplemental Reload
Licensing Submittal, SAFER /GESTR-LOCA(NEDC-31345P)) and the cycle specific
results reviewed by the station (OSR 90-4, OSR 90-38). The referenced
documents and the analysis done supports the rational the GE 8x8 NB fuel
will not create the possibility of an accident or malfunction of a type-
different from those already evaluated in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

l
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SE-91-255

085909-6.02, REVISION O

'

DESCRIPTION:

Install and terminate cables and jumpers to provide electrical supervision for
the Unit 2 Cable Turnel Hetpipe System.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident o.
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

the changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Fire UFSAR SECTION: 10.6

for each of 'hese accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequente of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UTSAR.

2. The possibliity for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR 1s not created because Section 10.6
of the UfSAR does not specifically identify which fire protection
detection sy2tems are required to have electrical supervision, only that
"all alarm circuits are either electrically .upervised or are tested to
assure operability". Wiring changes included in this scope of work are
performed in panels 2252-70A, 2252-70C, 2212-113 and 2212-59; Junction
boxes 2-TB-49, 2-TB-232; and Mux's #2, 6, and 7. All terminations are to
provide an electrical circuit from the water flow and tamper switches to
the XL3 panel. Any failures in this circuit (either new or existing
equipment) vill be identified to the Control Room by the XL3 supervisory
system, Therefore, providing these terminations (and additional
electrical supervision) under this scope of work cannot reasonably be
expected to create any new credible accidents from those previously
analyzed.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 85

_ _ _ . , . _ - - . . _. _ __



. ._ - . _ -- ..

i. . . . . . ,

SE-91-256

QGA 100 - RPV CONTROL

DESCRIPTION:

1. If cannot stay inside Primary Containment Pressure Limit. THEN prevent
injection from outside primary containment untti you can stay inside J
Primary Containment Pressure Limit (found in QGA 100, 101, 200, 500-3,
and 500-4).

The Primary Containment Pressure Limit is a combination of two curves;
the Primary Containment Pressure Limit Curve and the Maximum Primary
Containment Water level Limit Curve. The curve is enforcing a primary ;

objective or philosophy taken in the Emergency Operating Procedures
which is stated: When a mutually exclusive decision between
maintaining adequate core cooling and assuring primary containment
integrity must be made, the EPGs preferentially choose to maintain
primary containment integrity in order to protect against the |
uncontrolled release of radioactivity to the general public from a
degraded core condition. (Appendix A: A-20, A-46 and Calculation HS-9
and Appendix B: B-6-23).

2. If cannot hold indicated level a!..c -59 in., THEN Inhibit ADS.
(QGA 100). ,

If cannot hold level above -142 in. (TAF) ....... Inhibit ADS.
(QGA 100)

QGA 100, RPV Control, provides operator actions to deal with RPV level
control problems. The ADS logic is designed to evaluate parameters
and provide a depressurization of the RPV in the event that a LOCA has :

occurred and high pressure sources of injection are insufficient to
maintain RPV inventory. The QGAs also deal with this possibility but
expand the concept to encompass a wider range of equipment failures
and possible level control complications that could occur. Due to
this expanded amount of direction and the fact that many variables are
considered as input to the decision for RPV depressurization, the ADS
automatic function is defeated and the operating crew, using the logic
provided by the QGA procedures, evaluates the situation and initiates
RPV blowdown when required.

,

r
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SE-91-256 (CONT'D)

QGA 100 - RPV CONTROL

3. IF cannot hold level above -142 in. (TAF)..... further expanded
direction of RPV level control is directed.
HAIT Until level drops to -142 in. (TAF).....dtrection given to
specify either RPV Blowdown or Steam Cooling.

QGA 100, RPV Control, provides operator actions to deal with RPV level
control problems. The first focus is to maintain level between 48 and
+48 inches. This is accomplished by use of normal and ECCS type
systems. If level cannot be maintained above +8 then direction is
given to maintain above -142 and use of alternate injection systems is
allowed. If level drops to -142, then adequate core cooling could
soon be challenged and the RPV-will either be blowndown to allow low
pressure injection or held at pressure to maximize steam cooling of -

the uncovered portion of the core.

4. IF anticipate doing blowdown.....Depressurize RPV rapidly using main
-

" 'turbine bypass valves. OK to exceed 100F/hr cooldown".

If plant conditions exist such that the operator believes that the '

procedures are going to require a Blowdown of the RPV, using AD5
valves, then permission is given to commence the blowdown and use the
main condenser as the heat sink to reduce impact on the primary ,

containment. Since the blowdown through the ADS sives will result in
exceeding th.1 cooldown rate permission it given here so that the
operator will not be hampered in the attempt to reduce this

,

containment heat load.,

,

5. .... 0K to defeat low pressure Isolation
,

Systems used-to inject into the RPV are listed in QGA 100 and include
RCIC. Permission is given to defeat the RCIC isolation signal from -

RPV low pressure (50 psig).

6. .... 0K to defeat high torus level transfer.

~ Systems used to inject into the RPV are listed in QGA 100 and-include
RCIC and HPCI. Permission is given to defeat the automatic suction
transfer wnich occurs at +5 inches in the torus.

|
t

t
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SE-91-256 (CONT'D)

QGA 100 - RPV CONTROL

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: I

,

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component !-

could lead to the accideet. I

The accidents which meet these criterla are listed below: ,

Primary Containment Pre..ure Limit
ADS Inhibit UFSAR SECTION: 6

Small Break LOCA'

RPV level at Top of Active fuel (TAF) UFSAR SECTION: 14
Large Dreak LOCA

Exceeding RPV Cooldown
RCIC Low Pressure Isolation
HPC1/RCIC Suction Transfer UFSAR SECTION: 6

'

CCST failure
RWCU lsolat1on Bypass ;

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probabt11ty of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to '

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.
!

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a dlfferent type than !
,

j any previously ovaluated in the UFSAR is not created because:

Primary Containment Pressure Limit - The actions described in these steps
i are not discussed in the UFSAR. The accidents which would require
I implementation of these procedure steps are beyond the bounds of the i

| design basis accidents discussed in the UfSAR. The SER written on the
| Emergency Operating Procedures Guidelines provides authorization from the '

| NRC to support the actions described in the procedure.
1
'

,

.
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SE-91-256 (CONT'D)

QGA 100 - RPV CONTROL

ADS Inhibit - The intent of the automatic logic is to provide
depressurl:ation of the RPV when HPCI is unable to maintain RPV level and
RPV pressure must be reduced to allow low pressure ECCS to inject. The

procedure steps provide information to the operating crew which form the
basis for determining when to manually perform the depressurization.
Allowing use of actual plant parameters and operator control rather than
automatic logic allows a response to a wider range of transients and is
therefore more likely to result in adequate control of the evolution.
Since the 1ctr was designed to accommodate one specific scenario, '.t may

result in a plc r response that is not thi nost applicable to the current
plant status. Evtnts beyond the design basis of the plant would be the
best examples of this. If a loss of RPV injection sources occurred, and _

the only method of maintaining adequate corc 70 ling was to allow steam
updraft through the core to cool the fuel, tt he pressure must be
conserved in order to extend the amount of time available to restore
injection systems to operation. For accidents within the design basis,
the intent of the automatic logic is still carried out by procedural
direction and manual operator action but the form this takes also accounts
for the possibility of accidents beyond the design basis. The FSAR
accounts for this method of system use and stated "the operator can
prevent automatic ADS actuation by use of a separate ADS inhibit switsn if
he anticipates level recovery af ter the 8.5 minute timer setting is
reached". Due to these factors, this change does not create the
possibility of an accident or malfunction of a type different from those
evaluated in the UFSAR.

RPV level at TAF - Adequate core cooling is assured with RPV level as low
as 2/3 core height and therefore the integrity of the fuel is not
impacted. Implementation of this step does not change the function of
systems and therefore does not create the possibility of an accident or
malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in the UFSAR. Tht
SER states that; Both test and analysis have shown that maintaining the
water level above the top of the active fuel is sufficient to assure-
adequate core cooling, provided the reactor is tripped. The EPGs are
designed to give preference to covering the core with water to cool it.
Further, test and analysis have shown that flooding to 2/3 core height '

with low pressure systems is adequate to maintain core cooling if the
reactor is tripped but the core cannot be completely covered. The EPGs
recognize this mode of cooling as an alternate to the preferred mode of ,

cooling.
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SE-91-256 (CONT'0)

QGA 100 - RPV CONTROL

Exceeding RPV Cooldown - ADS is a system designed for and considered in
the analysis of plant accident. If it actuated, it would result in a

cooldown rate in excess of 100F/hr. The QGAs give direction to the
operating crew to use as a basis for determining when RPV bWwdown is
requir ed. One of the circumstances is the accident for which ADS was
designed and therefore this dire' tion causes no possibility of an accident
or malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in the UFSAR. All
other circumstances where this action would be implemented are
circumstances that are not discussed in the UFSAR. The accident, which

should require implementation of these procedure steps are beyond the
bound of the design basis accidents discussed in the UFSAR, The SER l

written on the Lnergency Operating Procedures Guidelines provides !
authorization form the NRC to support the actions described in the

I

procedure.

RCIC Low Pressure Isolation - The capability to automatically isolate
primary system leakage from a RCIC steam lina break has not been changed.
The purpose of the RPV low pressure RCIC icolation is not the same as for
those isolations. This step will have the operator operate RCIC and in so
doing, the barometric condenser will be operated which will handle any
steam leakage that might occur at the seals. Therefore it does not create
the possibility of an accident or malfunction of a type different from
those evaluated in the UFSAR.

HPCI/RCIC Suction Transfer - The FSAR states the torus suction 1: a bar(up
and that the operator may manually make the suction transfer. If tiis CCST

,

|
was lost, suction transfer would still occur automatically. Since an

' alternate suction is still available, B this change does not adversely
impact the systems or their Nnctions and does not create the possibility
of an accident or malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in
the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, ts not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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St-91-257

QGA 101, RPV CONTROL (ATHS)

DESCRIPTION:

Implement a procedure that provides direction on responding to an ATHS
accident,

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

'

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of the:e accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the actions
described in these steos are not described in the-UTSAR. The accidents
which would require implementation of these procedure steps are beyond the;

bounds of the design basis accidents discussed in the UFSAR. The SER'

written on the Emergency Operating Procedure Guidelines provides
authorization from the NRC to support the actions described in the,

| procedure.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

4
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SE-91-258
.

QGA 200 - PRIMARY CONTAINMENT CONTROL

DESCRIPTION:-

'
1. This procedure places restrictions and sets guidelines for the

operation of Containment Spray. Torus spray is initiated before torus
pressure reaches 6 psig. Drywell Spray is initiated when torus
pressure reaches 6 psig. Containment spray is terminated when the
respective airspace drops to 2.5 psig and_ Containment Spray is not
allowed unless adequate core cooling is_ assured.

2. Drywell spray initiation can be prohibited if drywell parameters do
not fall within the bounds of the Drywell Spray Initiation Spray Limit
Curve. This curve compares the drywell temperature and pressure to
make this determination.

Torus spray initiation can be prohibited if torus level is above 27
feet.
Operator is directed to terminate drywell sprays if torus level chnnot
be maintained below 17 feet.
Operator is directed to exceed offsite radiation release rates if
venting is required to maintain the Primary Containment below the
Primary Containment Pressure Limit.
Operator is directed to defeat vent isolation interlocks if venting is
required to maintain the Primary Containment below the Primary

,

Containment Pressure Limit.
.

Operator is directed to initiate containment spray, event if adequate
core cooling would t,e lost, if the Primary Containtant cannot be
maintained below the-Primary Cotstainment Pressure Limit.
Operator is directed to exceed the 100F/hr cooldown rate if either
torus temperature cannot be maintained below the Heat Capacity Linit

_

or torus level cannot be maintained below the A0$ Valve Ta11 pipe Limit.
Operator is directed to terminate ALL injection if: torus level cannot

,

be maintained below the Primary Containment Pressure Limit.'

Operator is directed to terminate HPCI operation if torus level cannot
be maintained above 11 feet.

|

I
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SE-91-258 (CONT'D)

QGA 200 - PRIMARY CONTAINMENT CONTROL

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION SUPHARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 6

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or inalfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because:

Containment Spray - These steps provide direction on the operation of
containment spray. The FSAR discusses that the assumed time fcr
initiation of containment cooling is based on an arbitrary value. These
steps will most likely lead to initiation of sprays within thet time
interval for the DBA LOCA due to the rapid rise in containment pressure
that results from the RPV depressurization through the break. Even if it
did lead to a delay in the initiation of sprays, the FSAR states that it
will take about eight hours to reach the containment design pressure with
no sprays operating. The FSAR also states that containment spray is not
to be placed into operation unless adequate core cooling is assured. Due

'

to these factors, the steps fall within the guidelines of accidents
described in the FSAR and the system cperation described. Therefore this
does not create the possibility of an accident or malfunction of a type
different from those evaluated.

1
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SE-91-258 (CONT'D)

QGA 200 - PRIMARY CONTAINMENT CONTROL
.

Item 2 - The actions described in-these steps are not discussed in the
UFSAR. The accidents which would require implementation of these

.

I

-procedure steps are beyond the bound of the design basis accidents
discitssed in the UFSAR.' The SER written on the Emergency Operating
Procedures Guidelines provides authorization from the NRC to support the
actions described in the procedure.

3. The. margin of safety,--is not defined in the basis for-any Technical
Specification,-therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

,

,
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SE-91-259

QGA 200-5 - HYDROGEN CONTROL

DESCRIPTION:

Implement a procedure that provides direction on responding to hydrogen
within the primary containment.

SAFETY EVA1.UATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident nr
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
trum

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is expilcitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated ir, the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a differeat type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the actions
described in this procedure are not discussed in the UFSAR. The UFSAR
states that "Although small quantitles of hydrogen are produced during a
design basis accident the containment has the inherent ability to
accommodate much larger amounts...". The accidents that could lead to
hydrogen production that requires implementation of these actions are
beyond the bounds of design basis accidents discussed in the UFSAR. The
SER written on the Emergency Operating Procedures Guidelines provides:

! authorization from the NRC to support the actions described in the
| procedure.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

i
:

,
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SE-91-260

QGA 300 - SECONDARY CONTAINMENT CONTROL

DESCRIPTION:4

'

Peactor building vent - If secondary containment parameters indicate that
actions must be performed to control secondary containment temperature,
radiation levels or water level, then the operator is directed to start
the reactor building vents. As long as ventilation radiation levels are. >

less than the 3 mr/hr setpoint, then permission it given to bypass the
high drywell pressure and low RPV water level isolation signals.

SAFETY EVALUATION SIM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

.

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
l assumed to function during or after the accii2nt.
|

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Refueling Accident UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.2

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction-of a different type than
any previously_ evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because:

Reactor building vents - Bypassing the high drywell pressure and low RPV
level signal for the reactor building ventilation isolation logic removes
a signal which could limit operator response to an accident condition.
The purpose of the isolation signal is to prevent radioactive release to
the environment. This function is still functional and is based on
radiation detectors in the ventilation ductwork. If conditions in the
secondary containment required operator action to control reactor building
temperature and pressure, then the operator needs a way to reestablish
ventilation in order to control these parameters. The operator would
evaluate the actual radiation level and if it was less than the trip
setpoint, reestablish vent flow and then rely upon the radiation
monitoring to initiate an isolation if required. Due to these factors,

this change does not create the possibility of an accident or malfunction
of a type different from those evaluated in the FSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
| Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-261

QGA 400 - RADI0 ACTIVE RELEASE CONTROL

DESCRIPTION:

If a radioactive release is in progress, that is approa 'ing the level of
a General Emergency, and a primary system is discharging outside the
primary and secondary containment, then direction is given to scram the
reactor and perform an RPV blowdown.

SAFETY EVAltlATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfonction of equipment important to
safety as previousiy evaluated in the UFSAR. -

2 -. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the actions
described in this procedure are not discussed in the UFSAR. The accidents
which would require implementation of this procedure are beyond the bounds
of the design basis accidents discussed in the UFSAR. The SER written on
the Emergency Procedures Guidelines provides authorization from the NRC to
support the actions described in this procedure.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-262

QGA 500-1 - RPV BLOWDOWN

DESCRIPTION:

Implement a procedure that provides direction on how to depressurize the
RPV,

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
ant 9:1 pated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the follcuing is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident .or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the actions
described in this procedure are not discussed in the UFSAR. The accidents
which would require implementation of this procedure are beyond the bounds
of the design basis accidents discussed in the UFSAR. The SER written on
the Emergency Procedures Guidelines provides authorization from the NRC to
support the actions described in this procedure.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not redu:sd.
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SE-91-263

QGA 500-2 - STEAM CU0 LING

DESCRIPTION:

Implement a procedure that provides direction on maintaining adequate core
cooling when the RPV is at pressure and no injection sources are available.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operati]n or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the actions
described in this procedure are not discussed in the UFSAR. The accidents
which would require implementation of this procedure are beyond the bounds
of the design basis accidents discussed in the UFSAR. The SER written on
the Emergency Procedures Guidelines provides authorization from the NRC to
support the actions described in this procedure.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-264

QGA 500-3 - DRYHELL FLOODING

DESCRIPTION:

Implement a procedure that provides direction on flooding the primary
containment in order to provide core submergence.

SAFETY EVALUATION SIM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfurction of'a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created becsuse the actions
described in this procedure are not described in detail in the UFSAR. The
UFSAR states that " Capability is provided in the containment structure
design to withstand the forces exerted in the event that it is necessary
to flood the containment vessel to a level which would flood the reactor
core". No further description of this evolution is provided. These
actions are implemented based upon the Emergency Procedure Guidelines
which are covered by the SER issued by the NRC.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-265

QGA 500-4 - RPV FLOODING

DESCRIPTION:

Procedure provides operator direction on maintaining adequate core cooling
when all means of determining RPV level are lost.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY.

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
I could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

. 2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
! any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the actions

described in this procedure are not described in the UFSAR. The accidents
which would require RPV flooding are beyond the bounds of the design basis

I accidents discussed in the UFSAR. The SER written on the Emergency
Procedure Guidelines provides authorization from the NRC tc support the
actions described in this procedure.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

i
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SE-91-266

FSAR UPDATE

DESCRIPTION:

Update FSAR to include Swing Bus exemption from General Design Criteria 17
of Appendix A 10CFR50.

SAFETf EVALUATION StH4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the folloiting is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because there is no

-physical change to the plant. The addition to the FSAR, documents that
the LPCI swing bus design is exempt from General Design Criteria 17
Appendix A of 10CFR50. The NRC acknowledges that the swing bus design
does not meet the single failure criteria, yet due to syttem specification
the design is acceptable. FSAR update will provide documentation of this
exemption.

3, The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefor 1, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-268

Q85914-6.02, REVISION 0 (M4-0-84-166)

DESCRIPTION:

Install jumpers and pull & terminate cables for partial modification
M4-0-84-166 - electrical supervision 'or the computer room halon
suppression system.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to deters,?ne each accident or
anticipated transient describer 'n the UFSAR vhere any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Fire UFSAR SECTION: 10.6

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequente of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because Section 10.6
of the UFSAR does not specifically identify which fire protection
detection systems are required to have electrical supervision, only that
"all alarm circuits are either electrically supervised or are tested to
assure operability". Hiring changes included in this scope of work are
performed in Hux #8, junction box 25B-29 and panels 2212-106 and
2212-113. All terminations are to provide an electrical circuit from the
local panel of the Computer Room Halon System to the XL3 panel. Any
failures in this circuit (either new or existing equipment) will be
identified to the Control Room by the XL3 supervisory system. Therefore,

providing these terminations (and additional electrical supervisten) under
this scope of work cannot reasonably be expected to create any nr .

credible accidents from those previously analyzed.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-269

QOP 2000-25

,

DESCRIPTION:

Change procedure to require discharge routing to be aligned to the
discharge fiume when the diffuser house composite sampler is inoperable
and a temporary s mpler is being used in its place.

SAFETY EVALUATION StDNARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR wheie any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the station
will be making use of installed systems lineup options in order to
maintain provisions to obtain representative samples during discharges,
which is what is intended in the UFSAR. This alternate discharge routing
is mentioned in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical-

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.-

m

E
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SE-91-271

QGP l-1, NORMAL UNIT STARTUP

DESCRIPTIOM:

Insert statement with QGP l-1 allowing the main turbine to be rolled so as
to proceed with testing and surveillances while simultaneously verifving
HPCI/RCIC operability.

SAFETY EVALUATION St# NARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated trenstent described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The changs alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because at a reactor
power < 40%, le (within bypass capability) no accident or malfunction
other than those addressed in the UFSAR are created.

Performance of HPCI/RCIC surveillances at this power level will not result
in any inadvertent or unplanned reactor power changes. The EHC system
will control reactor pressure and turbine load such that effects of
running HPCI/RCIC in this condition have a negligible effect on reactor
power.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-273

HYDROGEN ADDITION SYSTEM TEMPORARY ALTERATION (CONSTANT BLEED DRAIN)

DESCRIPTION:

Temporary alteration to provide a constant bleed drain for 2 Balston type
85 coalescing filters and a constant bleed drain for 2-2701B and 2-2702B
coalescing filters.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION SIM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Loss of Main Condenser Vacuum UFSAR SECTION: ll.2.3b

; For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a diffeient type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because even in the
worst case scenario this temporary alternation is evaluated and bounded by
the current UFSAR analysis in Section 11.2.3b. The worst case scenario
would be for the 1/2" stainless steel tubing to break downstream from the

; regulating or metering valves. This.could cause a loss of main condenser
| vacuum.

| 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-274

QGA MANUAL PREFACE

DESCRITTION:

To delete. All information has been transferred to the applicable new
procedure and only the form and presentation has changed.

SAFETY EVALUATION SIM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: -

lhe change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet tnese criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
has no affect on plant conditions. All information from this deleted
procedure has been transferred to other procedures as applicable to
implementation of Revision 4 of the E0Ps,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-275

QGA 100-2, 100-2, 100-3, 100-F1, 100-F2

DESCRIPTIDH:

To delete. Procedures replaced by QGAs written consistent with E0P
Revisien 4.

SAFETY EVALUATION SU>t4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because these changes
have no affect of plant operations. All information from these deleted
procedures has been transferred to other procedures as applicable to
Revision 4 of the-E0Ps.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
,

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.'

|
|

|
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SE-91-276

QGA 100-71, T2, T3, T4, T5, T6

DESCRIPTION:

Procedure deletions. All information has been transferred to the
applicable new procedure and only the form and presentation has changed.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLM1ARY:

1. The change de:cribed above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial condition: used in the VFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because these changes
to not affect plant operations. All information from these deleted
procedures has been transferred to other procedures as applicable to
implementation of Revision 4 of the E0P,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-277

QGA 200-1, 2, 3, 4, F-1, F-2, F-4, F-7, F-8

DESCRIPTION:

Delete procedures. All applicable procedures N e been implemented with
EOP Revision 4.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly er implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because these changes
have no affect on plant operation. All information from these deleted
procedures has been transferred to other procedures as applb.able to
implementation of Revision 4 of the E0Ps.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-278

QGA 300-1, 300-T1, 300-T2

DESCRIPTION:

Delete procedures. All informatior has been transferred to the applicable
procedures const', tent with Revision 4 of E0P.

SAFETY EVALUATION SIM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial cond!tions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to-
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because these changes

! have no affect on plant operation. All information from these deleted
procedures has been transferred to other procedures as applicable to
implementation of Revision 4 of the E0P.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-279

QGA 400-1

DESCRIPTION:

Delete procedure. Replaced by equivalent procedure written in compliance
with Revision 4 of E0P.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
will have no affect on plant operation. All information from this deleted
procedure has been transferred to a new procedure written to comply with
Revision 4 of the E0P,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-280

QGA 500-6-1, 500-6-2, 500-7-1, 500-7-2, 500-7-3,

DESCRIPTION:

Delete procedures. Information from this procedure incorporated into new
procedures in compliance v''i Revision 4 E0P.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPNARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because these changes
have no affect on plant conditions, Information has been transferred to
other procedure in compliance with Revision 4 of E0Ps.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-281

QGA 500-T2 - BYPASSING THE LOH REACTOR WATER LEVEL GROUP III ISOLATION SIGNAL

DESCRIPTION:

Delete procedure. All information transferred to new procedure.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY: <

1. The cht ge described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the inittal conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.;

!
Operation or failure of the changed structurc, system, or componentI -

| could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
has no affect on plant condition. All information from this deleted
procedure has been transferred to another procedure as applicable to
implementation of Revision 4 of the E0Ps.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

l
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I SE-91-282

SPECIAL TEST #1-137

DESCRIPTION:

Special test to determine 'easibility of moving RTD TE-1/2-5741-317 from
the return air duct into the Control Room.

SAFETY EVAL.UATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4
Fire UFSAR SECTION: 10.6

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this test
does not introduce new operating modes for the "[." train of control room
HVAC. Also, since the test will be aborted, if necessary, well within
design temperature limits, this also does not create new accident or
malfunction possibilities.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-283

M4-0-89-19

.

DESCRIPTION:

A modification test to visually veriff that ductwork for boiler burners
was installed correctly per design sketches.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMKARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the acc' .t, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously e ated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for at tcident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluateJ in the UFSAR is not created because this test is
simply a visual verification.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-284

M4-0-89-19

DESCRIPTION:

This is an operability test to determine if detrimental negative pressure
was expertenced in the boiler house during the 1990-91 winter operational
cycle of the boiler burners.

SAFE 1Y EVALUA110H StM4ARY:

1. The cnange described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the VrSAR where any of the following is
trut:

The change 61 tors the initial conditions used in the OfSAR analysis.-

- 1he changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None
,

' for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probabiltty of an occurrence or the,

conseluence of tht accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safe./ as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

7. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
' any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this test is

simply verifying certain conditions in the past did not occur. Since it
in"olves no changes to any current configurations, this test cannot
adversely affect any systems or functions.

3 The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reducod.

k
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SE-91-285

?ROCEDURE CHANE QOS 6600-1, REVISION 22, 005 6600-51, REVISION 15
,

l

l

DESCRIPf'ON: |

Add step 1 to verify that air start check valves open and close properly
during monthly diesel generator operability surveillances.

SATET) EVALUATION Sl? MARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: -

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system cr component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Total Loss of Off-Site Power UFSAR SEC110N: 8.2.2

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the -

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the~UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the overall
function and redundancy of the diesel generator system is unchanged. The
redundancy of the diesel generators is not reduced in two ways. First,

the redundancy of the air start system is kept intact since only one bank
is isolated and tested. Second, the redundancy of the extra diesel
generator is not affected since only one diesel generator is tested at a
time.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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SE-91-286

QUAD CITIES UPDATED FINAL SAFETY ANALYSIS REPORT (UFSAR)

DESCRIPTION:

Ir. section 7.7.1.4 (page 123), the fifth test is clarified to include
testing of trip channels and verification of trip points and electrical
independence of trip c.hannels initiated by position switches, thermal
switches, and radiation nenitors.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this revision
clartf %s the UFSAR such that all RPS trip channels are adequately tested
and verified to function as designed.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specificution, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-287 )

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE 6824 |

DESCRIPTION:

Temperary procedure verifies and records Unit 2 diesel generator day tank
Hi and Low alarm setpoints, and transfer pump start / trip setpoints.

SAFETY EVALUATION Sul#4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

'

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. j
-

The changed structure, system or component is (<plicitly or implicitly !
-

assumed to function auring or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
,

1

None

for each of these accidents. It has been determined that the change 4

described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type-than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because:

Unit 2 diesel generator day tank level will not be allowed to drop below
normal punp auto-start level.
Temporary procedure has limitation statement that if Unit 2 diesel
generator operation is required, restore configuration to normal.
1/2 diesel generator will be operable during test.
Overflow line is available to keep from overpressurizing (overfilling) day
tank.

3. The margin-of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

i
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SE-91-288

ALARA DOSE REDUCTION SHEET 339

DESCRIPTION:

Place 2 lead blankets on each of the following lines: 2-1901-6",
2-1910-6", and 1/2-20168-3".

SATETY EVALUATION SlMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated trantient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunctica of a different type than
any previously evaluattd in the UFSAR is not created because this
evaluation takes into account all plant modes and any applicable Tech
Specs and UFSAR sections and the evaluation approves up to 13 pounds of
lead per foot and the additional weight will only be 10 pounds of lead per
foot. The PbShielding program takes a conservative approach to evaluating
lead shielding.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-289

HINOR DESIGN CHANGE TEST PO4-0-90-053 - 3

DESCRIPTION:

The minor design change test involves running the SBGT and testing for
inleakage and loss of air test.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are Itsted below:

Loss of Coolant UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4
Refueling Accident UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.2

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increate the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because testing on
the "B" train of SBGT will not affeci plant operation due to the fact that
the "A" train will remain operable during the testing. Operability of the
"A" train must be proved at least once daily while the "B" train is
inoperable. The test on the "B" train of SBGT will not affect operation
of the "A" train. The two trains are independent when running.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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SE-91-290

OPERABILITY TEST /MODlflCATION TEST M-4-0-90-002

DLSCilip110N:

Modification test - Circ water blocide slid replacement test uses the same
valve line-ups as approved procedures operability test - using approved
procedure QCP 1400-2.

SAFETY LVALUA110N SU MARY:

1. The change described aboi is been analyred to determine each accident or
enticipated transient des.a bed in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possit'111ty for an accidant or malfunction of a different type than
any prev'ously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because the addition
of biocides and/or water to the circ water system does not change or
impact systems or their functions.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

-

I
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SE-91-291

TLHPORARY PROCEDURES 6833 j
i

|
'

DESCRIPTION:

Change Unit 1 Cable Tunnel sprinkler continuous fire watch, to a twice per
shift fire watch.

SAFE 1Y EVALUA110N SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analy ed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component it explicitly or impilcitly-

assumed to function during or after the acc_,ent.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-
:

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria 3re listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because Unit 1 Cable
Tunnel has redundant back up equipment to satisfy a twice per shift
inspection while its sprinkler system is inoperable. Per letter dated
3-22-78 from George Lear to C. Reed; Tech Spec 3.12.C.2 has been modified
to require a continuous fire watch only in the Unit 2 Cable Tunnel.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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SE-91-292

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE #6337

DESCRIPTION:

Changes 1st speed setpoint from 3900 rpm to maximum speed at high speed
stop.

*
SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
only affects where the NPCI system parameters are set fcr data collection,
the overall function of HPCI is not affected.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

,
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SE-91-293

089044

DESCRIPTION:

Revise RWM code to add Control Rod Exercise. e d Control Rod Scram testing
features.

SAFETY EVALUATION SU MARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Rod Drop Accident UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.1

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change
involves software changes, no changes in the room equipment are being
made. The changes to the RWM involve software changes that will
facilitate Control Rod Exercising and Scram Timing without having to
disable the Rod blocks provided by the RWM. In addition, the
surveillances for which the new software will facilitate are only
performed above 20 percent of Rated Core Thermal Power or in the-refuel
mode. In both of these cases, the Rod Drop Accident is not a concern.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-296

HORK REQUEST 090095 for PO4-0-90-053

DESCRIPTION:

All work associated with replacing the 7510 valve which include removing
air tubing, installing valve and then retubing to the positioner.

SAFETY LYAlt|ATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Loss of Coolant UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4
Refueling UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.2

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the
installation of the new flow control valve will cause that train of SBGT
to be inoperable. The other train of SBGT will be run for operability
daily according to Technical Specifications.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
L Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

1
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SE-91-297

085915-6.01, REVISION 0

DESCRIPTION:

Install conduit supports, cable devices and terminations for modification
M4-1-84-0361; Diesel generator room door supervision.

SAFETY EVAL.UATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed-to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Fire UFSAR SECTION: 10.6

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFS , is not created because Section 10.6
of the UFSAR does not specifically identify which fire protection
detection systems are required to have electrical supervision, only that
"all alarm circuits are et,her electrically supervised or are tested to
assure operability". Addition of equipment under this work scope only
affects the location of the alarm. The new system will provide a trouble
printout in the Control Room whereas the old equipment alarmed on the
security computer. Backup fire protection measures will be implementet
during installation to offset the loss of this monitor and consequences of
a potential fire in the Unit I diesel generator room. No new credible
accidents can reasonably be expected by this change.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis of any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because backup fire suppression and twice
per shift inspections are required for this work scope.
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SE-91-298

QGA 300-12 - OPERATING VALUES OF SECONDARY CONTAINMENT RADIATION

DESCRIPTION:

Increase the maximum normal operating value for the HPCI area from
20 mR/hr to 50 mR/hr.

SAFETY EVAltlATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation er failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the UFSAR
does not adJcess any accidents or malfunctions where this QGA action is
addressed. .This changes the value at which the QGAs would he entered and
therefore the point at which discharge into the area wou' terminated.
The action will still occur but at a slightly higher rad <'. 1 level.
There is still ample conservatism to the radiation levels at would start
to affect equipment operability.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the bas;s for ar.y Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

!
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SE-91-301

Q87230 - MCC 4-2-90-111

DESCRIPTION:
|

Improve configuration of pipe supports on U-2 11esel generator air start '

piping. There are two new supports added, two existing supports modified,
and one existing support removed.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is expitcitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operatio'1 or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because there is no
functional change to any systems. This minor design change enhances the
Unit 2 diesel generator air systems resistance to structural failure as it
adds additional supports.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-304

00S 250-4, REVISION 10 - 00S 250-52, REVISION 11

l

DESCRIPTION:

Makes use of test switch for fail safe testing and includes a additional
limitation and action as a result of DVR 04-1-90-007.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for ehch of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the orobability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possihtlity for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the changes
does not affect the operation of the MSIV's and the valve stroking is
performed at less than 75% power in order to prevent an inadvertent
reactor scram due to high steam flow.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-306

HINOR DESIGN CHANGE TEST P04-0-90-053

DESCRIPTION:

The minor design change test involves running the Standby Gas Treatment
System train and testing for leakage and a loss of air test.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY:
1

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

1

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.
|

-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly- ,

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Loss of Coolant UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4
Refueling Accident UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.2

for each of these a.;idents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the test on
the "A" train of Standby Gas Treatment system will not effect plant
operation, due to the fact that the "B" train will remain operable during
testing. Operability of the "B" train must be proven at least once dally
while the "A" train in inoperabir.. The test on the "A" train of the
Standby Gas Treatment system will not effect operation of the "B" train.
The two trains are independent of each other when running.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-309

QTS 680-1, REVISION 3 - R0D HORTH MINIMIZER CONTROL ROD SEQUENCE VERIF'. CATION

DESCRIi"IION:

Added additional description to the procedure on what needs to be
checked. And added a check to the procedure so that a Qualified Nuclear
Engineer checks the sequence. I

i

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION SIM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is |
true: |

1

The change altert the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because no systems or
functions are affected by the procedure change. The procedure change just
makes sure a Qualified Nuclear Engineer reviewed the new sequence and adds
the criteria the sequence should meet.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-310

QTS 1311-S1, REVIS10N 5 - LPRM CALIBRATION COVERSHEET

'
DESCRIPTION:

Added steps to the LPRH calibration coversheet so that the calibration is
verified to occur within 1000 full power hours.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION SlMEM:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The chwge alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assuned to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident. *

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change
has no affe t on any equipment, systems or functions. The procedure
change documents that the LPRH calibration is done within the 1000 full
Power hour requirement.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-311

O1P 1130-2, REVISION 6 - JET PUMP BASE DATA
AND Q1P 1130-S9, JET PUMP DASE DATA COV[R SHEET

DLSCRIP1 ION:

Changed the procedure to indicate what procedures need to be changed for
verifying jet pump integrity and operability using the new normalized jet
pump data. And added a new coversheet for Lead Nuclear Engineer review of
the data taken.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or mh1 function of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because no systems or
functions are impacted by the procedure change. The procedure change
documents the range the normalization is done and the procedures that are
changed using the new data. Also the procedure change adds a new
coversheet 50 a qualified individual reviews the data.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in tha basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-312

CORE MON 110 RING CODE (Fit Adaptive)

DESCRIPTION:

While a TIP set /LPRM calibration is in progress, CMC cases that are run
will uttitre the FIT adaptive mode. Currently, such cases would be
performed in the Non-Adaptive mode.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are itsted below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change
will have no impact upon plant functions. Using FIT Adaptive instead of
Non-Adaptive will eliminate unnecessary conservation which currently must
be added to the thermal limits. Therefore, this change does not adversely
impact or create an accident different from those evaluated in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because the margin of safety is not
reduced. The use of FIT Adaptive parameters provides a more accurate
determination of thermal limits. This method is recommended by GE and

:

Nuclear fuel Services and is useo at LaSalle.

nn
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SE-91-313

MODIFICATION TEST FOR HORK REQUEST Q37504 (M4-2-82-49)

DESCRIPTION:

Modification test to verify anchors on battery chargers are installed
correctly. No proposed change.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than -

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because modification
test is a visual test of battery charger and does not involve a change to
the system.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-314

TEMPORARY ALTERATION

Of.5CRIPTION:

At the 902-3 panel in the Control Room, connect a temporary recorder with
digital indication in series with existing torus narrow range pressure
indtration to provide digital indication of torus pressure.

SAFE 1Y LYALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component i: explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these critcria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because failure of
the existing torus pressure inoicator is a single failure of monitor
instrumentation. No automatic safety system actuations are provided by
this 11.strumentation. Also, wide range toru, pressure is available for
monitoring purposes on separate and accurate instrumentation. This wide
range torus pressure indication, while quite accurate, is not accurate
enough to use during the calibration.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-315

H4-0-89-039

DESCRIPTION:

Hodification test for reversing the interlock doors #176, #177. EL. 647'6".

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. |-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impiteitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occut.ence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is t.ot created because this test
will not adversely impact systems or functions. The interlock doors have
electrical interlocks incorporated in their logic. Also sufficient
persons will be present during the test to minimize the affects of a
malfunction.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|
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SE-91-316

093321

DESCRIPTION:

Installation of pressure taps on existing instrumentation air lines to
accommodate data collection during the 3rd heater string study.

SAFETY EVALUATION StMIARY:

1. The change described above hat been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFS/R where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that-the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipme1' important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is no' created because the intended
function of the system will remain the same, and plar.t operation will not
be affected. The installation of these pressure taps will have a pass
function with respect to the system.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

! TS 85
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SE-91-317

TEMPORAR) PROCEDURE " TESTING THE UNIT ONE MODE SHITCH OPERATION"

DESCRIPTION:

Temporary procedure to test each contact of the newly replaced reactor
mode switch. Jumpers and finger blotts will be required on certain relay
contacts to facilitate the test. These jumpers and blocks will not affect
the full SCRAM or Group One Isolation. No control rod movement will be
allowed during the test. The Mode Switch will be moved to all positions
during the test.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UrSAR where any of the following is

Itrue:
\

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because:

A full SCRAM is inserted and will b6 meintained throughout the test. A
full Group One Isolation will be maintained throughout the test. All
control rods will be maintained fully inserted throughout the test. The
jumpers and finger biochs installed on relay contact to facilitate the
proper testing of the reactoi mode switch contacts will not affect the-

full SCRAM or the full Group One Isolation. By stipulating no control rod
movement, the affects the test will have on control rod blocks will have
no affect on the control rods remaining fully inserted. The movement of
the reactor mode switch to all positions during the test will likewise
have no affect on the full SCRAM inserted, full Group One Isolation, or.
all control rods fully inserted condition because no control rod movement
is stipulated by the test.

I 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
| Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 85
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SE-91-318

PO4-2-91-025, Q90820

DESCRIPTION:

Performance of modification and operability tests for minor design change
which replaced aux oil pump motor.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM MRY: 3
m

~

1. The change described above has been analyzed to deter 31ne each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because no new
failure modes are created by this test. This test verifies power
operation of the RFP Aux 011 Pump Motor. A loss of feedwater accident has
been analyzed in the UFSAR but is not impacted by this test.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety maigin is not reduced.-

TS BS
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SE-91-319

PODIf! CATION TEST M4-1!2-86-llM

-_-

EDESCRIPTION:

Hydrogen addition off-gas monitoring system upgrades: 1) Install two new
backpressure regulating valves, two pressure indicators and two isolation
valves. 2) Replace the existing water trap with a condensate sample tant
and level indicator. _-

.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or y
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is 7
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the bFSAR analysis.
~

-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly 3-

assumed to function during or after the 3ccident,

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component -

-
,

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change
does not effect any systems other than hydrogen addition system which is _

not mentioned in the UFSAR.
-

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

-

-

TS 85
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SE-91-322

llHPORARY Al.TERATION #91-1-109

b

DESCRIPTION:

Install three 0-1000 psig pressure transducers on existing pressure taps
to measure turbine throttle first stage and steam chest presNres.

SAFLTY EVAltlA1 ION StM4ARY:
!

) 1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
1 anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the fellowing is
} true:
-

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

_

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

anumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed strutture, system, or component1
-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because a failure of
a pressure transmitter which is monitoring turDine throttle or steam chest
pressures would only affect control room indication for these pressures.
A failure is assumed to be the transmitter actually falling off the test
tap allowing a steam path to the atmosphere. This is no more likely to
occur than is the existing sensing line or sensing line cap to all off or
break. A failure of t'.e pressure transducer which is monitoring first.

stage pressure would affect control room indication for this pressure and
also likely affect pressure switches 504C and 504D. These pressure
switches bypass turbine stop valve 107 closure, turbine control valve f ast
closure, and EHC fluid low pressure scrams below 451 power. Therefore,
failure of th0 pressure transducer monitor 179 ist stage pressure would
bypass scrams from turbine stop valve closure, control valve fast closure,
and EHC fluid lost pressure. As stated above, failure of this pressure
transducer is no more likely to occur than failure of the existing sensing
line or sensing line cap.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

-
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SE-9b323

f

DESCRIPTION:

5
) ChangeSgMupscaleHiRodBlocksetpoir.tfrom0.95x10 cps to

9.0 x 10 cps.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlMhRY:a

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: ' a

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or ccaponent is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are 11sted bel >w:

-None
,

' For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR. ^

.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously ' aluated in the UFSAR is not created because the function
hasnotbeenghanged. The UFSAR requires the rod block setpoint to be
less than 10+ cys. This is a more conservative change, we are lowering>

the setpoint.
,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety marnin is not reduced.,

4
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SE-91-3254

005 202-5, 202-6 (T21, T22, T23, T24)

L

| DESCRIPTION:

Graphs used in operating survelliances changed.
|

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY: '

|

| 1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or i

anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is I

true: )
The change alters the ini'ia! .iditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

.

The changed strut.iore, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to Tunction during or after the accident.

Operation or iallure of the changed str ture, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

! None

L for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
' described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

consequence of the acclaent, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated tu the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunr. tion of a different type than
| any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because change is

used for surveillances only.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for ar.y Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

!
,

i TS 85



.
.

- _ _ _ _ -

p

SE-91-326

UFSAR UPDATE Of TABLE 5.2.5

DESCRIPTION:

Update UFSAR to include and specify all valves tested in the 10CFR50
Appendix J local leak rate test program.

SAFETY EVAL.UATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis,-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operrtion or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could iead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Loss of Coolant Accident (LOCA) UFSAR SECTION: 5.2

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or ms1 function of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the update to
the UFSAR has no effect on systems or functions. The change merely
specifies which valves are included in our type C Local Leak Rate Test
program. This ensures that the proper valves are tested to determine the
condition of primary containment.

'3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 85
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SE.91-327

SPECIAL TEST ON 1A RHRSH PUMP

DESCRIPTION:

Perform special test on the 1A RHR Service Water Pump. Test requires
attachment of pressure transducers and vibration measurement equipment to
the 1A RHRSH pump. The 1A and IB pumps will be out-of-service. All
secondary flow paths (flow not through RHRSH flow meter) will be
isolated. The 1A RHRSH pump will be run at flows of 3000 to 3700 gpm.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlH4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed 'o determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explici'ly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet th6se criteria are listed below:
'

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
des:ribed above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because:

While Unit One is in the cold condition the RHRSH system may be removed
from service. Removal of the 1A loop of RHRSH will not affect the B loop

| of RHR and the A loop of RHR pumps will not be affected during this test.
!

The isolation of the secondary flow paths will prevent flow to the Control
'

Room HVAC, RHR pump coolers, and the lA vault room cooler.
The control room HVAC has alternate supplies and will not be degraded in
any way.

| The RHR pump coolers are only required during startup of shutdown cooling
( while the system is pumping hot fluids. The unit being in the cold

| condition will not require this.
| Isolation of flow through the vault room cooler will temporarily stop
| cooling flow. Test personnel will be present at all times during the test

and will prevent any excessive heating of vault air.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-328
7, 8, 901-53 THRU 56

DC GROUND CHECK VERIFICATION TES1 FOR PANELS 912-2,,

DESCRIPTION: l at a time) and check
Remove fuses for each panel listed above (one pane
for grounds.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlMiARY:
;

i each accident or
The change described above has been analyzed to deter'n neof the following is
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any1.

UFSAR analysis.true:
The change alters the initial conditions used in theitly or iniplicitly
The changed structure, system or component is explic

-

assumed to function during or after the accident.-

component

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or
could lead to the accident.

-

l

Tne accidents which meet these criteria are listed be ow:
t the changeNone

For each of these accidents, it has been determined tharence or the
described above will not increase thrt probability of an occurt important to
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipmen
safety as previousty evaluated in the UFSAR. t type than

The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a differend because plant

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not createThe annunciator system is not2.

operation will not be adversely affected.This special test will temporarily make inactive
The operator has the ability todescribed in the UFSAR.

the windows on one panel at a time. t available.
monitor the system (s) for which annunciation is nofor any Technical

The margin of safety, is not defined in the basisSpecification, therefore, the safety margin is not re uce .d d

3.
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SE-91-329 2

Q79011

DESCRIPTION:
1

Install a sink and floor drain for the Chemistry Equipment Room.

SAFETY EVALUATION SutNARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient descrioed in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Seismic Event UFSAR SECTION: 12

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the work
scope involves drilling a core hole, but ro new accidents will be
introduced since a seismic event is already analyzed. The core boring it
done is accordance with approved station procedures, therefore the
integrity of the floor will be maintained. The seismic analysis of the
structure will be unchanged.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-330

PO4-1-91-074 MODIFICATION TEST

DESCRIPTION:

Proposed change is the modification test for P04-1-91-074, which is the
replacement of unit 1 main transformer fire protection (deluge) system.
Test is a verification of Hydro and Construction Testing.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has een analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of tha changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The acciderts whicn meet these criteria are listed below:
.

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will nct increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the test does
not adversely effect systems or functions, This test is a verification
that the Hydro test and Construction testing have been performed
satisfactorily.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

-
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SE-91-331

SPECIAL TEST l-163

DESCRIPTIDH:

The change will connect a 6-pen recorder to Bus 14 circuitry in order to
monitor certain bus parameters during an auto bus transfer.

SAFETY EVALU4 TION SUWARY:

1, The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.
,

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

. Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

lione

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an ;ccident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because special test
prerequisites and precautions prevent any adverse impact to systems or
functions. Recorder will only monitcr the following circuit parameters;
-Main feed breaker trip coil voltage.

s

-Reserve feed breaker close coil voltage.
-The time at which the reserve feed breaker is closed.
-The time thht the transfer signal is initiated.
The recorder does not change the function of the circuit. Certain leads
will be lifted in the process of connecting the recorder.

3. The margin of safety, is not .iefined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

4
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SE-91-334

MINOR DESIGN CHANGE TEST MDC PO4-2-90-101

DESCRIPTION:

Hydrogen addition Off-Gas Oxygen Analyzers 2-2741-33A and 2-2741-338 scale
range change f rom 0-5, -10 and 0-25% to 0-25, 0- 50, and 0-100%.

SAFETY EVALUATION St# NARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial condittors used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the acc1 dent.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The Tccidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created bechuse the scale
change does not affect any systems other than the hydrogen addition system
which is not mentioned in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Techalcal
Specification, therefore, the rafety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-335

MINOR DESIGN CHANGE TEST MDC PO4-2-90-100

DESCRIPTION:

Hydrogen addition off-gas analyzer plastic components replacement with
stainless steel components and installation of stainless steel probe
retainers (2-2741-33A and 2-2741-33B).

SAFETY EVALUATION St# NARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident er
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

| For each of these accidents, it has b?en determined that the change
l described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evalcated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the hydrogen
addition system is not mentioned in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

;

|

|

1

TS 85
:



SE-91-338

TEllPORARY ALTERATION #91-1-113

DESCRIPTION:

Reland wires on broken switch contacts 1-1T to spare contacts 2-2T on
switch 595-326 on the 901-3 panel. For primary containment valve
MO 1-1601-59.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUM 4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
trus:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or cornponent is explicitly or iraplicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change
does "ct change the function of the valve control switch.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any lechnical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

[
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SE-91-339

M4-0-87-018

DESCRIPTION:

This modification installed a new CRD Crane and Bridge assembly for
working inside the CR0 Repair Room.

SAFETY EVALUATION SIM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident oc
anticipated transient described in the JFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important te
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the crane
will not interact with any other systems. The installation of the CR0
crane is to facilitate maintenance of the control rod drives.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-339

M4-0-87-018

DESCRIPTION:

This modification installed a new CRD Crane and Bridge assembly for
working inside the CR0 Repair Room.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The thange da' ribed above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipate; .ansient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: -

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component ?-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than -

any previously ovalcated in the UFSAR is not createa because the crane
will not interact with any other systems. The installation of the CR0
crane is to facilitate maintenance of the control rod drives.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

f5 85
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f. SE-91-340
:

| Q90817, PO4-1-91-025, MOD AND OP TEST

|
t

DESCRIPTION:

Performance of modification and operability tests for minor design change
which replaced aux oil pump motor.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of tha following is
true:

- Tne change alters the initial conditions usU. In the UFSAR analysis.
|

i - The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
|

descrioed above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
' consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipm. ' .mportant to

sr.fety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because no new
failure modes are created by this test. This test vert i.; proper
operation of the RFP Aux. Oil " cmp Motor. A loss of feedwater accident
has been analyzed in the UFSAR but is not impacted by this test.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

l

|

i

!
1

!
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'SE-91-343

SPECIAL TEST 2-100

DESCRIPTION:

Tnrottle down on the service water through the stator water cooler.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
- None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment 'mportant to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not-created because this will
just return-the system to its rated design flow. The butterfly valve vill
need to be monitored to assure it does not fall before the next Unit Two
outage. (Flow rated through the stator water heat exchanger will be
checked periodically by the Tech c ff.)

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-344

P04-1-91-088

DESCRIPTION:

This minor design change will install constant bleed drains on coalescing
filters 1-2701A, 1-2702A, 1-2701B, 1-2702B, 2-2701A, 1-2702A. This
change would also remove Temporary Alteration 91-105 and make the
constant bleed drain installation permanent on coalescing filters 2-2701B
and 2-27028.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

-For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as ; reviously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previsu;1y evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the system
will continue to function in the same manner as originally designed. This
minor design change nrovides an alternate path to the condenser for
moisture removal. This minor design change is an improvement to the
system reliability and availability.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-346

PO4-1-91-089

DESCRIPTION:

This minor design change will install coalescing filters with constant
bleed drains on oxygen analyzers 1-2741-33A, 1-2741-33B, 2-2741-33A. This
change would also remove Temporary Alteration 91-106 and make the
coalescing filters with constant bleed drain installation permanent on
Oxygen Analyzer 2-2741-338.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or compoo?nt is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

| None

for each of these accidents, it nas been determined that the change
described above will not increase the prooability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the system
will continue to function in the same manner as originally designed. This
change will not create the possibility of an accident or malfunction of
any type. This minor design change installs two filters and provides an
alternative path to the condenser for moisture removal. This minor design
change is an improvement to the system reliability and availability.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

!

!
l
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SE-91-348

SPECIAL TEST 1-161

DESCRIPTION:

Pe--form special test on the 1A RHRSW pump to measure pressure pulsations
and measure seal deflation due to pressure. Will remove one RHRSW pump
from service during test.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPHARY: $
s

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident er '

anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

,

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that tha change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because:

Ouring the-preparation, performance and recovery of the special test only
one RHRSW pump will be DOS at a time. This is allowed by Tech Specs for a
period of 30 days, all OOS will be returned to service in less than 24
hours.

The isolating of all secondary RHR5W flow paths affects the ability to run
SDC with the A-loop of RHR. The B-loop of RHRSW will not be affected by
the special test, and will be available if required. Isolating of the
A-loop cooling flow does not effect any other mode of operation for the
RHR system. Under Limitations and Actions it is specified that SDC can
not be run on the A-loop while flow is isolated.

The 1A RHRSW Pump will be nonitored at all times while running of the
special test is performed. Any adverse pump performance will be
immediately detected.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-349

QGA 300 - SECONDARY CONTAINMENT CONTROL

3

DESCRIPTION:

Change the maximum normal operating value for the HPCI room from 20 mr/hr
to 40 mr/hr.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:
\
J 1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or

'T anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is"

true: -j
- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

#

( - The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to functioc, during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because raising this
value from 20 to 40 mr/hr docs not affect any automatic functions. It

establishes the value which we would not exceed due to normal operating
conditions. If this value was exceeded, the system would be manually
isolated to terminate the increase and prevent possible plant / equipment
damage. This is consistent with the methodolodgy of the Group Isolation
that would occur if a break would occur on the HPCI system.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-352

TEMPORARY ALTERATION

i

DESCRIPTION:

The 20 AMP spare breaker for circuit #14 of 4E-1842G to be replaced with a
100 AP.? breaker.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

( 1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
3 anticipated transient described ir. the UFSAR where any of the following is

true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. -

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitiy
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or compont'nt
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than -

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because there is no
significant effect to plant operation, since only the fish house equipment
is involved. Also, the 800 A rating of the 480V/277V transformer 5reaker
(for 480V distribution panel) will not be exceeded by changing the spare
breaker from 20A and 100A.

2. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-353

EQUIPMENT OPERABILITY DETERMINATION, QAP 300-39
FOR SEVERED DRAIN LINE ON U2 3E ER'y

DESCRIPTION:

The 2-203-3E electromatic relief valve (ERV) drain line was found to be
severed from the valve body during a drywell walkdown. Evaluate safety
concerns of operating in present condition.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLAMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

[ The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 14,2,4

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the drain
line being severed does not adversely effect the ability of the 3E ERV to
perform its function or relieving reactor pressure. Leakage of steam into
the drywell from the drain line during actuation of the 3E ERV would be
bound by reviewed steam line break scenarios. As a conservative,
precautionary measure, operations and Tech Staff management personnel have
decided to take the 3E ERV out of service administratively. Even though
the 3E ERV is found to be operable, these persons decided that it would be
prudent to place the 3E ERV controller in the off position and disconnect
the electrical circuitry in order to prevent the possibility of steam
escaping to the drywell. Taking the 3E ERV out of service does not
degrade the pressure relieving capability of the APRS system. Tech Specs
permit continued reactor operation with four of the five relief valves
operable.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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SE-91-354

M4-2-84-361, Q85916

DESCRIPTION:

bbdification test for the Unit 2 diesel generator room door monitor fire
protection system upgrades.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UF3AR analysis.

- The ch .ged structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- 6peration or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Fire UFSAR SECTION: 10.6

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accidtnt or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because with the door
monitors inoperable and thus the Unit 2 diesel generator room CO2 system
inoperable, the requirements identified in the Unit 2 Tech Spec Section
3.12.D.4 (backup suppression and twice per shift fire watches) will be
maintained for the duration of this test.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

i
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SE-91-356

ALARA SHEET 342

DESCRIPTION:

To place 10 blankets on both of the following recire, lines 2-0201L-12"
and 2-020lH-12".

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents ahich meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an .t.currence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the
PbShielding program uses conservative allowable stress limits relative to
those specified in the UFSAR. The analysis allows a load of 1089 lbs.
while the weight of the lead blanket is 400 lbs., thus the additional
stresses are within the design allowable limits.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-357

ALARA SHEET 343

DESCRIPTION:

Place 10 lead blankets on the 2-1202-6" line near the 2-1201-2 valve.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is expli.itly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the chan3e
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the
PbShielding program uses more conservative allowable stress limits than
those specified by the UFSAR. A maximum load of 615 lbs. is allowed while
only 400 lbs. of lead is being added.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-358

TEMPORARY PROCEDllRE #6961

DESCRIPTION:

Implem9nt superceded revisions of 005 250-8 and QOS 250-S4. This is a
supplement to the current revisions of the procedures.

SAFETY EV/.t.UATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assu;aed to function during or af ter the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could Iced to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the ;,robability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
is a superceded revision to a previous 0.5. R. procedure (00S 250-8,
Revision 4, and QOS 250-S4, Revision 4). No other changes were made to
the temporary procedure and the possibility of an accident or malfunction
has not been created.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|
?

l
!
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SE-91-359

ALTERNATE REPLACEMENT EVALUATION Q-91-007-0244-00

DESCRIPTION:

Replace the existing 4" 300# mission duo-check valve currently utilized
for the HPCI turbine cooling water pump discharge check valve with an
alternate dual-plate check valve manufactured by C & S Valve Co.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria ice tilted below:

Loss of Coolant Accident UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4

For each of these accidents, it has been deteimined that the change-

described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because:

The replacement HPCI Turbine Cooling Hater Pump Discharge Check Valve has
been procurred from C & S Valve Co. on P.O. 334699 in accordance with the
requirements of 10CFR50 Appendix B and 10CFR Part 21. Nutech Engineers,
Inc. has performed a review of the suitability of this replacement valve
as documented in their Report No. XCE-074-017 dated 5/17/91. This review
included an evaluation of the HPCI cooling water system, and the seismic
report for suitability to install the C & S Valve Co. 4" Dual Pl:te Check
Valve in the cooling water system. This review also included a review of
the manufacturing and testing procedures, and, a Code of Construction
reconcilliation as required by ASME_Section XI. These reviews concluded
that the C & S Valve Co. 4" Dual Plate Check Valve was a suitable
replacement for the Mission Check Valves originally installed in
1(2)-2301-51. BWR-NED has concurred with this review as documented-on
Site Engineering Ser, ces Request (SESR) No. 4-0482.

Per the reviews that have been described above, it can be concluded that
the installation of the replacement C & S Valve Co. 4" Dual Plate Check
Valve will not result in a change to the system function, and no new or
different failure modes will have been created.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-360

FSAR CHANGE

DESCRIPTION:

The operation af both trains multaneously must be changed to prohibit
this mode of operation in the event of a design basis accident.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

| 1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
'

anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- OperaHon or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Refueling UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.2
Loss of Coolant UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the changei

| described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
| consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any prer:9usly evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the UFSAR

| change addresses Standby Gas Treatment System configurations in a
post-accident condition.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

<
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SE-91-362

MODIFICATION TEST M4-1/2-86-1I

DESCRIPTION:

Hydrogen addition off-gas monitoring system upgrades: 1) Install two new
backpressure recirculating valves, two pressure indicatione, and two
isolation valves. 2) Replace the existing water trop ich a condensate
sample tank and level indir.ator.

SAFETY EVAL.llATION St> MARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transler.t described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in tLe UFSAR analysis.

$ - The changed structure, system ce component is expitiit'y or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, er cr.,mponent
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of . different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change
does not effect any systems other than hydrogen addition system which is
not mentioned in the UFSAR.

.

3. The margin of safety. is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced. 1

TS 85

. _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - _ _ _ _



- - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - .

SE-91-363

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE FOR QGP 2-1

DESCRIPTION:

Adding a caution statement to alert operator not to start a reactor
cooldown unless there is a high pressure source of makeup water usable for
reactor level control.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following ;J |
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

'

the changed structura, systen or co ponent is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The sccidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
descr? bed above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or ma? function of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

'

The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than2.
,

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure will not effect plant operations except to ensurs the operator
has a high pressure source of make up wates to the reactor before o
controlled cooldown commences. It will not effect ecaipment rallures ori

| create any new failure modes.

3. The margin of safety, is not def~ned in the basis for any Technical
l Specification, therefore, the safety margir. is not reduced.

1

i

|
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SE-91-364

VEMPORAR( PROCEDURE FOR QGP 2-3

DESCRIPTION:

Adding = ''otion statemer,t to alert operators not to start a reactor i

cooldt r. ess there is e nigh pres;ure source of make up water usable.

for reacter lev;) control.
|

SAFELY EVALUATION P MMARY:

1. The chenge described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
antittpated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alte s the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

,

!

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly !
-

essumed to function during or after the accident. j

|

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component '-

rould lead to the accident.

The accidents which n4et these criteria are listed below: !

Nor,e

'

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an acchlent or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because this
3rocedure will not effect plant operations except to ensure the operator
las a high pressure source of make up water to the reactor before a
controlled cooldown commences. It will not effect equipment failures or -

create any new failure modes.

3. The margin of safety, is not dc*ined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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SE-91-371

OCOS 1300-10 REVISION O

DESCRIPTION:

Provide steps to perform Tech Spec nonthly fill and vent verification of
RCIC discharge piping. |

SAf t:1Y EVALUA110N SlM4ARY:

1. The chat.ge described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transit-nt described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analyst-

The changed structure, system oi component is expiteitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or romponent- <

could lead to the a;cident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an at:ldent or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because this
procedure does not citer the RCIC system. This new procedure is to
provide the steps to perform Tech Spec monthly vent verification of the*

RCIC system discharge piping. The high point vent valves are used to
accomplish this surveillance. After test completion, the valves are
-independently verified to be in the correct position and documented within
the procedure.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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SE-91-372
;

QC05 1300-11, REVISION 0

!

DESCRIPTION:

New procedure to perform nonthly Tech Spec verification of each RCIC
manual, power operated or automatic valve in the direct flow peth of
suction or discharge of the pump and turbine that is not locked, sealed,
or otherwise secured in position are in their proper position.'

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPNARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or compnnent is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None
l

l. For erch of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the :

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of e4utpment important to
safety as previourly evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a d!fferent type than
any previously evc?uated in the UFSAR is not created because no
manipulations of any valves is required that could adversely impact RCIC

| tunction. This procedure is a new procedure to verify monthly that all
RCIC valves (manual, power operated or automatic) in the direct flowpath
of the suction or discharge of the pump or turbine are in the correct
position.

,

| 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.|-

L
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SE-91-373

MINOR DESIGN CHANGE TEST HOC PO4-1-90-100

DESCRIPTION:

Hydrogen addition off-gas analyzer plastic components replacement with
stainless steel components and installation of stainless steel probe
retainers (1-2741-33A and 1-2741-330).

*
SAFETY EVALUATION SLM4ARY:

1. The change described above has tseen analyzed to determine each accident or !
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to 'he accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are 1isted helow: |
|

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to

. safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR. 1

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the hydrogen
addition system is not mentioned in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-374

HINOR DESIGN CHAtGE TEST HDC PO4-1-90-101

DLSCRIPTION:

Hydrogen addition off-gas oxygen analyzers 1-2741-33A and 1-2741 338 scale
range change from 0-5, 0-10 and 0-25% to 0-25, 0-50 and 0-100%.

SAFETY EVAt.UATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change altsrs the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly--

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

' consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The porsibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previoutly evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the scale
change does nct effect any systems other than the hydrogen addition system
which is not mentioned in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical,

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

i

.
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SE-91-375

HINOR DESIGN CHANGE TEST PO4-1-91-086

DESCRIPTION:
|

Hydrogan addition system off-gas monitoring system coalescing filters
.

'1-2701A, 1-?702B and 1-27028 constant bleed drain installation.

SAFETY EVALUATION SIMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAH where any of the following is )
true:

I

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly--

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
;ould lead to the accident.

|

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below: i

!

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change *

described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or mhlfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this minor
design change dces not effect any systems other than hydrogen addition
system which is not mentioned in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification. therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.

TS 85

. .- - - . - . .. .__ . - - -



_. _ _ _ _ _ . __ _ _ . _ _ . _ _ _ - _ . _ _ - - _ . _ _ _ _ . -

SE-91-376

Minor Design Change Test PO4-1-91-089

DESCRIPTION:

Hydrogen Addition System Off-Gas Oxygen Analyzers coalescing filters with
constant bleed drain installation (1-7741-33A and 1-2741-33B).

SAFETY EVALUATION SlMMRY:
;

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or.

anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the itiltial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

iassumed-to function during or after the accident.
.

i

Operation or failure of the changed structuro, system, or component i
-

could lead to the accident. |

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below: .

:
None

for eecil of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to !

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this Minor
Design Change does not affect any systems other than the Hydrogen Addition
System which is not mentioned in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specificalion, therefore, the-safety raargin is not reduced.

.
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SE-9i-3L

ALARA Sheets 344 & 345

DESCRIPTION:

Place Lead Blankets on the 1913-10" and the 1936"-4" fuel Pool Cooling |
pipes. I

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is jtrue:

3

1
The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis. 1-

|1he changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meti these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probabillty of an occurrence or the
consequence of C.o accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction-of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the technical

| evaluation shows that the pipes are capable of with standing the increased
| stress due to the lead shleiding. Technical Staff will control the

placement of the tempv.*ary supports to ensure that no new modes of failure
will be created and that no unwanted system interactions occur.

| 3. 1he margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
| Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

:

|

| TS 85
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SE-91-378

Alternate Replacement Evaluation Q-91-007-0293-00

DESCRIPTION:

Replace the existing valve disc in the Standby Liquid Control Isolation
Valves, 1(2)-1101-15, 16 with a disc that has been manufactured from an
alternate material, original material was ASTM A182GR.F316. Replacement
Material is ASTM A479 TP 316.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient drscribed in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

| - The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
i assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component.

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Loss of Coolant Accident UFSAR SECTION 14.2.4 |

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change 1

described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the !

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to I

sar'ety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is net created because the
replacement valve disc for the Standby Liquid Control Isolation Valves is
being procured from the original Equipment Manufacturer, Crane Aloyco,
with the requirements of 10CFR50 Appendix B and Part 21 invoked on the
supplier. Crane Aloyco is a QABL supplier for this equipment, and as
such, is requirs'd to perform an alternate replacement evaluation to
satisfy the design control provisions of Appendix B. A copy of their
' Engineering Evaluation of Material Change' is attached to this safety
evaluation, which documents the close similarity of the replacement disc
material to the original disc material. The chemical and chysical
properties of these two materials is almost identical, as would be
expected from forged stainless steel material which conforms to AISI Type
316. Due to these similarities, it can be concluded that the installation
of the replacement valve disc in either of the Standby Liquid Control
Isolation Valves will not result in a change to the component or system
fu'iction, ano no new or different failure modes will have been created.
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SE-91-378 CONTD
|

|

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
! Specification, is not reduced because the affected Standby Liquid Control

Isolation Valve will be ret 9rned to it's original design configuration,
;

.

'

I

1

i
_

_

U

l

|

- t

r
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SE-91-379

H04-0-87-0010 079929

DESCRIPTION:

Partial Hodification Test for Control Room Lighting upgrades.

SAFETY EVALUATION St# MARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAk where any of the follcwing is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidants which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR it mt created because the Contro?
Room Lighting System is not described be cne UFSAR. This modification 4

test is a partial test that will test the lighting system only and will
not affect any other systems.

3. The margin'of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, thtrefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-384

Temporary Procedure / Change #6976

DESCRIPTION:

Add temporary procedure for operating overhead crane in refueling floor to
work on overhead lighting.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFGAR where any of the following is
true:

The enange alters the initial condittors used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or compor.ent is explicitly or impilcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident. ;

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which rS:+ these criteria are listed below:

Ncne

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an v.currence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equips.nt important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evalnated in the UFSAR is not created because operating and

i riding the overhead crane in order to perform maintenance of the lights
,

'

| above the refuel floor will not adversely affect the operation of any
system. Therefore, no accidents should occur to any system, structure or
components as a result of electricians operating and riding the crane. To !

protect the electricians from the possibility of falling from the crane or !

otherwise being injured, safety precautions are addressed in the work
instructions such as using only qualifted crane operations and using
equipment such as safety harnesses.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
|

|

I

'

|

l
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SE-91-387

Setpoint Change #436

DESCRIPTION:

New setpoints and tolerances for FS-23 of C12 Analyzer 1/2-5700-XEIT-26.

SAFETY EVALUATION St W ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSA" analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

! Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Toxic Ga, Release UFSAR SECTION 10.10.4.2.3

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibillty for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created benuse the system
will continue to operate as designed within design limits, this setpoint
change to FS-?3 of the C12 Analyzer will not adversely impact other
systems or functions so as to create an accident or malfuncticn not
evaluated in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

..

!

|
t

|
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SE-91-393

QCOS 2040-1 Onarterly Testing of Reactor Building Sump Check Valves

DESCRIPTION:

Implement procedure to test check valves on room drain lines.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlH4ARY;

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UISAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

1he accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Reactor Butiding Flooding UFSAR SECTION 6.2

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because procedure
establishes a method to verify operability of the check valves. The
method used for this test does not affect their operability, only verifles
that they will function when required. It does not have an impact upon
the possibility of an accident or malfunction but does increase the
reliability of equipment required to respond to an accident or malfunction.

3. The inargin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because Technical Specifications do not
specifically address the check valves but does addressed protecting the
rooms from flooding by use of water tight doors. Operability of the check
valves is consistent with the intent of this Itchrical Specification and
does not reduce the margin of safety.
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SE-91-394

QC05 1300-1 Rev. 1

DESCRIPTION: |
\,

Chaage steps to allow for performance of Technical Specification low
pressure and high pressure RCIC Flow rate tests following an outage in
which work was performed that affects RCIC operability.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlMtARY:

1. The change described above he> been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient descr Med in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly oi implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the c % nge
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to o

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the llFSA4 is not created because this
procedure change implements the new Technical Specification surveillance
requirements for RCIC. The surveillance now tests RCIC after maintenance
or refuel outage where work has been done that could affect RCIC
operability. This flow rate testing is now required at two pressures -
325 psig and at rated pressure. This combination provides a reascnable
assurance that RCIC will meet or exceed is designed function throughout
the reactor pressure that it is required to be operable No change to
system design, structure, or function of RCIC has been done by this
procedure change. Therefore, the possibility of an accident or

_

'

malfunction not previously evaluated in the UFSAR has not been created.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because this procedure change only

|inccrporates the new Technical Specification surveillance requirements for
the NIC System and does not reduce the margin of safety.

!

|- :

i
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SE-91-395

QCOS 2300-1 Rev. 1

,

DESCRIPTION:

Provide steps to perform new Technical Specification requirements.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The areidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

| consequetce of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
| safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure change implements the new Technical Specification surveillance
for the HPCI System. The surveillance now tests HPCI after maintenance or
outage under two pressures '25 psig and at rated pressure. This testing
combination provides a reasonable assurance that HPCI will operate as
designed. Throughout the reactor pressure range that it is required to
operate. No change to system design, structure, or function of HPCI has

,
been done by this procedure change. Therefore, the possibility of an

| accident or malfunction not previously evaluated by the UFSAR has not been
created.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because this change only incorporates the
new Technical Specification Surveillance requirements for the HPCI System
and does not reduce the margin of safety.
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SE-91-396

QC05 2300-10 Rev. O

DESCRIPTION:

Nn procedure to perform Monthly Technical Specification verification ofe

emch HPCI manual, power operated or automatic valve in suction and
discharge path of pump and turbine to insure valves are in proper position.

SAFETY EVALUATIOW StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is

-true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analytis.-

The changed structure, system or component is exp1tcitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunctioa of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAh.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this new
procedure will impicment the new Technical Specification requirement to
verify HPCI System valve position once every 31 days. This procedure does
not change HPCI System alignment which could create an accident or
malfunction that was not previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because this procedure only implements the
new Technical Specification requirements for the HPCI System.

!

|

| TS 85

,

.*=n... ,--7 ---- w-.---s--. e-~ - - - - , --, m--- ----,-y--.. - , . . - r - , , - - - y- --
-



- - . - . - . - - - . - - - - - . - - . - - - - - . - - - . . - . . -

SE-91-397

QCOS 2300-9 Rev. O

DESCRIPTION:

Now procedure to perform Technical Specification monthly verification that
HPCI discharge piping is filled and vented whPD suction is from the CCST.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR wherc any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The chang.d structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
i described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
| consequence of the accident, er malfunction of equipment important to

_

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAP.,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this new
procedure will-implement the new Technical Specification requirements for
HPCI to verify HPCI is filled and vented monthly. No change to HPCI
function (automatic or manual) was created by this procedure that could
create an accident or malfunction that is not already addressed in the
UfSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because this procedure only implements the
new Technical Specification requirement for monthly vent verification.

,
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SE-91-403
1

LOADING EVALUATION 91-011

|
'

DESCRIPTION:

Install scaffolding and place lead shielding on the scaffolding. '

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or comoonent is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component <-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are Itsted below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the
avaluation approves a maximum load of 58,800 lbs in the proposed area,
whicle the total weight of equipment and personnel was determined to be
12,120 lbs. If the scaffolding were to fail, the only affected equipment
is the radiation monitors in trackway 1. The failure of these monitors
w111 in no way affect either Unit One or Unit Two.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
|
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SE-91-404

H04-1 -84-031

DESCRIPTION:

These ir ilfication and operability tests are an administrative
verification of satisfactory completed construction tests. No action
steps are per/.rmed.

SAFETY EVt.LUATION St# MARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or )
! anticipated transiant detcribed in the UFSAR where any of the following is !

'true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation oc failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because the test is
oniy an administrative verification of the sTtisfactory completion of OAD
construction testing.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

i
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SE-91-405

M4-1-84-015

DESCRIPTION:

These modification and operability tests are an administrative
verification of construction test completed satisfactorily. No action
steps are performed.

SAFETY EVALUATION SIM4ARY:

1. lhe change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
modification test is only a verification that 0AD construction testing was
performed.

3. The mergin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-406

H04-1-85-002

DESCRIPTION:

These nodification L.0 operability tests are an administrative
verification of satisfactorily completed construction testing by OAD. No
action steps will be performed.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUM 4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial canditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is expitcitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or fatture of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequer.ce of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because are an
administrative verification only. No action steps will be performed. No
action items will be performed.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-407

LOADING EVALVATION 91-013

DESCRIPTION:

Place 24 lead blankets on scaffolding near the 1-12114-2" (CRD Repair Room
Drain Line).

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMAR1':

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
,

anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is '

true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident. 1

i
Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component '

-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accident:, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evalor.ted in the UFSAR is not created because based on s

Commonwealth Edisori Company Structural Project Design Criteria, the floor -

on which the scaffolding will be built is capable of the additional weight
due to the lead shielding. The worst case accident would be a scaffolding
failure t' tt would transfer the weight of the lead to the CRD repair room
crain line. This additional weight might cause the drain line to break.
The consequences of the drain line failure are minimal, because the line
is not safety related and its failure would not cause damage to any safety
related systems or components.

3, lhe margin ot **,fety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 85

._ - - . , _ _ _ _ _ _ . .



_ - - . . .- _ - _ _ _ _ . . ~ . - . . _ - - - - = _ - - . _ - -_

SE-91-409

SETPOINT CHANGE #443

DESCRIPTION:

Temporary change of the flow rate of Standby Gas Tientment system to
maintain the -0.25" H2O for secondary containment. Change setpoint of
1/2-7541-7A(B) to 4300 scfm.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. Thc change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or l
anticipated-transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is I

true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

:

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impitcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Refueling UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.2
Loss of Coolant UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the chaene
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than -

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because running
Standby Gas Treatment system at 4300 scfm does not exceed the Technical
Specification limit of 3600 to 4400 scfm. The accident analysis in the
UFSAR assumes the same flow at Standby Gas Treatment system. The margin
of safety will not be reduced for off-site does as described in UFSAR
accident analysis and 10CFR100. This setpoint change is temporary.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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St-91-410

SPECIAL TEST 1-164 - TORAY ION EXCHANGE FIBER OVERLAY TEST3

I

|
! DESCRIPTION:
|
) Test toray ion exchanno fiber as an overlay material for the condensate

demins. as an sitern- 'o graver ecocote fiber overlay.

SAFETY EVALUATION St#94ARY.

1. The change desr.rlbed above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than -

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because test'ing the
toray ton exchange fiber as an overlay material does not change the
function or operation of the condensate demineralizer system. The
condensate domineralizer system is not a safety related system.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

i
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SE-91-411

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE (RECIRCULATION OF SDLC TO THE SBLC MAIN TANK)

DLSCw!PTION:

This procedure outlines steps necessary to recirculate the standby Itquid
control (SBLC) system back to the main tank.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: '

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysts.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Loss of Control Rod Motion /ATHS UFSAR SECTION: 6.7. 10.5.1
,

!

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that tha change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the SBLC
system will be made temporarily inoperable in a manner similar to normal
monthly testing. This is allowed under the time constraints in Technical
Specifications and is a normal occurrence. The system was designed with
the ability to recirculate to the main tank. This procedure only ensures
it is performed properly, and with adequate administration supervision

| 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-412 i

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE FOR QGP 2-3

;

'
DESCRIPTION:

Adding a contion statement to alert operators not to start a cooldown
unlets there is a high pressure source of water usable for reactor level
control and adding a step to reset Group 11 RBEDT and RDFDS reset switches
and if unable to do so, to nonitor area water levels.

.iFE1Y EVAL.UATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient det:ribed in the UFSAR where any of the following is
tr ue:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
,

None <

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2 The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because this -

procedure change will not effect plant operation. This procedure adds a
caution statement and a step to reset the Group II RBEDT and RBFDS reset
switches.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

'

TS 85

-. ... . .-. . - . - .. - - -



- .

I
i

|

|
SE-91-413 |

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE FOR QGP 2-1

DESCRIPTION:

Adding a caution statement to alert operators not to start a cooldown
unless there is a high pressure source of make up water useble for reactor
level control and adding h step to reset Groue !I RBEDT and RBFDS reset
switches and if uaable to do so, to monitor ar a water levels.

AFETY EVALUATION SIDSMRY:

1. The change descrthed above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the fo11c+1ng 1s
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAll analysis.
I

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
a s vaw".i to function during or after the accident.

- Operr.tlon or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

N+' e

for each of these accide ts, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occuironce or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR ts not created because this
procedure charige will not effect plant operation. This procedure adds a
caution statement and a step to reset the Group II RBEDT and RBFDS reset
switches.

| 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

,

|
|
,
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SE-91-414

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE 7022

DESCRIPTION:

This temporary pcocedure is an abbreviated se sion of QTS 160-5. It will
be used to determine secondary containment performance in order to
document the piogression of maintenance activities.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM1ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: '

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assuraed to function during or af ter the accident.

Operation or failure of the changeu structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accident'. which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
corsequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment importard to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAP..

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
teinporary procedure changes the flow of SBGTS from 4300 cfm to 4000 cfm in
order to evaluate seccadary containment capability. The UFSAR evaluation '

addresses 4000 cfm SBGTS flow. Therefore, this procedure does not take
-the systems into an unevaluated condition by the UFSAR. The other
portions of the procedure simply isolate the Reactor Building Ventilation
system and initiate operation of the Standby Gas Treatment System. This
avolution is the normal path Mr these sys %ms to take in the event of hn
accident. This is the evaluided function of these systems as stated in
the UFSAR. Based on Secondary Containment test results from 08-13-91, the
secondary containment was determined to be in a degraded condition and a
waiver of compliance was issued (08-13-91). Pursuant to that waiver the
Standby Gas Treatment system flow control setpoint was increased to 4300
cfm. The waiver also contained provisicns to conduct testing at 4000 cfm.

3. The margin of safety, .s not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

1
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SE-91-415

PO4 '-91-083

1

DESCRIPTION:

Perform administrative verification of construction testing

SAFETY EVALUATION StMtARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously cvaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any prey ( usly evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change
does not adversely impact systems or functions. Due to no action items
being taken, the test la merely an administrative verification of
construction testing.

3. 1he margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-416

_QCAP 230-8 - STATION PAINTING CONTROL

DESCRIPTION:

New administrative procedure to control painting in the station while
running either train of Standby Gas Treatment (SBGT) or the Control Room
Air Filtration Unit (CRAFU),

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in tte UFSAR analysis,

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Refueling
_

UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.2
Loss of Coolant UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment inportant to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the station
painting control procedure defines when, where and how much painting can
be done in the station in order to protect the HEPA filters and charcoal
adsorbers of Standby Gas Treatment and Control Room Air Filtration Unit.
Painting can be done in a " communicating zone" when neither Standby Gas
Treatment train is running nor the Control Room AFU a. stated in the
Technical Specifications. Painting done in a closed contaminated area'

while either filter unit is running is permissible because those areas do
not " communicate" with Star.dby Gas Treatment or Control Room Air
Filtration Unit while they are running. How much painting permissible was
determined by Sargent & Lundy letter from S. Mehto to H. Schreim dated
09-07-88.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any lechnical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-417

DESCRIPTION:

He want to add a basket to contain the used SRM/IRM/TIP in the spent fuel
pool.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUM 4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

Tha change alters.the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed be' low:

Refueling Accident / Components Dropped UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.2.4
Cask Drop /Selsmic Event UFSAR SECTION- 10.1.2

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the chang' i

described above will not increasu the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfurction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change

~

will not effect plant operations or change current fallere modes. The
container welds have been inspected. The walds are good, no fault can ce
identified. The evaluation looks at:
1) Drop on fuel. The UFSAR is analyzed for a drop bundle of 617 lbs.

This container only weighs <100 lbs. '

2) Corrosion and fuel pool temperature limitation. The container,

l material is made of aluminum to reduce corrosion. Aluminum melting
temperature 1: 1220*F. The fuel pool temperature limitation is 150*F.

3) Puncture Liner. The UFSAR is analyzed for a drop cask of 100 tons.
This container only weighs < 100 lbs.

4) FME -~ Clean.all burs. All burs will be removed before placing the
container in the fuel pool. .

!

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the-basis for any Technical I

|- Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced. !

1
,

( |

|
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SE-91-418

SETPOINT CilANGE #450

!

DESCRIPTION:

Return the Standby Gas Trectment system flow indicating controller
1/2-7541-7A(B) to its original setpoint of 4000 scfm.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The thenge described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assume:I to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Refueling UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.2
Loss of Coolant UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4

For each of these accidents, it has beea determined that the change
described above will not increase tne probability of an occurrence or the ,

consequence of the accident, or nelfunction of equipment important to
safety es previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different ty w than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is -not created because returning the
setpoint flow of ' Standby Gas Treatment to 400' scfm will return it to its-

normal operation following the NRC waiver for secondary containment.
Returning the Standby Gas T7eatment- system flow to normal will have no
effect on Standby Gas Treatment or normal plant operation as described 'in
the UFSAR and Technical Specifications.

3. The margin of safety. is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-419

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE
.

DESCRIPTION:

This temporary procedure will conduct a test of secondary containment
capability.

SAFETY EVALUATION SU E RY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is '

true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to t5e accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Refueling UFSAR SECTiON. 14,2,2

LOCA UFSAR SECi10N: 14.2.4
Instrument Line Break -UFSAR SECTION: 5.3.4.1

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this portion
of the procedure will be used to determine the operating margins for
secondary containment tn comply with Technical Specifications. Standby Gas
Treatment, and reactor bu'1 ding ventilation will not be placed in an
unanalyzed condition. Fire protection and secondary containment also will
not be placed in such a configuration as to create the possibility of an
accident or. malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in the
UFSAR. The systems impacted by this procedure are Standby Gas Treatment,
Reactor Bu11 ding Ventilation, Fire Protection, and Secondary Containment.o

Standby Gas Treatment will be operated within 3600 scfm to 4400 scfm as
called for by Technical Specifications. Reactor Butiding Ventilation will
b9 isolated, and then later restarted. The procedure utilizes the outside
Fire Main and its internal piping for the induced leak. Operators will be
stationed both inside and outside the Reactor Building by valves, to be
able to isolate the leak.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specifica'lon, therefore, the safety margin _is not reduced.
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SE-91-421

SPECIAL TEST 1-165

DESCRIPTION:

This special test will test the pick-up and drop-out voltages for six
CR109C0 contactors located in MCC's 18-1A-1 and 19-1-1. The contactors
are in SPARE cubicles which will be isolated from the MCC's.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUINARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the folicwing is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

Fcr each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the proLability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunctio1 of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSt.R. -

2. The possibility for an accident or malfuaction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the testing
done in the MCC's will not create a possibility for an accident not
described in the FSAR as the equipment being tested will be electrically
isolated from MCC's 18-1A-1 and 19-1-1. The particular cubicles are
"Iacted out" so that they are electrically isolated from HCC's, No MCC
power will be used during the testing.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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LE-91-422

TEMPCRARY ALTERATION #91-1-114

DESClilPTION:

As part of temporary alterations, the heat detectors (thecmostat sw'tches)
of main transformer Tl will be isolated from the 125 VDC system. Also
jumpers between terminals 3 & 5 and 4 & 6 of 1R ITB-68 (of main tians Tl)
are needed to permit manual deluge of the transformer, if necessary.

SAFETY EVAL.llATION 9tMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- l'e change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

Tae changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component--

could lead to_the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

ifone

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the p.obability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equip ;nt important to
se.fety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the
Inoperability of the heat detectors at Unit 1 Main Transformac will not
increase the likelihood of creating an accident. At worst, the
trancformer could be destroyed in a transformer fire. However, the
transformer is not needed to control or prevent accidents involving the
safe operation or shutdown of the plant. Nor is it needed to control or
prevent accidents which would put the public health at risk.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-424

ALTERNATE REPLACEMENT EVALUATION Q-90-007-0018-03

DESCRIPTIGH:

Replace the original MSIV actuator springs with alternate springs that
will provide epproximately 46 percent more available spring force.

SAFETY EVALUATION SIMMRY:

'

l. The change described above has been analyzed to determine sach accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR wnere any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

,

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Loss of Coolant Accident UFSAR SECTION, 14.2.4
Full Closure of All MSIV's UFSAR SECTION: 11.2.3

.Nain Steam Line Break
Outside the Drywell UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.3

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, et malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2 ., The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
i any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the

replacement MSIV tctuator springs are being procured from the Original
Equipment Mar.ufactbrer (GEM), Crane Company, in accordance with-the

! requirements of 10CFR50 Appendix B and 10CFR Part 21. These replacement
L springs represent a vendor r commended upgrade, As presented in Crane's.

Product Improv6 ment Package Report #01-006, Rev. O, dated Feb. 28, 1989.
General Electric Co., the BHR-NSSS, has_also endorsed this upgrade in '

their raport PEO-06-0289, Main Steain Isolation Valve Product Improvement
Package, dated Feb. 1989. This General Electric Report was specifically
prepared for Dresden Station, but has been deemed applicable for Quad '

Citles Station by General Electric in their letter to R. Gayley dated July
12, 199'. BHRSD Site Engineering has concurred with the MSIV product
improvements contained in the Crane Company and General Electric reports
as documented on Site Engineering Services Request No. 4-0694.

.
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SE-91-424 (CONT'D)

ALTERNATE REPLACEMENT EVALUATION Q 90-007-0018-03

Based on the above recommendations and concurrence, it can be concluded
that the installation of the replacement MSIV actuator springs will not
result in a change to-the component or system function, and no new or
different failure modes will have been created. The replacement springs ;

constitute a product improvement, providing approximately 45 percent more '

available sprin, fcrce than the original springs. Furthermore, this
increase in spring force will be accomplished by the usc of an improved
spring material of larger diameter spring wire, which will actually
experience a reduction in the allowable stress as compared to the original
springs (95.3% for the improved material versus 96.2% for the original
spring material). The free length, mean diameter, installed height,
working height, and working deflection of the replacement springs is
identical to the original springs, which will preclude _the need to modify
or alter the existing associated equipment. The tandem
pneumatic-hydraulic cylinder (actuator) has also been shown by calculation,

to have ample opening force to open the MS1V against the increased spring
force.

The specific accident and transient analysis reviewed in this evaluation '

did-not-yield any new or different failure modes, and the probability or
,

the consequences of an accident previously evaluated in the UFSAR have not
been increased. In the loss of Coolant Accident Analysis, all of the
HSIV's are assumed to close within 3.5 seconds of the initiation of the
accident (the actual closing time for the MSIV's could be as long as 9.0
seconds-after the initiation of the accident, but 3.5 seconds'was chosen
for the analysis as being more conservative since the reactor vessel would
be maintained at a higher pressure during the blowdown). While the
springs provide the majority of the closing force to close the MSIV's, the
actual speed at which the valve's clcse is determined by the speed control
valve for the hydraulic cylinder. The speed control valve is adjusted and
set prior to each startup. This assures that the closing time for each
MSIV is verified to be within Technical Specification limits. The
replacement springs will not affect the closing time of the MSIV's, once
the speed control valve ha; i. ten properly adjusted for the correct closing
time,

l
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SE-91-424 (CONT'D)

ALTERNATE REPLACEMENT EVALUATION Q-90-007-0018-03

The full Closure of All MSIV's transient described in the UFSAR will not
be affected by the replacement springs. In this cnalysis, it is assumed
that all (eight) of the MSIV's close and a reactor scram does not occur
based on the NSIV position switches. The scram signal is postulated to
come from high neutron flux, wh'th shuts down the reactor. This analysis
is included in the UFSAR to verify the adequacy of the Safety Relief
Valves to relieve reactor pressure in accordance with ASME Section III
Code requirements. Since the closure of the MSIV's is the initiating
event in this analysis, the replacement springs will have no effect of
this transient condition. It hcs been thoroughly documented in the
referenced pioduct improvement packages that the replacement MSIV springs
have adequate spring force to close the MSIV's.

In the Main Steam Line Break-Outside The Drywell accident analysis, it is
assumed that the HSIV's close at 10.5 seconds after severance of the steam
line (0.5 second detection time plus 10 second closure time). A reactor
scram would be initiated by the MSIV position switches at approximately 10 '

percent closure of the valve stem. 7.t is also postulated that there is a
simultaneous loss of normal ac power, so the accident analysis assumes
there is no feedwater flow. The net effect of the MSIV c19sure time of
10.5 seconds without feedwater flow to the reactor vessel will result in
85,000 lbs. or water / steam loss from the vessel, which is less than the
approximately 120,000 lbs of water / steam loss-that would be required to
expose the top of the core. Since the replacement springs will provide an

! approximately 45 percent increase in spring force, it can be concluded
I that they will be aole to close the MSIV's within the parameters presented

in this accident analysis.. Also, as previously mentioned, the actual
closing time of the MSIV's is determined by the adjustment of the
hydratitc speed control valve.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|
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SE-91-425 j

Modification H04-0-87-001C Q65562

DESCRIPTION:

The full modification is a Commouwealth Edison commitment to perform a
Detailed Control Room Design Review (DCRDR) in accordance with NUREG 0737,
Supplement 1. Items which did not conform to the requirements of NUREG 1

0700 were documented as Human Engineering Olscrepancies (HED's). !
l

Partial 'C' modification consists of the installation of mechanical and ;

structural work asso:iated with the main HVAC ductwork and ceiling inside
and outside c' +he control room. !

SAFETY EVALUATION SlH4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following.is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to fcnction during Oc after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
ccasequence of the accident, or malfunction of aquipment important to
safety as previously evaluated ir, the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previcusly evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
modification test is a partial test that will test the Control Room HVAC
"A" & "B" Train only and will not affect any other systems because no
physical alternations are required.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety raargin is not reduced.

.
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SE-91-428
i

Mod 5fication Test M4-0-84-16G 085914-6.01, 6.02, 6.03
.

|
l

DESCRIPTION .

Modification test for the Computer Room Halon Fire Protection System
upgrades.

SAFETY EVALUATIcil SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The charige alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Fire UFSAR SECTION 10.6

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAP is not created because fire watches
will be maintained for the computer room as a compensatory measure durina
the time the halon system is out-of-service.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the sarety margin is 't reduced.

I

l

|
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SE-91-429

Procedure QOP 5670-2

,

DESCRIPTION:

Thic new procedure provides the operator with more guidance on EGC
operation.

SAFETf EVALUATION S(M MRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UrSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the char.ge
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because FSAR Section
7.3.6 and 7.3.3 discuss the operation of the system. This procedure does
not change or alter the way EGC operates; therefore, this procedure does
not create the possibility of an accident or malfunction different from
those previously evaluated.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
specification, is not reduced because this procedure does not change or
alter these limits. The changed procedure specify more clearly these
limits and the surveillance intervals. Therefore, the margin to the limit

is not decreased.

T0 86
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3E-91-430

Procedure QC0A 1100-1

DESCRIPTION:

This procedure change goes into more detail on how to troubie shoot SBLC
storage tank solutic-o abnormal temperature. It also gives a more
conservative temperature band tc control the solution temperature to.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The charged structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that +he cl.ange
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure gives the operator actions to perform to correct an abnormal
temperature of the SBLC storage tank. It will not adversely impact
systems or functions so as to create the possibility of an accident or
malfunction of a type different from those previously ev=1uated in the
UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Te:hnical
.

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-431

Monthly SBLC Pump Operability Test QC05 1100-6

DESCRIPTION:

This procedure change will give the operator wre guidance on how to
preform the SBLC monthly surveillance which is required by Technical
Specifications.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has b'f1 analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

|
- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly

| assumed to function during or after the accident.
l
I - Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously estaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this

7

procedure change only gives more guidance on how to prove the SBLC:

provides the Technical Specifications required for flow and pressure frcm
the pumps thiough the test tank and local flow and pressure indicators.

! No new accidents or malfunctions are created of a type different from
| those evaluated previously in the UFSAR.

| 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

!
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SE-91-432 i
,

Procedure QCOP 1100-1

DESCRIPTICN:

This procedure change has the aperator go through a more detailed
procedure to er.sure that the SBLC system will bt aligned to standby
readiness.

SAFETY EVALUATION S M RY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these acciC:6ts. It has been determined that the change
described above will n + increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of-the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure change only gives operator guidance on how to line-up SBLC
system to standby readir.ess and does not create the possibility of an
accident or malfunction of a type different from those previously
evaluated in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

n os
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SE-91-433

Procedure QCOP 1100-3

DESCRIPTION:

This procedure change allows the operator to use existing piping at first
when draining the tank and then to use a submersible sump pump.

SAFETY EVALUATIOi! StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine cach accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to functica during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system. or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a differsoc type than y
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this M

procedure only gise operator guidance on how to drain the SBLC storage
tank. It does not adversely impact systems of functions so as to create
the possibilt+y of an accident or malfunction of a type previously
evaluated in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety _ is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS H

1

_ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _



- - . - - - .

SE-91-434
!

Procedure QCOP 1100-7

!

DESCRIPTION:

This procedure change deals with increasing SBLC tank Boron concentration
and lists new temperature and volume limits.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The enange described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

co'Jld lead to the acC1 dent.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of tne:a accidents, it has been determined that the change
d;;cribed above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
orocedure ensures the operator has enough guidance on how to set up the
SBLC system so the Chemistry Department can increase the Boron
concentration. This changt does not impact systems or functions so as to
create the possibility of an accident or malfunction of a type different-
from those previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-435

Procedure QCAN 901(2)-5 F-6

DESCRIPTION:

This procedure change gives the administrative limit of 3800 gallons as a
minimum level. The low level alarm setpoint is set at approximately 3915
gallons so this procedure is using the conservative setting.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1, The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Mcne

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above wii not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment impcrtant to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The_ possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure change only gives operator guidance ca low to respond to a SBLC
storage tank abnormal level L*! 111 not adytrsely impact systems or
functions so as to create the possibility of an accident or malfunction of
a type different from those previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
| Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-436

Procedure QCAN 901(2)-5 G-6

DESCRIPTION:

This change gives more operator guldance on how to respond to a SBLC tank
solution high or low temperature alarm. The needed temperature band is
now more conservative based on 'aquate NPSH tests.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION SLRNARY: ,

1. The change described ibove has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
| described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a diff7 rent type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure change does not adversely impact systems or functions so as to
create the possibility of an accident or malfunction of a type different
from those previously evaluated in the UFSAR. This procedure directs the
operator on how to respond to the annunciator.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any lechnical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

,
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SE-91-439

Temporary Alteration 91-2-32

DESCRIPTION?.

At the 902-3 panel in the Control room, connect a temporary recorder with
digital indication in series with existing torus narrow range pressure
indication to provide digital indication of torus pressure.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUl44ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: -

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. .

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None
|

| For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
| described above will not increase '.he probability of an occurrence or the
' consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because failure of
the existing torus pressure indicator is a single failure of monitoring

| Instrumentation. No automatic safety system actuations are provided by
' this instrumentation. Also, wide range torus pressure is available for

monitoring purposes on separate and accurate instrumentation. This wide
range torus-pressure indication, while quite accurate, is not accurate
enough to use during the maintenance activity.

The temporary recorder provides isolation between its power supply and the
instrumentation loop.

The temporary recorder will be securely fastened to a cart and placed near
the 902-3 panel in the Control Room. The wheels of the cart will lock.
The recorder is a safety-related, seizmically qualified component.

i

e
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SE-91-439 CONTD

3.- The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
specification, is not reduced because there is no change to the parameters
used to establish the Technical Specification liinits. The parameters are
drywell to torus dp and torus pressure. The temporary alteration will
have no affect on the margin of safety because the LCO's will provide the
margin of safety identical to tne margin of safety *udere the change.

.

L
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SE-91-441

Setpoint Change Number 469

DESCRIP110N:

Raise the LPRM High Setpoint from 85 Meter Units to 100 Meter Units.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listsd below: *

Rod Withdrawal Error UFSAR SECTION 7.4.5.3

For each of these accidenics, it hss been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probabil!ty of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or calfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because chang:ng the
LPRM High Setpoint does not change any systems or functions described in
the JFSAR. The APRM and RBM Systems are not affected since they e

independent of the LPRM readings.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-442

Hork Request 088066-6.01 Rev. 0

|

DESCRIPTION:

This evaluation is for the work installation to relocate the electrical
supt. vision and alarms for Unit Or.e Ha' , Transformer from the main control
room annunciators to the XL3 system.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPHARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to dptermine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Fire UFSAR SECTION 10.6

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of ar, occurrence or the'

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the worst
case scenario is that Unit 1 Main Transformer is lost due to fire. It has
been evaluated as an accident in the FSAR, and it fits within that scope.
Compensatory fire watch will be started and maintained throughout this
work, as a means to piov'ca detection.

3. The margin of safety, b '..ot defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

n ..
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SE-91-443

Loading Evaluation 91-015

DESCRIPTION:

Place 4 lead blankets on the floor of the Unit 1 Dryer-Separator Pit.
(temporary)

SAFETY EVALUATION SLM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
enticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed ,tructure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to ftnction during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to tht accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because based on S&L
DrawingB-974Rev.AtheallowablefloorloadingjntheUnit1
Dryer-geparatorPit(El.665'-6") is 1,500 lbs/ft . A maximum of 40
lbs/ft will be added to the floor. There is no eculpment located in this
pit, so no safety related systems or components could be affected.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety r.argin is not reduced.

|
|
|

|
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SE-91-444

Injection of Standby Liquid Control

DESCRIPTION:

When injection of SBLC is required, either 2 pump combination may be
selected.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is

' true:-

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

ATHS OFSAR SECTION 10.5.1

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this action
is taken in response to an 4ccident. It does not change the action which
occurs, just the order that the switch position is selected,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for.any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|

!
i
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SE-91-445

Modification Test H04-1-84-36H

DESCRIPTION:

Modification test for the Unit I Cable Tunnel Hetpipe System.

SAFELY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient describeu in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

'
- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Fire UFSAR SECTION 10.6

| For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
j described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
i any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the only

system impacted by this test is the fire protection system, specifically
L the -local alarms for the Unit 1 Cable Tunnel Hetpipe System. The loss of
| these alarms (flow and tamper) will be compensated by maintaining hourly

fire watches for the Unit 1 Cable Tunnel for the duration of this test.
Therefore, no new credible accidents can be envisioned outside those:

previously evaluated.

I 3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
specification, is not reduced because hourly 'tre watches will be
maintained for-the duration of this test.

l
.
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SE-91-447

Temporary Alteration #91-1-118-

DESCRIPTION:

Temporary replace DPISH 1/2-5741-311 with STD 0271100 so that DP across
the "9" Train AFU can be measured properly.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPNARY:

1 The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
trut:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the charged structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in ths UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the temporary
alteration involves replacing a defective dP indicator with an operating,
QA certified, identical scale dP indicator, the possibility of an accident
or malfunction of the indicator does not increase and is the same as the
probability of the original indicator. This is a passive device that does
not affect the proper operation of the AFU.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
.

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

!
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SE-91-448

Special Test #1-166

DESCRIPTION:

Connect " Fluke" devices to take nA readi:1gs on the RTDs that measure
heater dT for the CR AFU and also to take mA readings on the flow
Transmitter for the air flow through the AFU.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUW4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA- UFSAR SECTION 14.2.4

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the
indicators being added do not provide inputs to the AFU and are passive in
function. Also, a failure of them would not cause the AFU to fall since
flow is preset and not dependent on the flow transmitter, and the RTOs
provide only temperature readings for purposes of conducting the monthly
surveillance. Additionally, this special test does not cause the AFU to
be operated in a manner inconsistent with its design so no new failure
modes are introduced.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|
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SE-91-449

FSAR

DESCRIPTION:

Add replacement bolting specification 21A3537 and ASME code reconciliation
for Quad Cities I & 11 to the FSAR.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analvsts.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or imM ''.itly
assumed to functior, during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Control Rod Drop UFSAR SECTION 14.2.1
MSL Break outside the Drywell UFSAR SECTION 14.2.3
Loss of Coolant Accident UFSAR SECTION 14.2.4
MSL Isolation Valve Closure UFSAR SECTION 11.2.3

,
'

Turbine trip with failure of
bypass system UFSAR SECTION 4.4.3

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the
mechanical properties of the bolting components are the same as the
original materials. The components will perform the same function as the
original components.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
specification, is not reduced because the bolting components will perform
the same safety function as the original components. The margin of safety
as described in the Technical Specification is not reduced.
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SE-91-450

Special Test Olesel Generator Fuel Consumption Test

DESCRIPTION:

Special test procedure to calculate the diesel fuel consumption rate of
the EDG's.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Loss of Offsite Power UFSAR SECTION 8.2.2 (Pg 11)

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because testing
diesel fuel consumption rate, will prove diesels efficiency. Test
duration to be approximately 1 1/2 hours / diesel. After test, all
equipment is returned to normal.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-453

Minor Design Change P04-2-91-106

DESCRIPTION:

The purpose of this Minor Design Change is to install the new GE Hodel
NF500 refueling bridge mast on the Unit 2 refueling bridgc crane. The
NF500 Hodel is a direct replacement for the triangular fuel mast used in
the past. The refueling mast is suspended vertically from the refueling
platform and functions as a telescopic arm of the platform to position and
operate the fuel grapple.

SAFETY EVALUATION St#HARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

.

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lesd to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Dropping of Fuel Assembly UFSAR SECTION 14.2.2.4

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change -

described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the new NF500
mast will function similarly to the previous mast, so an accident or
malfunction different from those evaluated is not an issue.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
specification, is not reduced because the Technical Specifications will
not be impacted by the installation of the NF500 Refueling Bridge mast.

TS M
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SE-91-454

Hodification Test H04-0-80-002

DESCRIP110N:

Review and verify that functional testing has been performed for the
technical support tenter interface modification.

SAFETY EVALUATION StMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: -

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.
.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than -

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the interface
necessary for the TSC, will be by design isolated from any inplant
equipment necessary for safe plant operation. This proposed change is to
review and verify that functional testing has been performed.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.-

TS M
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SE-91-455

ALARA Dose Reduction Sheet 340

DESCRIPTION:

Maintenance is requesting the use of 4 lead blankets to be used in the CRD
repair room.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlH4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
inticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. ed

0
- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly

assumed to function during or after the accident, s

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

'

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because these lead
blankets will only be used in the CRD repair room and will not be placed
on any equipment or pipes outside of that room. The posted live load for
the floor in the CRD repair room is 400 lbs/ft' and the 160 lbs of lead is
negligible with respect to this. Therefore, these blankets will not
affect any accident analyses nor will they create any new accidents.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

nn
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SE-91-456

Temporary Procedure #7098 ;

DESCRIPTION:

Change procedure to clarify the Technical Specification requirement
,

4.8.H.2.b and allow for proper verification of AFU heater operability. |

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: |

'

,

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
rena m ence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
adds clarifying information to an existing procedure and does not cause or
allow the system to operate outside of its design basis.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

i
-
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SE-91-457

Modification Test for PO4-0-91-108

DESCRIPTION:

Modification test to verify AFU heater is operable, filter train is
operable, and a positive dP is maintained in the Control Room,

SAFETY EVALUATION St# NARY:

1. The change described above has been anclyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The thenged structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.,

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident,

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR,

2, The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than -

_

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the AFU will ,

not be operated in a manner inconsistent with its design for this test.
Since this is true and no design basis will be violated, the possibility
of creating an accident or malfunction is not greater than at any other
time the AFU is operating,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

TS M
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SE-91-458

Procedure QIS 70-1 Rev. 6, QIS 70-S1 Rev, 4

,

DESCRIPTION:

Add steps to QIS 70-1, Rev. 6 and QIS 70-S1, Rev. 4 to verify acknowledge-
and clear fire protection alarms from the Control Room Fire Protection
types during the semi-annual Instrument Maintenance surveillance for the
Computer Room Halon System.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is i

true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis,

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because prior to
installation of the modification, QIS 70-1, Rev. 5 provided for the
semi-annual. testing of the new Computer Room halon system by (1)
electrically disconnecting the halon tanks from the local panel, (2)
smoking and disconnecting detectors to produce local alarm and trouble
indication, (3) operating a local pull station to produce a local alarm,
and (4) reconnecting the local panel to the halon tanks. This procedure
revision only provides steps to verify, acknowledge and clear remote
alarms produced in_the Control Room as a result of the installation of
modification M04-0-84-16G. The action steps required by this procedure-
revision are not outside the normal ope,ational requirements of the XL3
computer and do not degrade its supervisory function either during or
after the performance of this surveillance. Therefore, no new accident
scenarios can credibly be envisioned as the result of this procedure
change,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-459

Temporary Procedure #7096

DESCRIPTION:

Delete references to QA qualification sticker and add a test equipment
calibration checks to procedure.

SAFETY EVAL.llATION St#9%RY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true'

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly 4

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Mane

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than -

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because adding steps
to check the calibration of the instrument befcre and after the test and
removing the reference to QA stickers cannot cause or create the
possibility of an accident or malfunction.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS O9
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SE-91-460

Modification Test H04-2-84-36H

DESCRIPTIDN:

Hodification test for the Phase 10B Fire Protection upgrades to the Unit 2
Cable Tunnel Hotpipe System.

SAFETY EVALUATION St M ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the .'ollowing is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is expli:itly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could leed to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Fire UFSAR SECTION 10.6

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

,

' consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the only
system impacted by this test is the fire protection system, specifically,
the Local alarms for the Unit 2 Cable Tunnel-Hetpipe System. The loss of
these alarms (flow and tamper) will be compensated by maintaining hourly
fire watches for the Unit 2 Cable Tunnel for the duration of this test.
Therefore, no new credible accidents can be envisioned outside those
previously evaluated.

| 3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
specification, is not reduced because hourly fire watches will be
maintained or the duration of this test.

|
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SE-91-465

QAP 300-10 TEMP (OPERATING RECORDS)

DESCRIPTION:

Change QAP 300-10 to more specifically delineate expectations for log
keeping. It also eliminates the SCRE's log.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPHARY:

1. .The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. 1

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None
,

for eact. of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than.
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because no change to
affect systems or their functions. Change-only affects log keeping.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
|
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SE-91-466

Chem-Nuclear Procedure SD-0P-090, Rev. 4
Process Control Program for Cement Solidification of 011

DESCRIPTION:

This procedure is the most current revision that incorporates process
control or cement solidification of oil. Oil sludges and oil residues
previously these procedures were under separate titles.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analy7ad to determine each arcident or
anticipated transient described in tF, UFSAR wi.ere any of the following is
true:

1

1

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

i For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change!

described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR 1s not created because processing
with vendor equipment as described in the UFSAR is same as will be used
for this processing. This change is to procedures only and does not
change any equipment or equipment usage.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification. therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

'

L
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SE-91-467

Temporary Procedure #7115

DESCRIPTION:

Temporary deletes fall safe test and reorders steps to stroke and time
HSIVS.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION SIM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: j

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.
!

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly ,-

assumed to function during or after the accident. |

Operation or failure of tne changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not inciease the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated.in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the change
does not introduce any new operating methods or techniques which may
create the possibility of an accident. All Technical Specifications and
FSAR Requiremerir are still met and the change does not affect the
function of the HSIV's.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|
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SE-91-469

On-site Review 88-66, FSAR Change

DESCRIPTION:

Rerr.ove requirement to have operable HPCI and RHR Room coolers to constder
the ECCS Systtms operable.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUWARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
" anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is

true: -

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accideats which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA UFSAR SECTION 6.2.7

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increhse the probability of an occurrence or the
ccnsequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type thar -

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because (10.a) the '

HPCI and RHR room coolers do not affect any accident precursors. A pipe
connected to the primary system is no more likely to break due to the
status of the ECCS room coolers.

(10.b.) The failure of RRR room coolers do not prevent the LPCI system
from perfurming its function. Since LPCI still functions loss of the room
coolers will not change the consequences of the accident.

The HPCI system is assumed to function for small break LOCA. As shown in
the UFSAR, the reactor wiil depressurized within a short time to the
pressure the the low pressure ECCS system can assure adequate core
cooling. The room cooler study (OSR 88-66) shows that the room
temperature will ttay below HPCI isolation setpoint for 24 hours. This
significantly lortger than the time that the reactor preswre will be above
the low pressure ECCS systems ability to protect the core. Therefore no
change ia consequences will occur.

TR es
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SE-91-469 CONTO

(10.c) As the room cooler study (88-66) shows the temperature in both HPCI
and RHR rooms remain under the Environmental Qualification (EQ)
temperature for a substantial length of time. Since the equipment is

,

rated for this temperature the probability of failure will not increase, i

(10.d) The consequences of the failure of HPCI or RHR has not been changed
Iby removing the need to have an operable room cooler.

(11) Since the failure of the room coolers to function could only affect i

the HPCI and RHR systems, there is no possibility of a different type of !
accident. |

|

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical '

specification, is not reduced because Technical Specification does not
| specify the room cooler operability requirements. The study and

engineering evaluation document the lack of need for room cooler for HPCI
and RHR to provide their function. ,

|

|
,

|
'

,

i

i
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SE-91-471

ALARA Dose Reduction Sheet #357

DESCRIPTION:

Place 11 40 lb lead blankets on scaffolding on the west side o,' the fuel'

transfer canal at 690' elevation,

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been snalyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following '.
true: -

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to funct!on during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, cr component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
,

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the '

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than -

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR iadditionalloadislessthan1000lb/ftgnotcreatedbecausetheallowed and there is no equipment
that might be affected by this increased load, this will not create any -(new nor-affect any previously evaluated accidents or malfunctions. A

3. The margin of safety. is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS H
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SE-91-472

ALARA Dose Reduction Sheet #3S8

DESCRIPTION:

Place 4 lead blankets on the steel checker plate above the 1A Reactor
'

Building Floor Drain Sump.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.
^

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the steel
plate is capable of supporting a minimum of 200 lbs and a load of 160 lbs
is being added, the steel checkers plate will still perform its intended
function. Therefore, the operation of the 1A Reactor Building floor Drain
Sump will not be affected. Due to these reasons no new nor previously
evaluated accidents or malfunctions will be created or affected.

3. The margin of safety is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-473

QCAP 100-2

DESCRIPTION:
l

The change incorporates the ANSI and Technical Specification requirements
for key station positions into procedures. These requirements are also
listed in the UFSAR to a limited content. QCAP's 100-1, 2 and 3 are
inter-related for this evaluation.

I
SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
a3sumed to funt' ion during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence oi _he accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because changes are
more administrative in nature and do not involve plant components or
systems. The changes reflect the requirements of the Technical
Specifications and UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because procedure changes reflect Technical
Specification requirements in the area of personnel qualifications.

T9 79
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SE-91-474

QCAP 100-1, Deletion of QAP 200-1,2,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,14,20 & 21

DESCRIPTION:

The change incorporates the ANSI and Technical Specification requirements
for key station positions into procedures. These requirements are also
listed in the UFSAR to a limited content. QCAP's 100-1, 2 and 3 are
inter-related for this evaluation.

SAFETY EVALUATION SIDMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or -

anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these acciderts, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR. -

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because changes are
more administrative in nature and do not involve plant components or
systems. -The changes reflect the requirements of the Technical
Specifications and the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because procedure changes reflect Technical
Specification requiremtnts in the area of personnel qualifications.

YS 76
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SE-91-475

QCAP 100-3, Deletion of QAP 200-15, 51, 57, 58, 59, T1, T2 & T5

DESCRIPTION:

The change incorporates the ANSI 6nd Technical Specification requirements
ffor key station positions into procedures. These requirements are also

listed in the UFSAR to a limited content. QCAP's 100-1, 2 and 3 are
inter-related for this evaluation.

.

SAFEW EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of-equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because changes are
more administrative in nature and do not involve plant components or
systems. The changes reflect the requirements of the Technical
Specifications and UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Techaical
Specification, is not reduced because procedure changes reflect Technical
Specification requirements in the area of personnel qualifications.

T8 79
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SE-91-476

TEMP. ALT. #91-1-121

DESCRIPTION:

Connect Gould recorder at terminal blocks 901-37/TB4B-18, 901-37/TB4B-16,
and 901-37/TB4B-14 to nonitor the 901-37 channel B2 of APRM #6. A 1/2
scram on RPS B shall be taken when leads are lifted to install the
recorder.

SAFETY EVAltlATION SlMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

n

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the recorder
shall not affect plant operation once the recorder is installed. The B
RPS shall take a 1/2 scram when the 901-37 leads are lifted to install the
recorder. Immediately after the installation is complete, the 1/2 scram
shall be reset and APRM 6 functional performed. This change does not
adversely impact the APRM system. The chart recorder design contains
multiple high impedance resistors assuring no alternate current path
through the RPS contacts. Additionally, chart recorder failure mode is to i

that of "Open Circuit", assuring no "Short" would occur through the RPS
contacts preventing their actuation.

3. The margin of safety is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

T9 79
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SE-91-478

MDC, HRh Q95542

DESCRIPTION:

Change the attachment / mounting details for the refuel bridge power cable
picLup guidewheel assembly. The guidewheel assembly needs to be raised to
a higher elevation to keep the tellum grip and power cable from being
damaged during bridge use. 1

SAFETY EVALUATION SlMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is |

true:

- 1he change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The chanced structure, system or component is explicitly or 'mpilcitly
assumed tu function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listeo below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the ch'ange
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the design
change does not change the operation of the refuel bridge. It has no
effect on previously evaluated accidents,_nor does it introduce any new
accident or malfunction type. The relocation of the guidewheels will keep
the tellum grip and power cable from being damaged during refuel bridge
use.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin 1- not reduced.
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St-91-484

TLMP. AL T. No. 91-2-43

-

-

|

DISCRIP110N:

This ct" age jumpers I tfe Accumulator alarm for control rod H-14. This -

will disable the rod bloo functton for this accumulater only. Control
rod M-14 will be fully insetted and electrically disarmed while the
accumulator alarm is disabled. (allowed by 1.L 3.3.lD

SAf fly [VAttlAIION StMMRY: -

"
1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or

anticipated transient described in the Uf5AR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the intilal conditions used in the Uf5AR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to funtiton during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listes tiow:

flone

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or mal * unction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in '.he UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created tscause this change
does not adversely impact systems or create the possibility of an accident
or malfunction of a different type alreaay analyzed in the UFSAR. 1his
change disables the rod block for control rod M-14 accumulator alarm. The
control rod will be fully inseited and electrically disarmed during the
time the accumulator alarm is bypassed. Therefore, this control rod will
not require the accumulator to function to insert the rod to the full in
position, it will be fully inserted at all timet this 6 1 arm is disabled.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the barts for any Technical
Specification, is noi . educed because Technir * Specifications allows

'nserted and electricallydisabling the rod be- L provide the rod is . i.

disarmed. These conc: )ons will be taet ,
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SE-91-485

H04-0-87-001B/Q67886 & Q65563

DESCRIPilDN:

Control Room "B" Train HVAC Upgrade Partial Hodification Test.s

%

SAFE 1Y IVALUATION StM4ARY:

\ 1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
3 anticipated transient described in the UlSAR where any of the following is

true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the Uf5AR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.
>

Operation or fatture of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change"

1escribed above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to

- safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the Uf5AR is not created because this
modification test for the Control Room "B" backup HVAC Train does not
affect or create the possibility of an accident or malfunction in any
manner different from the "A" normal HVAC train. No "B" backup HVAC train
physical alterations are required during operation. The "B" backup HVAC
train is fully capable of cooling and heating the Control Room plus
maintaining the control room environment within desired specifications.

_ 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced. '

_

E

1$ h6
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SE-91-489

IEMPORARY pROCIDURE CHANGE

DESCRIP110N:

Delete the prerequisities for calibration on the DOP detector. Clarify
,

the test result teautrements on the data sheet. 1

SAFETY EVALUATION St# MARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true*

i

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. |

- The changed structure, system or component is expitcitly or impilcitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described abole will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because deleting the
prerequisities to the procedure does not affect normal plant operation.
The DOP detector does not require a calibration. A field check of the
instrument is done before each use to verify it is working correctly.

The station currently tests the liFpA filters to a lech Spec limit of 99%
efficiency. This 99% efficiency is assumed in the Reg. Guide 1.52 and the
Control Room Habitability Study. The station is not committed to Reg.
Guide 1.52 for DOP testing.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety inargin is not reduced.

TS 79

.-



_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

SE-91-490

QAP 1100-5, Deletion QCAP 1100-12 Implementation

DESCRIP110N:

Change adds clarification to direction given in current procedure as well
as .-ull together additional important issues into this procedure for easy
reference.

SAFL1Y LVAlUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: 1

- The change alters the inttlal conditions used in the Uf5AR analysis.

- The changed structurr, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during of after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these critetta are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the Uf5AR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because changes
involve clarification and inclusion of procedure related items from other
apptoved station procedures. Actual performance of evolution'. or
maintenance would be done with other stat hn approved procedures if
necessary. Direction given in OCAP 1100-l? is in accordance with
corporate policy CVP instruction fl0 1-0-17f as well as other company and
station approved documents. The direction given DOES NOT conflict with
procedure expectations as outlined in the UFSAR or Technical
Specifications.

3. The margin of sofety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-491

TEMP. Ali. 91-2-46

DESCRIPTION:

Lift leads to isolate RHR 2A room cooler thermostat from control circuit.

SAFETY EVAltlATION StlHKARY:

1 The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

_

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is esplicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the lifting -

of the cable leads will ensure the safety of the 2A RHR room cooler
control circuit.

This will remove the auto start function from the circuit. To compensate
this, the control switch will be placed in manual to ensure that the RHR
pumps receive adequate cooling / vent, in the event of a DBA.

The continued operation creates the possibility of motor tallures. The
motor for the coolr:r is rated for continuous operation and associated
cabling is acceptable.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because the definition of operable, requires
that for a system / component to be operable all necessary cooling be
available. This change will remove the auto start function, yet the
manual function will be maintained. Therefore, safety is maintained.

TS 79
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SE-91-492

SETPOINT CHANGE 475 L 476

DiSCRIPTION:
,

Change the setpoint of the heater flow switch 1/2-7541-8A(0) from 3 and 4
psig to 4 and 5 psig. This represents 1443 and 2040 scfm of flow.

SAFETY LYALUATION SlH4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, syctem or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Refueling UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.2
Loss-of-Coolant UFSAR SECTIOH: 14.2.4

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the setpoint
change for the hes.er flow switch will insure that on a flow of less than
1443 scfm the heater will not operate. Operation of the heater on low
flow conditions could damage the cbsrcoal adsorber. Damage to the
charcoal adsorber could cause an increase of off-site dose in the event of
an accident.

This setpoint change will not affect the normal operation of the heater at
4000 t 10% scfm. Therefore, there is no effect on normal SBGT operation.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

ss
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SE-91-493

Hodification Test M4-0-84-16D

DESCRIP110N:

Hodification test for the installation of Phase 100 fire Protection
modifications to the Unit I and 2 Resin Storage Area Hetpipe System.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY:

1. The change oescribed above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

coulo lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Fire UFSAR SECTION 10.6

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because for the
duration of the installation work and this modification test, the resin
storage area wetpipe system will remain operable. The local and remote
alarms for this area will be considered inoperable and will be compensated
for by maintaining fire watches. Performance of the tamper and flow alarm

'tests will be in accordance with the "Heekly fire Protection System
t Inspection", 005 4100-3, Rev. 11. Failures of any new or existing
| equipment under the scope of this test ell! be identifled by the XL3

supervisory circuit. No new credible accidents or malfunctions could be,

! expected to result from actions taken during this test.

3. The margin of safe +y, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
!

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
|
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SE-91-494

ALARA DOSE REDUCT10N SHEET #360

|

DLSCR1tTI(*:
I

Place 4 lead blantets on the steel checker plate above the 10 reactor
building floor drain sump.

SAll.1Y LVALUA110N SlMMHY:

1, The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is ;

true:
|

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident,

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UISAR is not created since the steel plate
is capable of supporting a minimum of 200 lbs. and a load of 160 lbs, is
being added, the steel checkers-plate will still perform its intended
function. Therefore, the operation of the IB reactor building floor drain
sump will not be affected. Due to these reasons no new or previously
evaluated accidents or malfunctions will be created of effected.

f 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
| Speciftcation, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
|

15 79
|

|
. _ _ . _ _ _ . _ .__ _ . . _ - . _ _ _ _ . . _ , . _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ __. .._ _ . . _ . . - - . _ _



__ --.___ .._ -._ _ _ _ _ ___ _ . _ ___ _ _ .. ___ - . _ _ _ _ .

SE-91-496

P04-2-91-092

DESCRIPTION:
4

Hhtting Co. to furnish motor, brates, controls, gearing and
mechanical / structural components to reduce the speed of the aux hool to

.

the 46 ft/ min. The control package will be changed to a GE DC300 series |notor control. The changes will allow for better control noves of the '

hool.

SAFEIY EVALUATION SUMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or I
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is !

true:

The change alters the inttlal conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or f ailnre of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None
,

for each of these accioents, it has been vetermined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the new motor
and control system will reduce the possibility of failure by replacing
original equipment. This slower speed of the crane will provide more

-trol of movement, lhe'eby reducing the possibility of anaccurate . i

accident ~aused by the crane operator.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-497

CHANNEL A REACTOR LOH LOH LEVEL
(QCAN 901(2)-5-B10) |

|

|DESCRIPTION:
i

1his procedure change goes into more detail on low to respond to a low low
water level alarrr, the initiating sensors, arid the possible cause of the
alarm,

SAFETY LYALUATION LIMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet thtse criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated its the UFSAR,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different t/pe than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure change only gives operator guidance on how to respond to a low
low water level, the initiating sensor which caused the alarm, and the
possible cause of the alarm and does not adversely impact systems or
functions so as the create the possibility of an accident or malfunction
of a type different from those pruviously evaluated in the UFSAR.

3, The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any lechnical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|
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SE-91-498

REACTOR VESSEL LOW LOH LEVEL ANNUNCIATOR ALARM

DESCRIPTION:

Th|s procedure change goes into nere detail on where the signal comes from
and more operator guidance on how to respond to this alarm.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATIO:t S1994 arf:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
i

anticipatad transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

1

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these acc'.dants, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR 15 not created because this
procedure change only gives operator guidance if a signal would be
received that would cause the associated alarm annunciator and does not
create the pos31bility of an accident or malfunction of a type different
from those previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

3, The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety matgin is not reduced.

;

,

I
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SE-91-499

H0DiflCATION TEST FOR HORK REQUEST Q90636

OESCRIPTION:

Modification test for M4-1-P7-SIB work request Q90636. This test will
simulate an alarm condition for various alarm inputs by jumpering
appropriate terminals in various panels.

SAFLTY LVALUATION SlMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
tiue:

- 1he change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

; for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, oi malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this mod test
will test operation of the annunciator system, only, by jumpering alaim
device contacts to simulate alarm conditions. The device contacts
affected by this test provide input to the annunciator system only and
will not interact with any other system's operation. Jumpering of alarm
device contacts simulates intended operation and therefore will not create
the possibility of an accident or malfunction.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety maigin is not reduced.
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SE-91-500
.

|

ALARA DOSE REDUCTION SHEET #361

DESCRIPTION:

Place 23 lead blankets on the 2-4811-8"-L.
:

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
ar.ticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis,
t

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because no new
accidents or malfunctions will be created, because the pb Shielding
program uses more conservative allowable stress limits than those
specified by the FSAR/UFSAR. A maximum loading of 85 lbs/ft is approved,
while a load of 80 lbs/ft is being added. Therefore, the design stresses
are not being exceeded.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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50-91-501

ALARi DOSE REDUCTION SHEET 362

DESCRIP110N:

place 16 lead blankets on grating in the 2A Core Spray Room.

SATL1Y LVALUA110N SU W RY:

1. The char.ge described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
ti ve:

_

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or ofter the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

1he accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created t":ause grawing B-973 -

specifies the maximum floor loading for grating as 100 lbs/ft . 1he
weight due to the lead shielding is only 20 lbs/ft 1herefore, the
grating is more than capable of handling this additional loao and the load
will not affect any systems or their ability to perform their intended
functions.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-502

SPECIAL IESTS #1-168 AND #2-102

DESCRIPTIDN:

Test to verify the use of the HSIV test switch to perform a spring-only
fail-safe closure of each MSIV.

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION St# MARY:

1. The change described above has been analyr.ed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is ,

true: !
!

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis. !
-.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because the special
tests only require stroking of the HSIVs using the test switch rather than
the control switch. Since this test must be performed at a power level of
less than 75% core rated power, no possibilities of accidents or
malfunctions not already evaluated in the UFSAR have been created.

3, The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-503

CHANNEL B REACTOR LOW LOH LEVEL

DESCRIPTION:

This procedure change goes into more detail on how to respond to a low low
water level alarm, the initiating sensor, and the possi'le cause of the
alarm.

SAFETY LVALUA110N StMMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is -

true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or-after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
4

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because this
procedure changes only gives operators guidance on how to respond to a low
low water level, the initiating sensor which caused the alarm, and the
possible cause of the alarm and does not adversely impact systems or
functions so as to create the possibility of an accident or malfunction of
a type different from those previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 79

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .



|

SE-91-504

QCOS 1400-2, REVISION 1
)

t

DESCRIP110N:

Add 3 Limitations and Actions statements. Two statements were for
clarification of partial testing and satisfying criteria of more than one
procedure. The third statement clarifles what actions should be taken
upon failure of the Core Spray minimum flow valve (tech Spec LCO's).

SAFETY EVALUATION StM(ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or _

anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis. "
-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assemed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR. -

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure change does NOT create the possibility of an accident or
malfunction that is not already cvaluated in the UFSAR. Three Limitations
and Actions were added to this procedure. The first Two statements are to
clarify what the Shift Engineer will include in the prerequisites for

_

partial testing and to clarify the actions to tale if a surveillance
'

fulfills the acceptance criteria of several surveillances. The third
statement addrer.ses the failure of the Core Spray Puup Minimum flow
Valve. If the min flow valve _ falls either open or closed, the respective
Core Spray Pump should be declared inoperable and the applicable lech Spec
LCO should be entered. This statement is being placed in this procedure
due to "K. Graesser Letter to H. Kalivianakas dated 12-4-85, ECCS Pump
Minimum flow Valves". lhis states that when a ECCS Pump Min, flow valve
falls either open or closed then the associated pump or loop is inoperable.

Therefore, no change was made that would alter the intended function of
the Core Spray System.

J. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-505

QC05 1400-8, REVISION 1
0'JARlERLY CORE SPRAY SYSILH POWER OPERAl[D VALVE TEST

DESCRIPTION:

Three limitations and actions have been added. lwo of the three were for
clarification of Partial testing and satisfying the acceptance criteria of
more than one procedure. The thiid one was for clarification of actions
to be talen upon failure of the core spray minimum flow valve.

I SAFETY EVALUATION Sll % RY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to detern:ine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UlSAR wheie any of the following is
true:

,

- The change alters the initt.1 conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function duiing or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequente of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not tieated because this
piocedure change does H01 adversely impact systems or functions so as to 3

create the possibility of an accident or malfunction of a type different '

from those previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

Two new limitations and actions were added to give operators guidance on
what to do if pai1101 testing of a system is required and if the
acceptante criteria of that surveillance satisfies the acceptance criteria
of other procedures.

1he third limitation and action was added to give operational guidante on
what to do if a minimum flow valve fails in the open or closed positie

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-506

QC05 1400-4, REVISION 1

DESCRIP110N:

Add 3 limitations and action statements.

SAFETY EVALUATION StM4ARY: |
|

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or )anticipated trsnsient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is jtrue:

The change alters the initial conditions used in tha UfSAR analysis.-

The thenged structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or aftet the accident.

Operation er failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this

-

procedure change does NOI create the possibility of an accident or
malfunction that is not already evaluated in the UFSAR. Three new
limitation and Action statements were added to this procedure. The first
two statements are to citeify the information the Shift Engineer is to
include in the prerequisites for partial testing and to clarify the
actions to take if a surveillance fulfills the acceptance criteria of
several surveillances. The third statement addresses the failure of the
Core Spray Pump Minimum flow Valve. If the min, flow valve was to fall in
the open or closed position, the respective Core Spray pump should be
shutdown, declared inoperable and the applicable Tech Spec LCO initiated.
Ibis statement is being added because of "K. Graesser Letter to N.
Kalivianakas dated '2-4-85, ECCS Pump Minimum flow Valves". This letter
states that when a.1 ECCS Pump Min. Flow valve fails either open or closed,
then the associated pump or loop should be considered inoperable.

3. The margin of safety, is not oefined in the basis for any Technical '

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
_

{
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SE-91-507

QC05 1300-3, REVISION 1

DESCRIP110N:

Add thres statenents to L!mitations and Actions.

SMEIY EVALUA110H StMMRY:

1. The change describea above has been cna'yzed to determine each accident or ,

anticipated transicn* described in the UfSAR where 2ny of the following is
true:

The change alters the liiitf ul conditions used in the UfSAk analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly--

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents wb!ch aett these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
desciIbed soove will not increase the probability af an occurrence or the
consequence of the accideit, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the ViSAR 15 not created because this
procedure change does NQI create the possibility of an accident or
malfunction that is not already evaluated in the UfSAR. Three new
limitation and Attinn statements were added to this procedure.- The first
two statements are to clarify the information the Shift Engineer is to
include in the prerequisites for partial testing and to clarify the
actions to tale if a surveillance fulfills the acceptance criteria of
several surveillances. The third statement addresses the failure of the
Core Spray Pump Minimum flow Valve. If the min. flow valve was to fall in
the open or closed position, the respective Core Spray Pump should be
shutdown, declared inoperable and the applicable Tech Spec LCO initiated.
This statement is being added because of "K. Graesser Letter to N.
Kaltvianakas dated 17-4-85. ECCS Pump Minimum flow Valves". This letter
states that when an ECCS Pump Min. Flow valve falls either open or closed,
then the associated pump or loop should be considered inoperable.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-01-508

QCOS 1300-5, REVISION 1

l

DESCRIPTION: ;

!

Three new limitations and Actions were added. 1

SAFETY EVALUATION SLNMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to deteimine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

The chtyc alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed strutture, syster or comoonent is explicitly or impilcitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Hone

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because this
procedure change does NOT create the possibility of an accident or >

malfunction that is not already evaluated in the UFSAR. Three new
limitations and Actions were added to this procedure. The first two
statements are to clarify the information that the Shift Engineer will
include in the prerequisites for partial testing and to clarify the
actions to take if a survelliance fulfills the acceptance criteria of
several surveillances. The third statement addresses the failure of the
RCIC Minimum flow Valve. If the min. flow valve fails to open or close,
RCIC should be shutdown, declared inoperable and the applicable Tech Spec
LCO inttlated. This statement is being placed in this procedure due to
"K. Graesser Letter to N. Kalivianafas dated 12-4-85, ECCS Pump Minimum
flow Valves". This letter states that when an ECCS Pump Min. flow valve
falls open or closed, tnen the associated pump or loop is inoperable.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-509 i

J

DESCRIPTION:

Install new test weights in fuel pool, lloist loaded weight - 344 lbs
under water. Holst jam weight - 1241 lbs under water.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transler.t described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

'

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Refuel Accident OfSAR SECTION: 14.2.2
Cast Drop OfSAR SEC1 ION: 10.1.2

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than '

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR !s not created becadse the addition
will not increase the possibility of an accident or malfunction that was
not analyzed in UFSAR. The evolution looks at: 1) Refuel accident the
lifSAR is analyzed for a drop bundle of approx. 600 lbs. The hoist loaded
test welght (the only weight that approaches the reactor cavity during
testings) is 344 lbs. 2) Cash drop. This accident is analyzed for a cast

| weight of 100 tons. The larger of the two weights is 1242 lbs. ,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

!

|

|
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SE-91-511
|

TEMP. ALT. #91-2-48

i

DESCRIPTION:

Install a temporary hose connection from 2B TDCCH (or 2A TBCCH) pressure
indicator tap to the Unit 2 Instrument Air Compressor to allow
installation of Unit IA Instrument Air Compressor and filter / Dryer
l4odification H04-1-91-021A(B). j

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:
;

1. The change described abcVe has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the Uf5AR where any of the following is
true:

The change allers the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below: ,

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described at'ove will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the cooling
medium is still the same. Only the location has been altered so that the
service water supply piping to the I A and U-2 Inst. Air Co:npressors can be
modified.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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SE-91-512

REAC10R HIGH PRESSUri

DESCRIPTION:
;

This procedure is new. Previously operators had no procedural guidance of
how to respond to a high pressure signal.

SAFETY EVALUATION St# NARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR s ere any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determlnect that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the acticent, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure only gives guidance to the operator on how to respond to a

" ecraeretor high pressure signal. This includes investigating EHC pressure
control, reactor recirculation pump speed control, and turbine / steam line
valve positions. It does not adversely impact systems or functions so as
to create the possibility of an accident or malfunction of a type
different from those previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not ieduced.

|
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SE-91-513

PRIHARY SYSTEH LEALS (SLOW LEALS) OUTSIDE PRIMARY CONIAINHENT

DESCRIPTION:

This procedure gives operator guidance on how to diagnose and respond to a
slow leak of the primary system outside the primary containment.

SAFEiY EVALUA110N StM4ARY:

1. The changa described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated trans;ent described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

'

The change alters the initi31 conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2, The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because this

| procedure helps the operator diagnose and respond a slow leak outside the
| primary containment and will not adversely effect systems or functions so

as to create the possibility of an accident or malfunction of a type
different from those previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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5E-91-514

SLOH INCREASING DRYHELL PRES 5URE - (X0A 201-1, REVISION O
I

DESCRIPTION:

This procedure change goes into detall on how to respond to a slow
increasing drywell pressure tation. It also lists several possible
alarms or causes of the increasing drywell pressure.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUHKARY:

1. The chango described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the Uf5AR where any of the following is
true:

,

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

,

The changed structure, system or component is expitcitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunct!on of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UTSAR is not created because this
procedure change only helps the operator respond and contain this
increasing drywell pressure. It does not adversely impact systems or
functions so as to create the possibility of an accident or malfunction of
a type different from those previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

:

|
|

!
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50-91-515 |

REACTOR COOLANT HIGH CONDUCilVITY - QC0A 201-4, REVIS10N 0

DESCRIPTION:

This procedure change goes into detail as far as what alarms would
annunciate and actions to help stop a high conductivity situation with the
reactor coolant.

SAFETY EVAL.UATION SlM4ARY:

1. The chuige described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

;

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impIlcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these cr'teria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure change only goes into more detail on how to respond to a reactor
coolant above normal conductivity concern and does not adversely impact
systems or functions so as to create the possibility of an accident or
malfunction of a type different from those previously evaluated In the
UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

i

|
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SE-91-518

005 5750-2, REVISION 5 & 005 5750-51, REVISION 5

DESCRIPTION:
4

Revise survelliance to incorporate data to be obtained to ensure adequate
.

heat transfer across RCU heat exchanger to totate thru each RhRSH loop to I

ensure flow to heat exchanger, add caution on proper method for securing
RCU expound on manual valve locations for case of the operator and to
reflect these changes also in the Si checklist. Also to incorporate
narrower flow range and use of portable instrumentation to measure heater
inlet and outlet temperatures.

SAFE 1Y EVALUA110N StMMARY: 1

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UISAR where any of the f ollowing 15
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR anal' is.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

DBA LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not rease the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accide , or malfunction of equipment important to t
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR. -

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than t

any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because the system '

will be operated within the bounds of the design basis during performance
of the surveillance.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because all equipment will be operated
within the bounds of the design, and all changes are conservative in
nature.
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SE-91-519

DCR# D-91-131 (4E 1608, 4E-1609, 4E-6593A) i

DESCRIPilDN:

Change 4E-1608, 4E-1609 and 6593A to reflect as built wiring.

SAFETY EVAL _UATION SlM4ARY:

1 The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transiant described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the 'nitial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

The changad structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these acci*ents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different-t,pe than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
does not adversely impact systems or functions because the physical
condition of the actual system is not changing. The change corrects minor
wirir.g discrepancies on 4E-1608, 4E-1609, and 4E-6593A to match as built

l conditions in the plant. The drawing changes do not affect plant
operation.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|

|

|
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SE-91-521

DRAFT DCR# D-91-156 (4E-1684C)
.

DESCRIPTION:

Exchange the green and orange leads at Al and A2 terminations of HPCI
valve M0 2301-48 motor and at Al and A2 terminations of MCC 1A,

Compartment 101, also exchange leads 3 & 4 at Al & A2 terminators of HPCI
valve MO 2301-3 motor and at Al & A2 terminations of MCClA, Compartment
G01.

SAIETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:
~

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
tiue:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these ac,; dents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to 6

safety es previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the 110-2301-3
valve motor and A0-2301-48 valve motor presently operate properly
(rotational direction & otherwise). The drawings are being upgraded to
reflect on as-built condition, this not affecting functional operation of
the valves.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin 1: not reduced.
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SE-91-522

|
DRAFT DCR #D-91-156 (4E-16848) '

DESCRIPTION:

Exchange green and orange leads at Al and A2 terminations of RHCU recirc.
shutoff 1501. valve motor and at Al and A2 terminations of MCCIA,
Compartment F02. (RHCU Retirc shutoff isolation valve is #MO 1201-5).

SAFETY EVALUAT10N St# NARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is e <plicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents It has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to

,

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because the RNCU
retirc. shutof f isolation valve notor (valve MO 1201-5) presently operates
properly (proper rotational direction & otherwise).

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

I
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SE-91-523 |

DRAFT DCR # D-91-156

DESCRIPTION:

On CRD discharge valves MO-1-301-2A and M0-1-301-28, the Node #4 of the
circotts is located below the 2 overload contacts instead of above them.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlH4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UTSAR is not created because the valves
for CRD discharge will still be able to operate properly. The probability
of accidents is not increased.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

_
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SE-91-524-

QCIP 130-5

DESCRIPTION:

Provide administrative control of spring pack replacements that are not
like for like.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUWRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
i anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is

true-

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or compcnent is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

,

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 6

Isolation of Condenser UFSAR SECTION: 4.5

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the operator
is still functioning within its limitations and the system function
remains the same. The new springpack has been evaluated by NED and has
been found to be the component that will provide the operator with a range
of thrust that will allow the valve to function under design basis
conditions. This range of thrust is below the level that would produce
locked rotor in the notor. Since locked rotor will not occur, the thermal
overload will not trip. The level of thrust will a'so reduce the amount
of thermal binding present in the valve when it is required to open. This
provides increased reliability of the operator to function when required.
Since the reliability of the valve is increased and the function of the
system and valve remain the same, the changing of springpacts will not
create the pessibility of an accident or malfunction different from those
evaluated in the FSAR.
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SE-91-524 (C0t4T.) )

A springpact is a component in an Motor Ope'ated Valve that helps control
the amount of force exerted by tM "alve disk on the valve body during the
closing stroke. The springpack consists of a group of belleville washeis
Stacked on top of each other to create a spring with a specific spring
constant. When the valve seats, the stem of the valve will stop. The
motor, however, will continue to proviae force on the stem and valve
disk. To control the anount of force produced by the actuator, a
springpack and a torque switch are used to shut off the actuator at a
predetermined amount of thrust. Springpacks are interchangeable
components inside of the actuator, and come in different size spring
constants. The size of the springpack is chosen by determining the amount
of thrust that is required to close the salve under design basis
conditions. This procedure will allow for the replacement of springpaths
in MOVs which will not produce thrust in the range Nuclear Engineering
Department has determined as necessary to close the valve under design
basis conditions.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-525

FSAR REVISION j

DESCRIPTION:

Revise the UfSAR to incorporate the fire Protection Program by identifying
the administrative procedures that outline the fire protection
organization (QAP 1170-17) and the fire protection equipment LCO's _ |

(QAP 1170-19). l

SAFETY EVALUA110N SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to functioti during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any-previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the fire
protection progra;n will be more conservative than that which was
previously in place in the_ Technical Specifications and formod the basis
for tl.e UFSAR, because non-Tech Spec systems have been added to the new
program / procedure QAP 1170-19.

3. The ma ;in of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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SE-91-527

PROCEDURE QAP 300-10
,

f

DESCRIP110N:

Provide additional requirements for log keeping and eliminate the SCRE log.

SAFETY EVAt.UATION SUtNARY:
The change descrlhed above has been analyzed to determine each accident oris
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following1.

true.
The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or ccmponent is explicitly or implicitly
-

assumed to function during or after the accident. [-

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

-

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type thanany previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change2.

is administrative in nature and does not affect plant operation orThere is no affect on
interaction of systems, structures or components.
equipment failures or introduction of new failure modes.

The margin of safety, is not defined tr the basis for any Technicalthe safety margin is not reduced.3.
Specification, therefore:
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SE-91-528

SPECIAL 1EST 1-169

DESCRIPTION:

Support NALC0 in connecting and cellecting data from the tower scan unit.

SAFETY EVALUATION StMtARY:

1. The change detcribed above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, sysicm, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the thange
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accideat, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the tower
scan unit is taking a water source from the Grab Sample of the Service
Water Composite Sampler Tank 1/2 3905 in the crib house. The water is
normally dumped to a floor drain. The capability of getting a grab sample
at any time is maintained. If the new 3/4" piping his a line break the
flow lost would be the same as the ncrmal grab sample flow. There is no

; equipment near here that would be affected and the water on the floor
; would be noticed by operating on their normal rounds,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

i
~

I
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SE-91-530

QCOP 1200-13, REVISION 0

DLSCRIPTION:

This is a new procedure to document RHCU 140*F isolation setpoint
adjcstment to allow for system fill, vent, and start-up.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPtMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explict?ly or implicitly
assumej to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For'each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated-in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure was created to provide instruction and documentation of the
setup or setdown of the Non-Regen Hx outlet temperature isolation
setpoint. The setpoint is setup form 140*f to allow for RHCU System fill,
vent, and pump startup. The 140*F isolation closes the MO 1201-2, S, and
80 to protect the Filter Demin resins from breaking down and possibly
intruding the RPV. The Filter Demins are off-line and manually isolated
prior to performing this procedure to ensure resin breakdown will not
cccur. The Group III isolation (+8" RHL) and the isolation from SBLC
injection are not affected by this procedure. After RHCU system is
filled, vented, and on-line, the temperature is setdown to 140*F for

; normal system operation. The temperature is verified correct and

| documented in the procedure.
|

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any lechnical
| SLecification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

1
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SE-91-532

QCOS 201-3, PRIMARY SYSTEM BOUNDARY PRESSURIZATION TEMPERATURE

DESCRIPTION:

This QCOS procedure gives the operator more and better guidance on how to
monitor reactor vessel shell temperature and reactor coolant pressure when
shell temperature is less than 220'F.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPNARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
descrioed above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
-safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or ma! function of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
only reformats the procedure and gives the operator more guidance on what
and how to monitor and record reactor vessel temperatures and pressures
when the vessel shell is less than 220*F.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

t
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SE-91-533

QCOS 201-2, PRIMARY SYSTEM BOUNDARY THERMAL LIMITA110NS

DESCRIPTION:

The QCOS procedure gives the operator more guidance by listing the
instruments that are to be used for temperature monitoring.

SAFETY EVALUATION SU MARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
R anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is

true'

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component 'i explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or af ter the acudent.

- 09eration or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these a;cidents, it has been determined that the change 3

described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than $
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure change only gives the operator more guidance on how to and what
to monitor during reactor heatups and cooldowns and it ensures that the
Tech Spec requirements for heatups and cooldowns are met.

,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-537

Minor Design Change P04-2-91-130

DESCRIPTION:

This Minor Design Change will install a new Beckman Model 755 0xygen
Analyzer in the 2252-43 panel to replace the broken Beckman Model F3
0xygen Analyzer. The Model F3 Analyzer is not manufactured anymore and
replacement parts are scarce. The Model 755 Analyzer has already been
purchased by the station. The new analyzer is smaller than the existing
analyzer and weighs approximately 1/2 as much. Due to it's reduced size,
the replacement analyzer will be mounted on a fabricated adapter plate.
Parts cost will be $0. The work will be performed under Nuclear Work
Request Q82343.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPHARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead tc the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not Increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type tha<,
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created becatse the change
installs a new component (Oxygen Analyzer) to replace an old component.
All interfaces with the sampit lines to and from primary containment are
unchanged. Therefore the possibility of an unanalyzed UFSAR accident or
malfunction is unchanged. From an electrical standpoint, the power
requirements are similar 'out the signal cables for zeroing and spanning

| will not be connected. This will have no effect on the operation or

| reliability of the new analyzer.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
specification, is not reduced because the safety limit will have no effect
of the installation. Alternate sources for sampling primary containment
oxygen concentration are in place. The new analyzer still performs the
primary function of oxygen monitoring.
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SE-91-539

SPECIAL TEST 1-170, 1-171, 2-103

DLsCRIPTION:

Perforn a manual actuation of CO2 floodi- system for the emergency diesel
generator and day tank rooms.

SAFETY EVAll!ATION SUt91ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: _

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident,

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Loss of Offsite Power UFSAR SECTION: 8.2.3.1/10.10.6
Fire In Diesel Generator or
Day Tank Rooms UFSAR SECTION: 10.6.2.6.e

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR. -

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this test
temporarily disables the ventilation fan and dampers to the diesel
generator room being tested. Since the ventilation is normally available
for room cooling during full load operation of the diesel generator, the
diesel generator being tested will be 7 day LCO for continued operation
provided that the redundant diesel generator and associated loops of RHR
are demonstrated operable and that certain requirements are met for
availability of offsite power. During CO2 injection, a momentary
decrease in room temperature is expected to occur due to vaporization of
CO2.
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SE-91-539_(CONT)-

However,--_-the atmospheric temperature is expected to rapidly return to .
normai due to the low specific heat of the CO2 gas relative to the higher-

,

!

specific heat and mass of-the equipment in the rooms. Therefore, the

temperature is not expected to_ adversely affect the equipment in the i

protected areas. In addition, tests similar to this have previously been !

conducted at Dresden 2 & 3 and Braidwooo 1 & 2 with no detectable problems
' related to temperature effects. LDuring a position of the test, the CO2

system will be temporarily disabled to allow purging of the-discharge
lines. Tech Specs allow continued operation provided backup fire
suppression is made available and twice per shift fire watches are in
effect. These actions are prerequisites to the-test procedure.

3. The margin of safety, as-defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because backup fire suppression and fire
watches will be established prior to performing the test. The margin of
safety during the CO2 test will not be reduced, since tha redundant diesel
generator and associated loops of RHR and low pressure core cooling will
be demonstrated to be operable prior to declaring the affected diesel
generator inoperable foi testing purposes when the ventilation fan for the ,

diesel generator being tested for CO2 concentration will be tripped off.
Also the system will be returned to normal within 7 days.

.
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SE-91-540

Q92245-6.01

DESCRIPTION:
i

Ifabricate and install piping and supports for Loop "A" of the reactor
vessel water level instrumentation system (RVHLIS) in the reactor building
outside of the drywell.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

DBA HCP UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4
Main Steam Isolation Valve Closure UFSAR SECTION: 11.2.3
Turbine Trip with failure of

Bypass System UFSAR SECTION: 4.4.3
Instrument Air failure UFSAR SECTION: 10.7
Local Rejection without Bypass UFSAR SECTION: 3.2.5.4.1
Loss of Auxillary Power UFSAR SECTION: 8.2.2

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because no
connections to existing piping or systems will be made until the upcoming
Unit One Refueling Outage. The safety evaluation for M4-1-87-050A
addresses the affect of the anchor bolts for the pipe supports on the
exterior drywell. This is not a concern. Neither is pipewhip or seismic
considerations. This safety evaluation only addresses the actual
construction for this work package. The pipe supports and piping are
located to have no affect on existing systems. Approved station
procedures will be used for scaffolding construction and for fire
protection. All safety systems will be unaffected in function by this
work.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

i
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SE-91-541

QCOS 203-3

DESCRIPTION:

The change is that the acoustic monitor indicating (initial and the max)
been added to the procedure.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMKARY: j

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated trenslent described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The cha11e alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA (Small break) UFSAR SECTION: 6.2.6.3

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
-any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this change
will record the initial reading for any ADS valve on safety /relig valve
acoustic monitors on panel 901(2)-21. This will also record the maxiiaum
acoustic monitor reading. These readings will help in deciding the new
setpoints of ADS valves.

,
3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical

' Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

!-
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SE-91-S42

SAFETY EVALUATION FOR Pb SillELDING APPLICATIONS

DESCRIPTION:

This generic Safety Evr.luation will be used for any lead shielding
evaluations done using Pb SHIELDING.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUHHXhY:

1. The change dest-ibed above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated liansient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: _

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The thanged strutture, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component s

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Refueling Accident UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.2
Main Steam Line Break

Outside Drywell UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.3
Lots of Coolant Accident UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the -

come:luence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
suraty as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2, The p>ssibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any preriously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because failure modes
sucti at those described in Step 6 have already been considered in the
FSAR/CfSAR, Section 14.0. The use of PbSHIELDING to justify the amount-
of towc-ary lead shielding will not cause piping to fail. No new piping
f ai l ure!, should be postulated due to the use of PbS!!IELDING. PbSHIELDING
stree; iimits ensure that piping system functionality and structural
integrity will be maintained and that the systems will perform their
inte Med function at the required flow during all safe shutdown events.
PbSH 1 DING meets the criteria specified by the NRC and INPO.

See Attachment B for further justification.
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SE-91-542 (CONT)

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any: Technical
Specification, is not reduced because the basis.for any technical
specifications are independent of the actual stress level in a piping _
system. _The bases are only dependent.upon the determination of system
operability. ~ The use of PbSHIELDING program would ensure the piping
system operability and structural integrity and meets the design basis for
functional goals.

.

#

,

;

,

f-

:

;

i.

t
1

<

|

_ ..|
1

I
:

|

: TS 79
I

j

,M w -w- m,i + :e.,w m-wg-,e---.+.~ , ,-- ..h* - -.n -1- es-e- +--e- e .-



!

SE-91-543

090798 PACKAGE 6.31

DESCRIPTION:

Removal of the existing outlet valve and the installation of a new
isolation valve 1/2-3999-90-

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The changa alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the ac-cident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accicents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Loss of Coolant UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.4
Loss of 9ower UFSAR SECTION: 8.2

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or nalfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because all work will
be completed within the 7 day time period and therefore it will not treate
an accident different from those described in the UFSAR and Tech Specs.

This rock scope will remove the existing outlet valve and install a
new-isolation valve 1/2-3999-90. During the work the 1/2 diesel will be
out of service. Unit 2 will be shutdown and Unit I will be in a 7 day for
the 1/2 diesel.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, tt,' safety margin is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-544

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE #7223

DESCRIPTION:

Add daily outside air temperature monitoring to step 44 of the procedure.

SAFETY EVAL.UA110N StrMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each cf these accidents, it has been determined that the ch&: ge
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR 15 not created because this addition
will not affect the function or operation of any system. Therefore, the
possibility of an accident or malfunction is not increased. This change
adds the passive collection of outside air temperature to an already
approved procedure with equipment that already exists to co!!::t this data.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification. therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TS 79
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SE-91-545

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE #7225

DESCRIPTION:

CS,ange heater AT requirements and units of flow. Also add new outside air
limitation for operability of AFU heater.

SAFETY EVALUA110N StM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been ana'yzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed struc+ure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the . hanged structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or cialfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the procedure
change does not alter the operation or function of the AFU. The
clarification of the units of flow will not alter the operation or
function of the unit, The new heater AT requirement is being added to
comply with the new Technical Specifications. After the change, the AFU
will continue to operate as in the past. Therefore, there is no change of
an accident or malfunction different from those evaluated in the UFSAR

! happening. Additionally, the limitations statement for outside air
temperatures is being added for clarification of Tech Spec acceptance
criteria and does not affect the functioning or operation of the AFU so as
to create the possibility of a malfunction or accident.

, 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
l Specification, therefore, the safety margir, is not reduced.

|
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SE-91-548

QCOS 201-4, REACTOR VESSEL AND PRIMARY SYSTEM LEAKAGE TEST

DESCRIPTION:

This QCOS procedure change gives the operator more and better guidance on
how to perforn the leakage test of the primary system after a refuel
outage.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlicMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated translent described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
descrioed above will not increase the probsbility of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure does not adversely impact systems or functions so as to create .

the possibility of an accident or malfunction of a type different'from
those previously evaluated in the UFSAR. All control rods are fully
inserted and the operator is only adding water to the vessel to eventually
pressurize it to approximately 1000 psig. Then a walkdown of the primary
system is_ performed to check for leaks.

| 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical

! Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

|
|

|

|
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SE-91-550 l

PROCEDURE CHANGC TO QTS 160-9

DESCRIPTION:

~

Change the procedure to add pulse mode injection testing.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysts.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly--

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of_an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to

,

! safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The-possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because test criteria
does not change and this change will not adversely impact any system
structure or component required for normal operation. No physichi change
is made to the plant,.therefore, the procedure change will not introduce
the pessibility of an accident.

This procedure change introduces the pulse made injection testing to
charcoal adsorber leak tight testing. The pulse made injection testing is

! recommended for smaller systems such as the control room air filtration
unit.

3. The margin of safety, is not. defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

!
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SE-91-551

ALARA DRR 91-035

DESCRIPTION:

Place lead blankets on scaffold to shield IPM-8 in 1/2 track interlock.

SAFETY EVALUATION W94ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is;

i true.
_

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or-after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment impor-tant to
safety ac previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The r;orsibility for an accident or malfunct!on of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the scaffold -

and floor are capable of supporting the weight of the lead blankets as
shown in the technical evaluation. Therefore, the floor will still
perform its. intended function. Due to these reasons no new or previously ,

evaluated accidents or malfunctions will be created or affected.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-552

SPECIAL 1ES1 1-163, REVISION 1

DESCRIPTION:

This change will connect a 6-pen recorder to Bus 14 circuitry in the 901-8
panel in order to monitor certain bus parameters during a bus
auto-transfer.

SAFETY EVALUA110N SlM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, cr component
could lead to the accident.;

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Loss of Offsite Power UFSAR SECTION: 8.2.2

For each of t'ise accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunct!on of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
; any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created for the following
| reasons. The installed recorder will only monitor the following circuit
| parameters:

- Bus 14 Main Feed Breater (from Transformer 11) trip coi voltage.
- Bus 14 Reserve feed Breaker (from Transformer 12) close oli voltage.

: - The time at which the reserve feed breaker is closed.
- The time that the transfer signal is initiated.
- Bus 14 voltage during the transfer.

|

|

|
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SE-91-552.(CONT)

The recorder provides only monitoring function. .It does not change' Bus 14
control. circuit function. Certain leads will bw lifted (in the 501-8
panel) in the process of connecting-th9 recorder. liowever, speci sl test i

prerequisites and precautions by ensuring that the plant is in the proper
operating configuration prior to removal and installations of the
-recorder, Generator will be off-line during recorder installation and
removal. Bus 14 feed from transformer will be open and. feed from
transformer 12 will be closed. Recorder channels will be connected to the

'

trip coil circuit for the feed breakers from Trantformer 11 and the close
coil circuit for the feed breaker from any inadvertent operation of thei

control circuitry during recorder installation or iemoval would have r.o
affect on the system, as the feed breakers are in their cariservative
positions. Therefore, the possibility of a loss of Offsite Power have
been minimized. The installed recorder has high input impedance and will-
have fuse installed in the channel leads to provide isolation protection
for the Bus 14 circuitry. The fuses will isolate the recorder from the
Bus 14 circuitry in the event of a recorder channel failure. Therefore
the failure mode listed in qu9stion 6 will be eliminated, or become highly
improbable.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-553

QUARTERLY LpCI HODE FLOH RATE TEST - QC05 1000-1, REVISION 1

DESCRIpil0N:

Added 2 Limitation and Action statements for Shift Engineer clarification
on partial testing and acceptance criteria, Also several procedure steps
were changed for clarification and procedure usability.

SAFETY EVALUA110N SUMMAR1f:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to %termine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR whe, any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is e.xplicitly or implicitly
assumed to function daring or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could leaa to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability cif an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety'as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2, lhe possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because no change was
made to the RHR system or any of its components / functions. The RHR system
will function as described in the UFSAR, therefore, the possibility of an
accident or malfunction different from those evaluated in the UFSAR was
not created.

This procedure change adds 2 Limitation and Action statements AND changes
several-procedure steps. The Limitations and Actions are: 1. To provide
guidance to the. Shift Engineer on what to document in the prerequisites
for partial testing AND 2. If the n ceptance criteria of one ;

surveillance can be copied and used to satisfy the other sury,/worb '

requests.

|
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51.-91 - 55 3 ( CON 1 ' D )

Several procedute steps wete changed for clarification and for tietter
system operation. The majoi change was to thange the step for'

ti ansf ei ring f low f rom ene loop to the other the way the step was
i ' previously stated (ould cause the illlR pumps to go into a runout (ll!gh
''

flow-lew pressure) condition, lhe procedure step now has a discharge
'

pressure range for guidance and alternately throttles the 110 1001 - 3 f, A / B
,i to accomplish the change-over A step was also added to f acilitate

rhnnging pump status. lhis step alt (rnately starts and stops the pumps so
the I101001-36A/B is not unnecessailly throttled and the possibility of
runout operation is eliminated. Steps were also deleted that had

- unneces s%ry manipula t ions of liOV 's .
,

h'. 3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the l' asis for any lethnical
. Spec t ilta t ion, there f oi e , t he saf ety mar ylo i t not reduced-
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50-91-554

tiONTHLY RHR PUMP /RHR SH PUMP OPERADIL11Y ILST - QCOS 1000-2, REVISION 2

DESCRIP110N: |
!

Added 2 Limitation and Action statements for Shift Engineer clarification
on partial testing and acceptance cilteria. Also several procedure steps
were changed for clailfication, usability, and more ef ficient transfer of
loop flows to prevent pump run-out conditions.

1

SAIETY EVALUA110N StM4ARY.

1 The change described aboyc has been analyzed to determina each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the intilal conditions used in the UfSAR analysis,-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or Implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the act'. dent. ,

The accidents which meet these criteria are Itst0d below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this "

procedure revision did not change any RHR component or function. The RHR
is tested in an analyzed condition and will function as intended under all
plant operating modes. Therefore, no accident or malfunction of a type
different from those already evaluated in the UfSAR was crohted.

This procedure revision adds 2 Limitation and Action statements AND
changes several procedure steps. The Limitation and Actions are: 1. To
nrovide guidance to the Shift Engineer on what to document in the
prerequisites for partial testino and 2. If the acceptance criteria of
one surveillance satisfies the acceptance criteria of other
surveillances/ wort requests, then that surveillance can be copied and used
to satisfy the other surveillance / work request.

un
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i SE-91-554 (C0Hi'D) l

,

Several procedure steps were change for clarification and system
i

4

operation. The major thatige was to change the step for transferitng flow '

from one loop to the other. The step now has a discharge pressure tenge
for guidance and alternately throttles the H0 1001-36A/B to accolupilsh the,

flow change-over, lhls will eliminate the possibility of the RHR pumps
from enteiing a run-out (high flow-low pressure) condition, A step was
also thatiged to coordinate stai ting and stopping the RHR pumps to minimize
manit,Hlations of MO 1001-36A/B and eliminate I,ossible pump runout
conditions. Also several steps weie deleted to aveld unnecessary MOV;

manipulations.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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% 91-554 (CONT'D)

Several piecedure steps were changed for clailfication and system i

operation. The major change was to change the step for transferitng flow
from one loop to the other. The step now has a discharge presseie range
for guidance and alternately throttles the tio 1001-36A/B to accotoplish the
flow change-cier 1his will eliminate the possibility of the RHR purups
from entering a ion-out (high flow-low pressure) condition. A step was
also changed to coordinate starting and stopping the RHR puraps te minimize
manipulations of 1101001-36A/B ated eliminate possible pump runout
conditions. Also several steps were deleted to avoid unnecessary l'OV
manipulations.

3. The margia ?f safety, is not defined in the basis for any technical'

Specifiu tion therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
!
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5[-91-557

ALARA DRR 91-011

DESCRIP110N:
;

place 12 lead blanlets en scaffold to provide shielding the U2A RHR room
NH cornar. j

!

SAFE 1Y EVALUA110N SUMMARY: i

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is i

tiue: I

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impIlcitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

l
The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below: |

i
Nor,e

i

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
i described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previoud y evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because the loading
Evaluation showed the floor can accept a load of 19,600 lbs. while only
480 lbs is being added. Therefore, the design stresses are not being i

exceeded.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

:
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SE-91-560

ALARA DRR #91-003

DLSCRIP110N:

' Place lead bl6ntets on the SPUD end of CRDs. The CRDs will be staged on
'

595 prior to movement to 3rd floor

SAFETY EVALUA110N SlMtARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explir.itly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the -

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the floor can
easily support the additional weight. The lead blankets weigh 40 lbs
(10lb/ft',blanketsarel'g4'). Drawing H-972 show: the floor capable
of handling up to 350 lbs/ft Therefore, since the floor can handle
350 lbs/ft , and blar,tets weighing 40 lbs total are being used, no new
accidents or malfunctions will be created.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety hargin is not reduced,

ms
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SE-91-562

Minor Design Change P04-1-91-135

DESCRIP110N:

This trinor design change involves modifying the HU-1 relay output to the
Gli Trip Bus by adding a diode to prevent deluge of the Unit 1 Main Power
Transformer when the trip bus is energized. The original intentions of
the deluge initiation circuitry is unchanged by this minor design change.

Initiation of the Main Generator Reverse power relay energized the Gli
Trip Bus which backfeed through the HU-1 Differential Current Relay and
energized the Unit 1 Main Transformer Deluge Circuitry. A Diode IN 3678
will be installed on the HU-1 Relay to prevent backfeeding to the Deluge
circuitry.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMARY:

1. The change describad above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or ofter the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

lhe accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described 1bove will act increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accidelet, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previoucly evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the addition
of the diode in the HU-1 relay 1 rig will prevent the deluge of the
transformer on a generator lockout relay trip signal. It will allow the
transformer to be deluged only on differential, sudden pressure or
fireyes. The addition of the diode is being added when the unit is down
and the transformer'is de-energized. If the diode fails, other protective
relays such as the sudden pressure relay for the transformer will energize
the generator trip bus and trip the 86G1 or 86G1B lockout relay. The
transformer will also be protected from fire with the deluge system which
will be energized by the sudden pressure relay and the fireyes. .

'
3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

. -- . - - ..
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SE-91-563
|

092246-6.01

DLLCRipl10N:

fabrication and installatinn of piping and supports for loop "B" of the
Reactor Vestel Watei Level Instiumentation System (RVWLIS) outside of the
drywell.

'
SAFE 1Y EVAL |lA110N SUtiMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to detsniine each accident or
anticipated transient desciibed in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

,

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

- The changed structuie, sys,em or component is explicitly or impilcitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident,

lhe accidents which meet these criterio are listed below:

- DBA LOCA UfSAR SECTION: 14,2,4

Main Steam Isolation Viv Closure UfSAR SECTION: 11,2,3

lurbine Trip with failure of
Bypass System UTSAR SECTION: 4.4.3

Instrnment Air failure UFSAR SECTIOti: 10.7
Load Rejection without Bypass UFSAR SEC110N: 3.2.5,4,1

Loss of Auxiliary power UfSAR SECTION: 8.2.2

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2, The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because the pipe
supports and piping are located to have no affect on existing systems.
Approved station procedures will be used for scaffolding construction and
for fire protection. All safety systems will be unaffected in function by
this work No connections to existing piping or systems will be made
until the upcoming Unit One Refueling Outage. The safety evaleation for
M4-1-87-059B, addresses the affect of the anchor bolts for the pipe
supports on the exterior dr ywell . This is not a concern, Neither is pipe
whip or seismic considerations. This safety evaluation only addresses the
actual construction for this worh paciage.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

MM
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%EJ1-564

QCGP l-1, RfV1510tl 0 - Il0RMAL UN11 STARIUp

DESCRIPilON:

1. a. Prerequisite added to require Chemistry Department to sample and
analyze t eac tor water themis t ry per approved procedure. QCP 200-Si .

b. Precautions and steps added to state the requirement for maintaining
Reactor water dissolved oxygen cencentration <300 ppb when water
temperature it >284'T UR to step the reactor startup.

2. Incorporates a Limitation and Action for use of the Turbine Vacuum Breater
if turbine vibiation icaches 12 mils or a step increase or rapid rise in
vibration occurs. Limits decrease in bacLpressure to 5 inches Hg.

3. a. During shell warining fire.t stage pressure is limited to less than 85
psig vs 70 psig to prevent rolling the Tuibine off Turning Gear

b. To terminate shell warming, Differential Expansion Rotor long must be
3.145 in. vs .150 in,

c. At the discretiLn of the S.E. the Generator may be synchronized if
,1brations are greater than 5 mils to allow rotoi heating to reduce
vibration reading;.

4. A Caution is added prior to steps placing Hydrogen Addition into
operation, which alerts Operating management to consider delaying
operation of Hydrogen Addition to accommodate personnel performing
inspection, etc. in areas where radiation dose rates will increase.

5. A step is added to monitor for MfLPD > FRP, and notification of a QNE if
that condition occurs.

6. Incorporates Tech Spec regnirements for HPC1/RCIC testing at 325 psig and
920 psig during startup. THIS CHANGE PREVIOUSLY EVALUATED IN SE-91-219
(FOR HPCI) AND SE-91-220 (FOR RCIC).

SAFE 1Y EVALUATION SUHKARY:

1. The change described above has be?n analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The chnge alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is empilcitly or implicitly
assuw d to function during or after the accident.

f *> 79
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Sb 91-564 (CONT'D)7

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could-lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed belor:*

! None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because .

a . prior to commencing a reactor startup, reactor water samples will be
| drawn and analyzed. Checks will be performed prior to startup and
| during startup to verify that the distolved oxygen concentration is
' acceptable. Iionitoring of rcactor water chemistry will reduce

equipment failures and decrease the possibility of.an accident or
malfunction. This type of guidance does not create the possibility of
an accident or-malfunction of a type diffarent from those evaluated in
the UFSAR.

b. This change incorporates direction on turbine operation. Standard
operating practices used to maintain the turbine / generator in good.

operating condition over a long period'of time does not impact systems
I or functions so as to create the possibility of accident or
| malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in the UFSAR.
i

c. This change incorporates direction an turbine operation. Standard
.ioperating practices used to maintain the turtine/ generator in good

operating condition over a long p0riod of time doet not impact systems-
or-functions-so as to create the possibility of an accident-or
malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in the UFSAR.

d. During reactor startup, work and inspections may be continuing in
areas that will be subjected to higher radiation dose rates whent.

| Ilydrogen Injection is initiated. This change alerts the crew to this
L fact so that fersonnel exposure can be considered prior to initiating

.llydrogen Injection. Hating a crew aware of a personnel hazard cannot
impact systems or functions so as to create the possibility of an

|
accident or malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in
the UfSAR.

L
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SE-91-564 (CONT'D)

e. Currently appreved operatlag guidance at QCNPS enfoices this Tech Spec
requirement. leth Spec required that MfLPD ierain less than or equal
to FRP or that corrective action be initiated. 1his restriction is
imposed to protect the fuel cladding. This procedure change states
that requirement as something to monitor as reactor power is
intieased. Lnplementing this change will serve to help protect fuel
cladding integrity and do(s not create the possibility of an accident
of malf unction of a type dif f erent f rom those evaluated in the UFSAR.

f. 50-91-219 and SE 91-220.

3. The margin of safety, is not detined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not ieduced. -

,
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SE-91-565

OCGP 1-2, UH1i STAR 1UP 10 HOT STANDDY

DESCRIPTION:

1. a. Prerequisite added to require Chemistry Department to sample and
analyze reactor water themistry per approved procedure QCP 200-S1.

b. Precautions and steps added to state the requirement for
maintaining Reactor water dissolved oxygen contentration <300 ppb
when water temperature is n'84*f UR to stop the reactor startup.

2. A procedure section has been revised and expaned which deals with
maintaining the RPV in a Hot Standby condition, for direct control of
pressure, use of HPCI is directed and if pressure cannot be
controlled, a reactor scram is directed. A more controllable band was
established for control of reactor pressure, 600 to 800 psig vs the
previous 850 to 920 psig bisnd, further guidante is given on use of
the IRMs and SRMs for monitoring power.

SAFLTY EVAttlATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the Uf5AR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below: ,

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR,

T9 79
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St-91-565 (CON 1'D)

|
2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than |

any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because: )
:

a. Prior to commencing a teactor startup, reactor water samples will t;e i

drawn and analyzed. Checl.s will be performed prior to startup and
during startup to verify that the dissolved oxygen concentration is
acceptable. Monitoring of reactor water chemistry will reduce,

equipment failures and decreare the possibility of an accident or
malfunction. This type of guidance does not create the possibility of

,

!

an accident or malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in i3

the UFSAR.

b. This change provides increased direction te the operating crew for
steps which have essentially been performei similarly any time this
evolution has been performed in the nist. Increasing the allowable
band for RpV pressure control provia s more flexibility for operation
and_is conservatively below high pressure scram setpoint. Allowing ,

the use of HpC1 as a means to control RPV pressure provides a higher
capacity system than the previous use of only RCIC. _ lhls_ increased
flexibility assures successful completion of this evolution for c
wider variety of RpV pressure and power situations. Direction to 1

scram if RpV pressure cannot be controlled is conservative and
provides direction that will insure that the evolution ts thoroughly *

controlled. Since this direction is consistent with currently
approved methods used at the station and does not adversely impact
other' systems or functions, it does .1ot create the possibility of an
accident or malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in
the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced. ;

F
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SE- 91 - 566

QCGP 1-3, UNIT H01 51ARDDY 10 POWER OPERATION

DESCHipil0N:

1. a. Prerequisite added to require Chemistry Department to sample and
analyze reactor water chemistry per approved procedure, QCP 200-51.

b. Precautions and steps added to state the requirement for maintaining
Reactor water dissolsed oxygen concentration <.300 ppb when water
temperature is >284*f OR to stop the reactor startup.

2. Incorporates a Limitation and Action for use of the Turbine Vacuum Breater
if turt'e vibration reaches 12 mils or a step increase or rapid rise in
vibration occurs. Limits decrease in backpressure to 5 inches Hg.

3. a. During shell warming, first stage pressure is ilmited to less than 85
psig vs 70 psig to prevent rolling the Turbine off lurning Gear.

b. To terminate shell warming Differential Expansion Rotor Long must be
2.145 in. vs .150 in,

c. At the discretton of the 5.E. the Generator may be synchronized if
vibrations are greater than 5 mils to allow rotor heating to reduce
vibration readings.

4. A Caution is added prior to steps placing Hydrogen Addition into
operation, which alerts Operating manay. ment to consider delaying
operation of Hydrogen Addition to accommodate personnel performing
inspection, etc. In areas where radiation dose rates will increase.

5. A step is added to nyanitor f or MfLPD > FRP, and notification of a QNE if
that condition occurs.

6. Incorporates Tech Spec requirements for HPCI/RCIC testing at 325 psig and
920 psig during startup. THIS CHANGE PREVIOUSLY EVALUATED IN SE-91-219
(FOR HPC D AND SE-91-220 (FOR RCJC).

SAFE 1Y EVALUA110N SUHHARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component-is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accideqt.
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50-91-566 (CONT'D)

|

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below;
- ;

Hone i

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to !

safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because:

a. Prior to commencing a reactor startup, reactor water samples will be - !

,.
drawn and analyzed. Chects will be performed prior to startup and +

| during startup to verify that the dissolved oxygen concentration is
| acceptable. 14onitoring of reactor water chemistry will reduce

equipment failures and decrease the possibility of an accident or
malfunction. This type of guidance does not create the possibility of-
an accident or malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in
the UFSAR.

| b. This change incorporates direction on turbine operation. Standard 3

operating practices ased to maintain the turbine / generator in good *

operating condition over a-long period of time does not impact systems-

or functions so as to create the rossibility of accident or
malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in the UFSAR, ,

- - c .- This change incorporates direction on turbine operation. Standard
operating practices used to maintain the turbine / generator in good
operating condition over a long period of time does not impact -syster -
or functions so as to_ create the possibility of an accident or- ;

malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in the UFSAR. 1

d. During reactor startup, work and inspections may be continuing in-
areas that will be subjected to higher radiation dose rates when

, Hydrogen Injection is initiated, :This. change alerts the crew to-this
' fact so that personnel exposure can be considered prior to initiating

Hydrogen Injection. Hating a crew aware of a personnel hazard cannot
impact-systems or functions so as to create the possibility of an.
accident or malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in

,

the=UFSAR. - - -

'

,
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SE-91-566 (CONT'0)

!e. Currently approved opeiating guidance at QCNPS enforces this lech Spec
requirement. Tech Spec required that MfLPD remain less than or equal
to FRP or that corrective action be inttiated. This restriction is
imposed to protect the fuel cladding. This procedure change states
that requirement as something to monitor as reactor power is
increased. implementing this change will serve to help protect fuel
cladding integrity and does not create the possibility of an accident
of malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in the UfSAR.

,

I

1

f. SE-91-219 and SE 91-220, i

|
3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical !

Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced. |

|

|

|

|
)

|

!

!

|
6

|
i

|
t

-i
|
1

| 1

|
!
t

!
-;

!

!
i

ts n _.

!
!

. . . - - . - - - . . - - .-. - _- - . _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _____



_ _ _ _ _ _ . . . _ _ - - . _. __._ ________ _ _ _ __

!
'

, .

SE-91-567

QCG" 2-1. IJORMAL Ull!I filUIDOHN

DESCRIPTION:

Main Generator load is reduced to 30 MHe vs 10 MHe prior to tripping
Turbine / Generator. Steps inclu'Jed to verify auto start of Stator Cooling
pumps when Generator 86 relay is reset, lurbine Bearing Lift Pumps are
started when Turbine speed decreased to 900-1000 rpm vs 800 rpm. Offgas
charcoal adsorbers are bypassed and air sparged when RpV pressure is (900
psig.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUHMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changcd structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function duilng or af ter the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident. or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previou:1y evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the types of
setpoints changed are within the constraints of Tech Specs or are related
to long term maintenance of the turbine / generator. These have no direct
connection to accidents or malfunctions described in the UFSAR and due to
their nature do not create the possibility of accident or malfunction of a
type different from those evaluated in the UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-568

REACTOR SCRAM - QCGP 2-3

DLSCRIP110N:

1. If eny control rods failed to insert to position 00, direction is given to
bypass the RE'M, close the CRD Charging Hater lleader stop valve and
manually insert them.

2. previous diiection was to maintain RPV level between 20 and 40 inches,
thit has been revised to 8 to 48 inches.

3. This change adds verification steps for a turbine trip.

4. This thange adds individt'al steps which direct how to transfer auxiliary
power if it did not automatically transfer.

5. This change expands the scope of the scram procedure so that it includes
direction for_ placing the plant in a cold shutdown condition.

SAI L1Y LVALUA110N SUfMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the Uf5AR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly-

ae.sumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed strutture, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of ?quipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

I
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SE-91-5f.8 - (CONT ' D) |
|

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different typt tNn
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because:

a. This change directs cmerator action in response to an accident or
system malfunction. The CRD system is designed for the pressure
expected in the drive water header and since a scram signal has
already occurred, the need to immediately recharge the accumulators
does not exist. Due to these factors, this change does not create the
possibility of an accident or malfunction of a type different from J
those evaluated in the Uf5AR, !

I

b. This change uses the scram setroint as the low end of the hand and the
,

high level trip setroint at the high end of the band. Operation
anywhere within these points is allowable and does not create the

,

possibility of an accident or malfunction of a type different from
'

|
those evaluated in the UfSAR.

c. This change is a verification of an expected automatic action. Since
the automatic action is evaluated to be acceptable, verification of i

that action cannot create the possibility of an accident or .

malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in the UfSAR.
.

:

d. This change is a verification of on espected automatic action. Since
the automatic action is evaluated to be acceptable, verification of '

s

that action cannot create the possit:llity of an accident or r

lmalfunction of a type different from those evaluated in the Uf5AR.
.

e. SE-91-567.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

,
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SE-91-572

1[MPORARY ALT.

DESCRIPTION:

Connect the Unit 2 Recombiner Temperature Recorder (2-5440-3) point number
5 to TE 2-5441-2800 instead of TC 2-5441-28B.

SAFE 1Y f. VALUATION StMMARY: j

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the Initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed strutture, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Hone

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because the spare
thermal couple functions in the same manner as the primary thermal couple,
the possiblitty of a malfunction remains unchanged. This change is the
intended function of the spare thermal couple and allows the recombiner
temperature to be verified on the base-line plot,

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because the base-line plot of recombiner ,

outlet temperature vs. reactor power for the 20 recombiner will not be
changed. The spare thermal couple is a designed bacLup in case the
primary thermal couple falls. The spare will be verified locally as
operating correctly before it is connected to the temperature recorder.

.
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SE-91-573

ILMP ALI 91-2-50

DESCRIPTION:

Connect an alternate recoider to imputs 4 and 5 on TR 2-5440-3. This will
provide a redundant temperature indicatton for the recombiner.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
tiue:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment importent to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2, The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because the
malfunctton of TR 2-5440-.3 was not addressed in the Uf5AR. The change is
intended to add another location to read recombiner temperature at points
4 and 5.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because the base-line plot of recombiner

,- outlet temperature vs reactor power for the 20 recombiner will not be
l changed. The alternate recorder will provide _a secondary means of

verifying the recombiner temperature for points 4 and 5.

|
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50-91-574

TEMPORARY PROCEDURES #7251

DESCRipil0N:

It'ese procedures result in rearranging the 250 VDC normal distributton
s) stem on a temporary basis.

SAFETY LVALUATION SOHMARY:

1. The change described above hu been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true: -

The change alters the in)ttal conditlons used in the lifSAR analy:!s.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or impilcitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA UfSAR SECTION: 14.3
HSL Break Outside Containment UfSAR SECTION: 14.2
Loss of Offsite Power UrSAR SECTION: 14.1.2

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increese the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR,

2, The passibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because all actions
prescribed in this procedure are written to ensure that applicable
Technical Specification requirements are met. hone of the actions
described in the procedure will increase the probability of an accident.
By ensuring all LCO-requirements are met any reduction in equipment
availability is within the boundaries approved by the NRC via the;

Technical Spe:'fbattorq.'

3. The margia 0 e ty, es defined in the basis for any Technical
Specifico- not reduced because the above limits are unchanged.
Both 125 % n ery systems will be operable and the other 250 VDC
battery will 6 operable. If the thr ee day LCO expires, Unit 2 will.be
shutdown.

nn
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SE-91-577

QEP 400-1, REVISION 5

|

DESCRIPTION:

This procedure revision will allow visitors to go to the same assembly
area as their escort. Currently the visitor goes to the lunchroom.

SAFLTY EVALUATION StHMRY.

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is -

true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed. structure, system or component is explicitly or impitcitly-

l assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the acctwnt.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None
,

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure has no impact on systems or functions that could create the
possibility of an accident or malfunction. It only directs visitors to go
to their escort's assembly area.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specit tcation, therefore, the safety margin is not reducted,

te n
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St-91-578

LOAD 111G TVALUATIO!1 91-02)

DESCRipi10N:

Place up to 25 lead blankets on scaffolding in the U-2-A RHR room.

SAFE 1Y EVALUA110N SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true:

TLe change olters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed strutture, sy' stem or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.
,

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

I consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
tany pret ausly evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because the scaffold

and the floor have been evaluated and will support the 1000 lbs of leak
-blanlets. The blankets will be wrapped around the scaffold bar in such a
manner that if the scaffolding falls, the lead blankets will fall to the
floor and not on the 2-48f;2A-1"L, It is a straight drop from the scaffold
to the floor, and no equipment will be impacted by the falling lead
blantets. A sketch of blaniet placement appears in the loading evaluation,

#91-021.
,

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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SE-91-579

HR 091991, Q91990

DESCRIpil0N:

The HDC involves installing corrosion coupon holders in the 1/2 DCCH line
downstream of the heat ex'5 anger. This equipment it being installed in
response to NRC Generic L er 89-13.

SAFETY EVALUA110N SUMHARY:

1. The change destilbed above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where ony of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changeo sttucture, system or component is expItcitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA (DGCH Pump Autostart) VfSAR SECTION: 14 Safety Analysis

i for eati of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
| described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety a:, previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated i tlie UfSAR is not created because the work is
being done following stati approval welding procedures. This prevents
unapproved welding methods during installation. The approved procedures
are used to prevent damage to the piping, to Leop the DG operable.

Hot tap methods are being used to drill through the valve. System
pressure will be contained against the machine's patting. A drain llae is
also provided to prevent lealage during the work, _1his prevents water
from spraying on atr< equipment in the DG room and possibly affecting
equipment, In case the piece of pipe is not held by the hot tap machine's
drill bit, the piece will be discharged to the river, since it is
downstream of the DCCH pumps and heat exchangers. Since the installation
is downstream of the " mp and heat exchanger, the drilled piece of pipe
will not cause malfum. tion of that equipment, ultimately Leeping the DG
operable.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
,

Specification, therefor e. the safety margin is not reduced.

nn.
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SL-91-580
,

HR 091992, Q91993
.

DESCRIPTION:

The HDC Involves Installing corrosion coupons in the 2A and 20 RHRSH lines
downstream of each heat exchanger, This MDC is in response to NRC Generic ;

Letter 89 13. ;

SAFE 1Y LYAlVAll0N SUHHARY:

1. The change described above has bnen analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR wheie an" of the following is'

true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or f ailure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA UfSAR SECTION: 14 Safety Analysis

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipnent important to '

safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because the work is
to be completed following station-approved welding procedures, which will
prevent unapproved welds during installation. Thes' procedures are used
to prevent damage to the piping, thus looping the RHR system operable.
Hot tap methods are being used to drill through the piping, System
pressure will be contained against the machine's packing. A drain line is
provided to prevent leakage during the work. This prevents water from
spraying on s'1y equipment in the room. The installation is rated for
500 psi, which is greater than RHRSH system pressure. In case the piece
of pipe is not held by the hot tap machine's drill bit, the piece will be
discharged to the rl/er, since the installation is downstream of the RHR
pumps are heat exchangers. Because of this, the piece will not cause a
malfunction of that equipment, ultimately 1eeping the RHR system operable.

3, The raargin of safety, is i.ot defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

't
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SE-91-581

PROCEDURL QCAP 2200-5

DESCRIPTION:

This is a new procedure which describes actions to be taken for planning
and performance of critical 'asts. Critical tasks are those Identified by
piant management as requiring special attention because of their potential
for affecting plant safety,

SAFETY EVALUATION St#94ARY:

1. The change descrlhed above has been analyttd to determine each accident or
anticipated transient descilbed in the Ut SAR where any of the following, is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed strticture, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failur? of the ci anged structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of the$e accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type tuan
any previously evaluated in the UfSAR is not created because
implementation of this procedure will have no advr4 ;e impact on systemt or
functions. Implementation of the procedare will cause increased planning
and discussion of critical tasks, thus reducing the change of having any
adverse effect on plant safety during the execution of the task, Any task
that has an adverse impact on system 1, or functions will have its own
specific safety evaluation.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

.
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50-91-582

1EMp0RARY Al.1 ERA 110tl

DESCRipl10N:

Connect the recombiner thermocouples tv an siternate recorder so that the
normal temperature can be prepaied.

SAFEIY LVALUA110N SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the Uf5AR analysis.-

The changed structure. system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The act.idents which meet these criteria are listed below:

tione

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment Irnportant to
safety as previously evaluated in the UfSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the temporary

, recorder will function it tne same manner as the existing recorder and its
I failure will not affect any UfSAR accident analyses, the temporary

replacement of this recorder does not reduce the redundancy of the
existing recorder.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because the base-line of recombiner outlet >

temperature vs. reactor power for either unit two recombiner will not be
changedi This temporary recorder will function in the same manner as the
existina recorder, such that, this lech Spec will still be met. The
temporary recorder will be secured, such that during a seismic event, no
safety related equipment will be affected,

L
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SE-91-5B3

QOS S750-2, Sl

DESCRIP110N:

Add additional clarifying information on operation of the compressor,
initial SH valve lineup, and terminals to which the multimeters will be

connected.

SAFETY EVALUATION SlH MRY:

1. The chanae described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipuoi trarslent described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important t9
safety as previcusly evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluatd in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure change adds clarifylag information and does not alter the
function or operation of the eain. Since the function and operation"

of the "B" train will not tw alo .1, there is no possibility of an
accident or malfunction of a d.*terent type than those described in the
UFSAR happening.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety marg!n is not reduced.

TS 79
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SF "1-584

t NEH PROCEDURE, QOA 6900 BLOCL
i

|<

|

DESCRIPTION:

Add procedures: " Loss of 250 VDC battery cl.argers concurrent with a design
basis accident." In this situation, the procedure will direct the
operator to shed the following non-safety related loads at different
intervals after the loss of the chargers: Turbine Emergency Bearing Oil
Pump (EBOP), Recirculation MG Set Coastdown Lube Pumps, and Emergency
Hydrogen Seal 011 Pump (ESOP).

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly -

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
coul' 'aad to the accident,

chich meet these criteria are listed below:Ine acrt 4

None

For eac e th Je accidents, it has been determined that the change
described e e.will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the situation
i; which this procedure would be used is during a DBA. ihe equipment -

addressed above is not required to mitigate the consequences of any DBA
; that may be occurring at the time. Therefore, no additional accident

i situation would arise which might prevent the recovery from the situation
!- already at hand. The removal of the non-safety related loads from the

-battery will increase the performance o the 250 VDC battery system duringr

. recovery from the accident.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety nargin is not reduced,

l
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SE-91-585

TEMPORARY PROCEDURE #7269

DESCRIPTION:

Alternative method to withdraw control rod J-2 by only sending a withdraw
signal to the HCU, This is accomplished by disconnecting the insert
directional control valve.

SAFETY FVALUATION SUDMAR):

1. The change. described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR wnere any of the following is
true;

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None
,-

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the ability
of-the control rod drive to scram will not be affected in any way. The
possibility of the. withdraw directional control valves to malfunction is
not changed and that malfunctida (described in FSAR Section 10.5) is
bounded by the more severe rod drop accident (described in FSAR
Section 6.5.3).

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

nn
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SE-91 R87

. TEMPORARY PROCEDURE #7272

DESCRIPTION:

This will provide an alternative method to assist in the withdiawal of
control rod J-2 by venting the underpiston area.

SAFETY EVAL.UATION StMMARY:

1. The change deccribed above has been analyzed to determine ea A accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.
,

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as'previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

12 . The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not treated because the ability
of the control rod drive to scram will remain unaffected. This change
could not increase the withdrawal speed above the rod drop accident speeds.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, eterefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

I
!
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SE-91-590

TEMPORARY ALTERATION 91-1-135

DESCRIPTIGA:

Install a recorder on the Service Water Radiation Monitor (SWRM) to
monitor H1 voltage, low voltage, Main detector, background detector, and
recorder signals for troubleshooting.

SAFETY EVALUATION SLM4ARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

_

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created 'aecause the recorder,
points do not change the operation or alter the performance of the SHRM.
The U1 SWRM is inoperable. The Chemistry Department is presently taking
1 per 12 hr. grab samples as required by T.S. Table 3.2-5.

-3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
'Specification, is not reduced because the margin of safety is not reduced

due to the fact the monitor is inop, and chemistry is taking its
I per 12 hr. grab samples.

TS 79
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SE-91-591

TOlPORARY PROCEDURE

i

DESCRIPIION:

This temporary procedure will conduct a test of secondary
containment / capability.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis,-

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during er after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

Refueling UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.2
LOCA UFSAR SECTION: 14.2,4

Instrument Line Break UFSAR SECTION: 5.3.4.1

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction-of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the SBGT,
reactor building ventilation systems will not be placed in a configuration

-different from those evaluated in the FSAR. The systems impacted by this
procedure are SBGT, reactor building ventilation, fire protection, and
secondary containment. SBGT will be auto-started, reactor building
ventilation will be isolated and restarted. The procedure utilized the
outside fire main and its internal piping for an induced leak. Also, a
teak will be induced via the drywell-torus purge fans filter housing.
During both evolutions personnel will be stationed to correct the induced
leak if needed. By-inducing a leat of a known magnitude an operating
margin for secondary containment will be established.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, is not reduced because a leak will be induced during this
procedure to determine the margin above Technical Specification limit.

T5 79
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SE-91-552
!
i

LOADING EVALUATION #91-024

DESCRIPTION:

Rad protection would like to place up to 10 layers of lead blankets on
595' elevation and 623' elevation in the reactor building.

SAFETY EVAUlATION SUPMARY:

1, The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: _

The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.-

The changed structure, system or conponent is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation ar failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident,

The accidents which raeet these criteria are listed below:
'None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than -

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the loading
of the lead blankets will not exceed the design criteria of the floor and
supporting structure.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

TB 79

. _ _ - _ - - _ _ - - _ _ _ _____ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __



.. .

_ _ - _ _

SE-91-594

TUiPORARY ALTERA110H 91-2-55 & NHR Q'N.651

DESCRIPTION:

Install four 0-1200 psig pressure transducers on existing pressure taps
of f of main steam line low pressure switches, PS-2-2fil-30A F CLD, sensing
lines. The pressure transducers will then be connected to a high speed
strip chart recorder.

SAFETY EVAltlATION StlHMRY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true: _

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.
*

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these cr',teria are listed below:

Mainsteam Line Break Outsidr of Drywell UFSAR SECTION: 14.2.3

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAk,

2. The possibility for an accident or nalfunction of a different type than -

any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created Lecause:

A failure of one of-the pressure transducers would depressurize the
associated main steam line low pressure switch which would insert a 1/2
Group I Isolation signal. A failure is assumed to be the transducer
falling off the test tap allowing a steam path to atmosphere. The test
tap is only 3/4" in diameter, a steam leak of this size is considered
negligible and could be isolated if necessary by closing the associated
isolation valve.

The setpoints of the main steam line low pressure switches are also
remaining unchanged with the installation of this temporary alteration.
The transducers are being installed on existing test taps, and thus, will
not interrupt the flow path to the main steam line low pressure switches.
The weight of the transducers is also considered negligible. Therefore,
the four main steam line low pressure switches will still function as
designed after installation of this temporary alteration.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore. the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-595

' Q85884, SE1P0lHT CHANGE #132

DESCRIPTION:

Replace existing thermal oveiload heater C087A in HCC 28-1 A-1, Cubicle D2
with thermal overload heater C118A, for MOV 2-1601-57.

SATE 1Y EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UfSAR where any of the following is
true: __

- Ibe change alters the initial conditions used in the UfSAR analysis.

';,c charged structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitlyi-

assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA UFSAR SECTION: Section 5

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change h
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, oi malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than b
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because changing the
existing thermal overload heater to the properly sized heater does not
adversely affect systems it interacts with based on the following:

Changing a thermal overload heater does r.ot affect the stroke time of a
valve. The stote time of the 2-1601-57 valve is determined by the valve
size, the motor size, and limit ; witch settings. The thermal overload
only provides protection to the i.etor.

With the properly sized thermal overload heater, the 2-1601-57 valve will
fully close as required by Tech Specs on a Group 11 isolation because the
thermal overload will not prematurely trip the MGV on overcurrent.

I
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SE-91-595- ' CONT'D),

Changing'the thermal overload heater to the proper size as determined by
NED Guideline ENC-QE-59 exhibit G, setpoint-charge #132 will not affect -1
loading on MCC 28-1A-1 because the thermal overload is not an electrical '

load.-1.t is a protective device used only to protect the motc,r from i,

overturrent. I

3. The margin of safety, at defined in _the basis for any Technical
Specification,.is not reduced.because changing the thermal overload to the
proper size will ensure that the valve will go fully closed as required by
Tech Specs on a-Group 11 isolation, changing the' thermal overload will
not affect the stroke time of the valve and has no ;oading effect on the
MCC_it is powered from.

s

t
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SE-91-596

PROCEDURE: TRANSFER AND DEHATERING OF HASTE
DEMlHER;t.1ZER SPENT RESIN TANK

DESCRIPflON:

This procedure provides the steps necessary to transfer the waste
demineralizer spent resin tanh to a high integrity container or liner and
dewater with Chem-Nuclear Rapid Dewatering System-1000.

'
SAFETY EVAL.UATION SUMMARY:

l. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or'

anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

For each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because this
procedure only provides an alternate method of processing Radwaste resins
from the Haste Demineralizer Spent Resin tank. The station process
control program currently describes the vendor system being used and has
previously been on-site reviewed. This procedure utilizes system piping
that is currently in use to process other waste ;treams and should not
create any possibility of accident and malfunction.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

t
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SE-91-597

SPECIAL TEST 2-101

DESCRIPTION:

Perform special test on the 2A RHR heat exchanger to measure thermal
performance.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component-

could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
4

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change,

l described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility.for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because the special
test does not change the operation or control of the RHR system. The test
operates the RHR system in the torus cooling mode per approved station

|
procedures.

, Temperature data will be collected during torus cooling to measure heat
! transfer rate. A temporary temperature recorder is used to improve

temperature reading accuracy. No change to the RHR system will be
performed. Test controls data collection. The RHR system v)uld
automatically realign in the event of a LPCI initiation. Failure of the
temperature indication would not degrade RHR system operation.

3. The margin of safety, is noi defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

,
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SE-91-599

TEMPORARY ALTERA110N #91-2-57

DESCRIPTION:

Connect the alternate battery at cubicle B04 of 125 VDC Bus 2A. A jumper
will be connected to B04 from compartment C03 of 125 VDC battery Bus 2.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUMMARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR whcre any of the follouing is
true:

I
- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis,

- The changed structure, system or componcnt is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

LOCA w/ Loop UFSAR SECTION: Section 14, Section 8

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, Or malfunction of equipment important to
safety hs previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2 .- The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously eveluated in the UFSAR is not created because:

The temporary battery ract and associated cable conduits will be
-seismically supported. The Unit 2 permanent battery instrumentation 5:111
be-used to monitor the temporary battery. The instrumentation is locattd
in the control room. Instrumentation will include undervoltage detection,
battery voltage, and ground detection which will monitor the temporary
battery in the same manner as that of the permanently installed battery.
Both the main and reserve feeds to the 125 VDC system will be unaffected
by the installation of the temporary battery. The temporary battery will
use the same type of charger as the permanent battery without a load
increase, thus, there is not an increase in hydrogen generation. Since
the temporary battery will be located in-a larger open area of the

! mezzanine level of the turbine t uilding, the small amount of hydrogen
generated by charging the temporary battery will not be able to build up
to the extent that it would pose a threat to any surrounding equipment or
systems,

TS T9
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SE-91-599 (C0llT'0)
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furthermore, a probabilistic-analysis shows that the installation of the
temporary battery does not expose the station to an unacceptable tornado
missile rist, and no design pro,'Istons are needed to protect the temporary
battery.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced,

s
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SE-91-600

Q91390

DESCRIPTION:

A temporary distribution "A" frame will be connected to an electrical
distribution box in the S.E. corner of the 2nd floor of the reactor
building, near the hatchway. The distribution box is fed from a 480 V
transformer (located outside, near the 1/2 trackway). This 480 V
transformer is fed from a 13.8 KV spray canal transformer through
feeder #4. The temporary "A" Frame will provide a feed for chemical
decon. equipment and equipment used in the drywell during the Q3Rll outage.

SAFETY EVALUATION SUINARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, systam, or component
could lead to the accident.

! The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:
l
l

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or th$
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
| any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because no safety
| related equipment will be affected. If the loads at the "A" frame cause
'

the fusible links to be interrupted, there might be a loss of power to the

i substation building and to the old addition of the new service building.
;

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
| Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.
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SE-91-601

097062

DESCRIPTION:

A temporary distribution "A" frame will be connected to an electrical
distribution box at the S.E. corner of the U-2 turbine. The distribution
box is fed from the unstacking transformer, which in turn is fed from a
13.8 KV spray canal transformer through feeder #4. The temporary "A"
frame will provide a feed for work on the turbine floor during the Q2R11
outage.

SAFETY EVA1.UATION SLM4ARY: 2

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:,

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

- The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly
assumed to function during or after the accident.

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None

for each of these accidents, it has been determined that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an occurrence or the :-

consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because no safety
related equipment would be affected. If the loads at the "A" frame cause
the fusible lines at tne 13.3 KV switchyard to be interrupted, there could
be a loss of power to the substation and old addition of the new service
building.

.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

4 79
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SE-91-602

SPECIAL TEST 2-104, TURBINE TRIP MAIN STEAM LINE LOH PRESSURE TEST
AND TEMPORARY PP.0CEDURE #7313 for QCGP 2-1

DESCRIPTION:

Install chart recorder test leads across contacts on relays 595-103 A-D
and 595-106 A-D to monitor when the relays drop out. Install a 1 ohm
resistor in series with throttle pressure indicator 2-3040-10. Then
install chart recorder test loads across this resistor. Install chart
recorder test leads across an existing resistor in series w/ reactor
pressure indicator 2-040-258. Also, trip the main turbine from approx.
200 MWe,

SAFETY EVALUATION SUPHARY:

1. The change described above has been analyzed to determine each accident or
anticipated transient described in the UFSAR where any of the following is
true:

- The change alters the initial conditions used in the UFSAR analysis.

The changed structure, system or component is explicitly or implicitly-

assumed to function during or after the accident.
,

- Operation or failure of the changed structure, system, or component
could lead to the accident.

The accidents which meet these criteria are listed below:

None
_

For each of these accidents, it has been determineo that the change
described above will not increase the probability of an Occurrence or the
consequence of the accident, or malfunction of equipment important to
safety as previously evaluated in the UFSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated in the UFSAR is not created because:

Installation of the chart recorders does not create the possibility of an
accident or malfunction of a type different from those evaluated in the
UFSAR.
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SE-91-602 (CONT'D)

If the chart recorders short to ground, the in-line 5 amp fuses would blow
(performing their design function) and de-energize the associated 595-103
and 106 relays. The correct ccubination and number of blown fuses would
cause a Group 1 isolation and sub!equent reactor scram due to MSIV
closure. This is considered a conservative failure and one which is
already analyzed in Section 11.2.3 of the UFSAR.

If the chart recorders internally short out, the Control Room Annunciators
for Main Steam Line Low Pressure and Group I isolation would falsely
alarm. This is not contidered a safety concern because other Control Room
instrumentation such as 11SIV position indication, main steam line flow
indication, and reactor pressure indication, exist so that the Nuclear _

Station Operators can validate the annunciator alarm.

A turbine trip from approximately 200 MWe is well within the analysis of a
turbine trip from B!LL power with a failure of the relief valves and
turbine bypass system, as discussed in Section 4.4.3 of the UFSAR. Even
if a Group I isolation occurred upon the turbine trip, we would still be
within the analysis of a Main Steam Isolation Valve Closure from full
power discussed in Section 11.2.3 of the UrSAR.

3. The margin of safety, is not defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification, therefore, the safety margin is not reduced.

_

D
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Minor Design Change MC-4-0-90-098

Power Feed Tie-In to New Hixed Haste Storage Facility >

DeltElpilon

ibis minor design change involves the sizing and installation of a new
breaker in-compartment 3A of MCC 4-1 in the Hastewater Treatment Facility.
The purpose of this breaker protects the main feed supplying power to the new
Mixed Haste Storage Building which will be located south of the Hastewater
Treatment facility.

Enluition

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because this
minor design change affects non-safety related components and will not
prevent 1"'y safety related components from performing their design
functions.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the breaker to be installed in MCC4-1 is
non-safety related is in the non-safety-related 13.8 KV system.
The new breaker has seen sized to provide overload and short circuit
current protection for the new feed from the Hastewater Treatment
Facility.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the components involved in this
change are not specifically identified as the basis for any technical
specifications, so safety is not affected.

I
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Minor Design Change PO4-1-90-175

_lA Reactor feed Pump Lube 011 Piping flanges

DutIID110A1

Install flange bolt disc springs, " Live-Load flanges", for the 1A Reactor
Feed Pump Lube Oil Piping flanges. This piping has a history of leakage at
the flanges. The flange bolt disc spring consist of two belleville washers in
parallel placed under the nut of each flange bolt.

EYaluttboni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previvusly evaluated'
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased becau:e this-
change will increase the reliability of the feed pump lube oli :ystem
by minimizing oil leakage.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report _is
not created because this change will increase reliability. The worst
case scenario would be loss of feedwater which has been previously
analyzed. Further the feed-pump lube oil system is not mentioned in
the FSAR or Technical Specifications.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because this change is intended to
improve reliability and thus does not reduce safety, further, the

feed pump lube oil system is riot mentioned in the Technical
Specifications.

i i
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Minor Design Change P04-1-90-165
|

1A Holsture Seperator Drain Tank (HSDT)
'

to "D" feedwater Heater Instrumentation Air Lines

Descriotl0R1

Install pressure taps on existing instrumentation air lines to accommodate
-

data collection during MSDT/ heater study. (i.e. between MSDT level
controllers, level switches and heater level control valves. Lines are tubing
and swaglock.)

Eyaluationi

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to-safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the
MSDT's level control valves' instrumentation is not addressed in the
FSAR, and its design function is not affected by the taps or data
collection.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the installation of the pressure taps does not
alter system design, or system function.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced becausc HSDT's are not addressed
specifically in Technical Specifications and the addition of
instrument taps will not change the designed function or operation of
instrumentation, nor reduce the margin of safety,

ra n

.



. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ____-

I

Modification P04-0-90-053

SBGTS Fan Flow Control Valves

keLCrlRt10tu

Replacement of existing 1/2-7510 ALB valves with a valve that has been
evaluated to meet or exceed the requirement of the existing valves as far as
form, fit, function and qualification. Rem 0ve pressure switches 1/2-)S41-32A
& B and associated solenoid valve as the design of the new valve no longer
requires them to assure a fail open design. Revise support 2-7508-R192 to
account for loading from new valve.

EYAluAtioni -

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previou!'y evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased bet.sse this
change replaces a valve in the SBG15 with a valve that has been
evsluated to be equal or superior in form, fit, function and
qualification to the original component. Replacement of a component
with a qualtfled equivalent does not change the function, performance
or interface of the SBGTS. The SBGTS is not identified as having the
possibility to be an accident initiator in the SAR as it has not
direct or indirect interface with reactivity control, heat removal or
makeup capability, or part of the primary pressure or containment
boundary.

The consequences of an accident in the SAR is not increased because
this change replaces a component with alequally qualified component.
This change does not alter any of the process parameter of the SBGTS
on which the LOCA and Refueling accident consequences were based,

i

The probability of occurrence of a malfunction of eautpment important
to safety as previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report
is not increased because the replacement of this component with a
component which is evaluated to be equivalent or better than the
original in regard to form, fit, function or qualification will not
increase the probability of that component failing. No new failure
modes or system interactions are identified that increase the
probabili+" of malfunction of other important to safety equipment.

The consequences of malfunction of equipment important to safety as,

previously evaluated in the SAR in not increased because the function
and performance of the SBGTS after replacement with the qualified
valve is unchanged from that as previously analyzed in the FSAR. The
SBGTS will function to limit the consequences (dose to public) of any
equipment malfunction as previously designed,

av
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Modification P04-0-90-053 CONT

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because this system is designed for accident mitigation
and does not directly or indirectly interface with reactivity control
or core cooling or makeup capabilities and as such cannot be involved
as an accident initiator. The system does interface with the
containment boundary, but the replacement of this valve does not
change the systems function or performance no does it create a new
failure mode which can impact that boundary.

The possibility of a malfunction of a different type than previously
evaluated in the SAR is not created because the replacement valve is
equivalent or better than the valve it replaces. The valve has no new
failure modes which could impact the SBGTS, and in fact is more direct
acting in moving to its failure position. This valve has no new
direct or indirect interactions with other plant systems which could .

result in their malfunction.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because this change to replace a
component with a equally qualified component does not change the
functional performance requirements of the SBGTS from its current
design basis, and therefore does not impact ary margins of safety for
this system as defined by the Technical Specification.

1s .7
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Hinor Design Change HC4-1-90-136

Unit 1 Reserve Auxiliary Transformer #12

D11tription:

Connect undervoltage relay 27 contacts to give " RESERVE AUX'TRANS 12 TROUBLE"
ALARM 901-8 C2 when there is a loss of control voltage per QOA 6100-9.

,

Evalualloni

1. .The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
'

malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the MDC
is limited to internal panel wiring which will utilize contacts from a,

non-safety related relay to provide input to the non-safety related
annunciator system.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because no changes will be made which lapact other failure
modes or their effects because the change utilizes contacts from a ,

non-safety related relay to provide input to the non-safety related
annunciator system,

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis fcr any Tcchnical
Specification is not reduced because no technical specifications were
found to be applicable for the Reserve AJx111ary XFMR and annunciators
since-these are non-safety related systems.

i

!

!

!

|

I

ra n

. . . . . , , . - . - . _ _ . . . . . - . - - _ . - - - ~ . . . _ , . - . . . . - - _ - - ~



. _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _

Minor Design Change PO4-1-90-169

Pipe Support and 6" Section of Pipe

Descrjationi

This Minor Design Change replaced the two damaged sections of pipe in line
1-1086-6"-DX and pipe support M-994D-58 in response to discrepancy reports
OR-04-90-3891 and DR-04-90-3927.

Enluilt10AL

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because this
minor design change consists of pipe replacement and repair of an
existing support. The design meets all requirements of FSAR/UFSAR.
This like-for-like repair does not alttr the existing reuting or
support configuration of the system,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evalt.ated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the t,afety-related supports are seismically
designed and the piping is also seismically qualified. Existing
configuration of the system remains unchanged and, therefore,
accidents or malfunctions of a different type are not created.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because by rep tring the damaged support
and replacing the damaged sections of line 1-1086-6"-DX the
possibility of this line failing is reduced. Therefore, the margin of
safety will increase,

,

:
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P04-1-91-040

Primary Containment Inboard Isolation Valve

Den.r.iniloni

This minor plant change involved the replacement of actuator parts
internal to the limitorque operator on the reactor water clean up (RWCU)
system inboard primary containment isolation valve. Specifically, the motor
pinion and worm shaft gear will be replaced in the limitorque operator on RWCU
system valve H01-1201-2. This change out will reduce the valve stroke time by
approximately two seconds.

ExsLuntion:

-1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
-malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because this
minor' plant change does not alter the design, function, or method in
which the RWCU system operates as defined in the FSAR/UFSAR section
10.3. In addltion, the primary containment system (Section 5.2) and
the primary containment isolation systen (Section 7.7.2) remain
unchanged. Therefore, the probability or the consequences of an
accident or malfunction are not increased.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the change will reduce the stroke time of RWCU
inboard primary containment isolation valve (H01-1201-2) by
approximately twa seconds. No-change has been made which affects any
of the bounding conditions of the FSAR/UFSAR accident analysis. All
bounding' conditions remain the same, no new accidents or malfunctions
are introduced by this change. '

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Techni.al
Specification is.not reduced because this change to the limitorque
operator on the M01-1201-2 valve does not adversely affect any set

= points, operational limits, or special conditions that prescribe the
margin of safety. The change does not alter any system or component
as described in-the technical specifications. This motor gear set
replacement will insure that the technical specification for valve
closure time of less than or equal to 30 seconds is not violated. The
margin of safety is not reduced.

|-
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Minor Design Change PO4-1-90-172 ;

"B" Drywell Radiation Monitor

Reitrintlon:.

This Minor Design Change added a new magnetically shielded junction box :

near drywell penetration X-1073 to hold a spool of electrical cable for the ;

lon chamber detector, RE-1-24188. In addition, a grounded, braided, shielding
sleeve was installed over the signal and high voltage cables between ISB-35
and RM-1-24138 located in 901-56. .

EYalUAlloni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the minor
change adds components to improve shielding of the detector signal
cable from nearly high voltage sources of electromagnetic radiation.
The new components do not impair the radiation monitors in performing
its safety related function of measuring drywell radiation levels and
initiating a Group 2 isolation.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is*

not created because this minor design change does not create any new
'

failure modes or interfaces that have not been evaluated for the
design change. The new components do not create the potential for new
failures that are not bounded by the FSAR analysis.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification.is not reduced because the installation shall be
performed in accordance with limiting Conditions of Operation
contained in Technical Specifications 3.2/4,2, 3.7/4.7, and
3.12/4.12. The modified equipment will be more resistant to

_

electromagnetic noise that can cause spurious operation.e

I
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Minor Design Change PO4-1-90-125

Strip Chart Recorders !

EeKtlatloal

Replace the existing obsolete GEMAC and other strip chart recorders on the
901-5 panel with YOK0GAWA UR100T recorders. Also, the total steam flow
indication is relocated from the 1-0640-28 recorder to the third pin of the
1-0640-26 recorder.

LYAluatimu

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an acc uent or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaivated
in the Ftr.51 Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the
recorders provide Indication, trending, and alarms for several

,

parameters important for both normal and abnormal c.peration of the '

plant. These new recorders have been evaluated to be equal to or
better than the original recorders in service.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Anr. lysis Report is
not created because there will be no change to the system
configuration. Also the new recorders have been evaluated to be equal
to or better than the recorders already in service, therefore the new
recorders cannot cause an accident of a different type than was
previously evaluated in the FSAR.

3. -The margin of safety, as defined in the basis fc/ any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the margin of safety,_as defined
in the Technical Specifications, is not adversely affected. The
recorders are being replaced to provide new recorders that are of a
standard configuration, that are not obsolete, and that can be better
maintained with an available. supply of spare parts, This should
increase the recorder reliability by improving the ability to maintain
the recorders.

3
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!Minor Design Change H04-1-90-144

Sample Probe on Condensate Pump Discharger Header
,

1

Descdp.tton:

Existing probe location is inadequate, since it will not work when i

hydrogen injection is in operation. The sample probe was relocated to correct
tIie H2 intake problem by placing the probe out of the high point where any ,

noncondensable gasses have collected.
,.

EEtInt100';

!1. The prot, ability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to skfety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report it not increased because the
sample probe relocatloa does not alter the description of the system
in the FSAR. therefore, the current analysis remains unaffected,2

2. The-possibility for to ncident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the function of the sample probe is the same as
before and will not introduce a different type of accident not
previously analyzed. :,

!

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technica) |
Specification is not reduced because the condensate system is
reliability /non-safety related and technical Specifications de not
list any requirements foi the system operation.

!
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Hinor Design Change HC-4-1-90 142

Exttaction Steam turbine Nozzles

Descriptioni

Repair of extraction steam turbine nozzles was require due to
erosion / corrosion damage.

EYaluat10D'

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equiprint important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety c1alysis Report is not increased because the new
nozzle configuration w11' not affect the function of safety relate'
equipment.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is

, not created because the repair will not affect any accident initiating
avent or cause a malfunction related to safety.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Snecification is n)t reduced because the repair is not discussed in
the Technical Specifications.

l
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Hlnor Design Chhnge PO4-1-90-176'

Generator llackuo S1 Fault Detector Relay

L Destription;.

Hodify Main Generator Battup S1 Fault Detector Relay to erternally add two
" indicators and one capacitor and internally add three resistors to prevent

false trips per SOAD report ER-6-85.
.

Evaluattent
,

\'
l. The probability of an occurrcnce or the consequence of an accident or

malfunction of eautpment important to safety as prev'.ously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because minor

, design change adds a filter circuit to the back up generator fault
detector relay. The filtering circuit is being added to prevent false
trips of the r : lay. The filtering circuit will be added to the relay

1 when the unit is shutdown. The change will not effect equipment
important to safety es evaluated in FSAR.

2. The possibility for An arcident or malfunction of a different type"

than any previous;y evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because filtering circuit has no effect on the relay's
original function, it only prevents false trips of the relay.

3, The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Spellfication is not reduced because this level of component is not
defined in any Technical Specification.

:

:
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Minor Design Change MC4-1-89-018

Extraction Steam Non-Return Check Valves

De1Cripiloni

Replacement of the cotter pin with a stainless steel pin, and the addition
of an anti-rotation pin on the exttaction steam non-return check valves per
vendor recommendation.

Evaluation:

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction-of equipment important to safety as prevloe*1y evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased _because the
changes described above improve valve reliability, reducing chance of-
accident.

2.- The possibility _for ar accident or malfunction of_--a different type-
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the valve function is not altered so its-
characteristics do not change.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because valve operation is not discussed
in Technical Spect/1 cation. Also valve reliability is increased,

n er



. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ __._

Hinor Design Change HC-4-1-90-19.

Pipe Penetration Seal Details

Descrip.tloni |
'

This change replaced the Unit One Reactor Building Secondary Containment
pipe penetration ventilation seals for the main steam lines 1-3001A, B, C, D

'
,

and feedwater lines 1-3204A & B (MK-188, 189, 190, 191, 83 and 84. The
current seals were identified as being a source of leakage during the
Secondary Containment Capability Test QTS 100-5. ;

Inlationi

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated ,

in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased becejse the new :
design will not change from that which has already been aialyzed-in
-section five.

_

2. The possibility for an sccident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created becaase the new design will have the same t' unction as the
old design so an iccident or malfunction of a different type will not
-be created.

. 3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
| Specification is not reduced because the new design will have the same

requirements as the original design.
|

;

,

.

19 87

_

f +W+p-- vr- g- e74_me-.p ywe+ re- n -2 Pw 'r P Rd -wm- e-p *- 4 'T'11p4wp%=-y pp2e v W wasg p-**1y+*t, w=-qf*-3 'w-+g--@.W5m ty*W4 g g4*es - y M $' p W M i T r g agwy+pmm *v<p'



_ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ . _ _ _ . _ .

Hinor Design Change HC4-1-90-059

Turbine fast Acting Solenoid Valves

Q

Dettriptjoni

This Minor Design Change involved the replacement of the main turbine fast
acting solenoid valves (FSAV's). The valves are part of the turbine EHC
subsystem and provide turbine protection against a load reject condition. The
FASV's had integral limit switches that detect FASV actuation and provided an
anticipatory RPS scram of the reactor. The new FASV's have pressure ports for
separate pressure switches that detect decreasing fluid pressure required for
fast Turbine Control Valve (TCV) closure. A setpoint for calibration of these
new RPS pressure switches was included in the approval letter. The new
configuration is based on General Electric recommendations contained in TIL
number 848.

EY.a3UAt10n1

1. The probability of an occurrence or tts . etoquerics of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the load
reject and the FASV actuation is describet in UfSAR vections
3.2.S.4.1, 7 (pages 107-113), and 11.2.3. The revised configuration
is primarily intended to improve the turbine protection, because the
failures at Quad Cities have generally been a failure of the salves to
function and not a failure of the limit switch to detect the TCV fast
closure. The new configuration will have the necessary calibration,
response time, and reliability to provide the same (or an improved)
level of protection for the turbine and reactor, as the original
equipment.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the FASV's interface with the RPS, turbine control
(EHC), and the Instrument Bus systems. These interactions have been
evaluated and considered in the design and testing requirements of
this Minor Design Change. The only new failure modes are: 1) failure
of the tubing connecting each FASV to each new pressure switch, and 2)
failure of any of the new pressure switches to function, failure of
the tubing will result in a trip of the affected load reject
channel (s), because of the declining hydraulic pressure sensed by the

. switch. The potential for failure of the pressure switches is
minimized by the require monthly functional testing, calibration
requirements, and quality requirements specified for the switches and
their installation.

nn
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Hinor Design Change HC4-1-90-059 CONTD

.
I

i

J. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
,

Specification is not reduced because changes to the Technical
Specifications and their bases are required as the result of this
H1nor Design Change. The margin of safety, as defined in the bases-

for Technical Specification 3.1 and 4.1, is not reduced. The
calibration schedule for tne new switches shall be added to Table
4.1-2. The reliability of the new assemblies is improved over the
existing ones based on industry experience and the design,

requirements. The new configuration using pressure switches is
similar to the EHC Low Pressure and other RPS inputs. After
installation, the sensors shall be tested for response time and;

calibration. The new FASV's shall also be tested to verify their
ability to cause a fast closure of the TCV's.

,
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Hinor Design Change MC-4-1-89-002

EHC 011 Skid

DesC rJ pt.lon;

This Minor Design Change seal welds the seams of the EHC reservoir tank to
reduce the leakage of EHC fluid. This fluid has caused damage to the
electrical cables in the tunnel below.

Evtlut!1oni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because this
Minor Design Change will lower the possibility of cable failures due
to EHC oil leakage.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the possibility of cable failure is reduced to
this Minor Design Change because the oil will be contained within the
oil skid.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because this is a non-safety related
Minor Design Change. The system is not referenced in the Technical
Specifics therefore, the margin of safety is not reduced.

_
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Minor Design Change HC-4-1-90-055

fe6dwater Heater Extraction Steam dozzle

r

Descr.intioni

feedwater Heater Extraction Steam Nozzle was damaged by
Erosion / corrosion. Repair consisted of welding a carbon steel clamshell to
the outer surface of the nozzle.

Enlationi
1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or -

malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the new
nozzle configuration will not change the original design parameters of
the heaters.

*
2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type

than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the nozzle repair will not affect any accident or
accident initiating event described in the FSAR. ;

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the feedwater nozzle is not
addressed in the Technical Specifications.

.
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Minor Design Change PO4-2-90-178

Pipe Supports for HPCI Condensate Drain Lines

De%CththD1

This Minor Design Change provides improved pipe support for the Unit 2
high Pressure Coolant Injection (HPCI) condensate drain lines located in the
Unit 2 HPCI corner room of the Reactor Building. The previous pipe support
configuration had pipe and support stresses that exceed UFSAR and code
allowables. The following lines are affected: 2-2321-1"-B (HPCI drain line
and 2-2322-1"B (trap bypass line). The changes included removing 3 supports,
modifying I existing support, and adding 2 new supports.

_

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the lines
and new pipe support configurations have been :nalyzed for all
applicable loads. The new configuration upgrades the piping system to
reduce pipe and support stresses to the UFSAR limits. This shall make
the HPCI system less vulnerable to failure, including seismic events.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the interaction of the new supports is limited to
other HPCI system components. There is no identified failure modes or
interactions that could cause an accident more severe than a steam
lines break in the HPCI roorr (i.e., Group 5 containment isolation in
section 7.7.2.2) or the loss of t%e HPCI system (reference UFSAR
section 6.2.6.1). Therefore, the potential failures are bounded by
the analysts in the FSAR/UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as-defined in the basis for any lechnical -

Specification is not reduced because while the current piping meets
operability criteria submitted and accepted by the NRC in the past,
the re-supporting of the HPCI drain lines to FSAR/UFSAR= stress
allowables restores the margin of safety described in the Technical
Specification 5.6.

|
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liodification H-4-0-78-026

Computer Uninterruptible Power Supply (U.P.S.)

Descrintioni

Installation of ur.itterruptible Fower Supply including batteries for Station
Process Computers and Peripherals.

Lyaluatioat i

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an ac,cirlent or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because neither
computer operation nor computer power supply availability are
evaluated in the FSAR. Neither is required for the operation of plant
safety systems.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the Uninterruptible Power Supply System will be an
independent system with the exception of electrical ties to the .

station 480 Vac. These ties are protected by load breakers and are
not from safety related busses. ;

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because computer availability is not a
basis for any Technical Specification safety margins. However, the
addition of the computer Uninterruptible Power Supply Systtm will t

increase the availability of the station computer system. This
modification will also remove existing computer load from the ESS

,

Buss, thereby increasing its availability by reducing its duty cycle.

,
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Modification M4 1/2-78-26

Plant Process Computer

D.esctlptiont

Renove the feed to the plant process computer from the 120/240 VAC
,

essential service system bus and provide it with its own power supply, a
static uninterruptibic power supply (inverter / rectifier).

EyAlvationi !
,

1. The probability of an. occurrence or the consequence of an accident or j
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the
computer does not perform a safety related function. !-

i
!

; 2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because no failure in the new power supply will degrade
the operation of any safety related equipment. If it is connected to
a Class IE bus, appropriate isolation devices (circuit breakers) will
be installed.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the only method for converting :
480 VAC or 250 VDC to 120/240 VAC is being changed, and the CSS bus
currently receives all-its power from Class IE busses, the power
requirements for the Class IE busses will not be increased.

.i
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Hodification M4-1(2)-84-21A & B

Steam Leak Detection Temperature Switches

DRstdp_tioru

This modification calls for a design change to the Area Steam Leak
Detection / Isolation System to eliminate spurious isolations which have beer.
occurring due to minute steam leaks. At present, the system is comprised of
16 temperature switches in 4 groups of 4 per system. E ch group is configured
to form a (one-out-of-two taken twice) logic & any one the 4 groups are
capable of isolating the system. This modification will reduce the number of
temperature switches from 16 to 4. The (one-out-of-two taken twice) logic
will be maintained along with divisional separation requirements. The systems
isolation response time will be maintained through a reduction in the
temperature switch setpoint.

LY.Alutiloni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
In the Final Safety Analysts Report is not increased because the>

reduction from 16 temperature switches to 4 will not degrade the
integrity of the steam leak detection / isolation system. The system
will still be totally automatic along with the capabilities for manual
initiation. The (one-out-of-two taken twice) logic and divisional
power sources is still maintained along with other steam leak
detection devices. The probability of an occurrence-or the
consequence of an accident, or malfunction previously evaluated has,

not been increased.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysts Report is
not createri because this modification does not Interact nor interface
with other primary containment isolation systemss No single failure
within the system can create a malfunction to prevent system isolation
from occurring, or to cause spurious isolation 3. The possibility for

-

an accident or malfunction of a different type other than previously
evaluated has not been crrated.

3. The margin of safety, as-defined in the basis for any Technical !

Specification-is not reduced because the new steam leak
detection / isolation logic centinues to satisfy the requirements for -'

primary containment isolation as listed on Table 3.2.1 in the
Technical Specification and the associated basis.

nn
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Hodification s:-1(2)-87-71

Main Steam Line Low Pressure Switches

Pt1Crlpt10n;-

This inodification consis+s of the addition of vibration isolator
assemblies to the main steam line low pressure switches (1(2)-261-30A, D, C,
0) located on Turbine Bu11 ding Instrument Rack #2251-1 and 22$2-1.

Ivaluation:

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because FSAR does
not specifically 6ddress the Hain Steam low Pressure Switches.
However, this modification does not change either the switch function
or performance requirements.

The postulated event of a Pressure Regulator failure as described in
the FSAR is still addressed by Main Steam Line Low Pressure Switches.
If the Regulator were to fall causing a sudden pressure decrease, the
switches would still be capable or providing a Group I isolation if
reactor pressure decreases to 850 psig.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the FSAR does not specifically address the Main
Steam Low Pressure Switches. However, since this modification does
not change either the switch function or performance requirements, the
possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type than
any previously evaluated is not created.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Spectftcation is not reriuced because this modification does not change
switch performance requirements and therefore does not affect the
margin of safety used for the basis of any Technical Specification.
The margin of safety therefore is not reduced. The limiting safety
system settings are not changed as a result of this modification and
the low pressure isolations of the main steam lines at 850 PSIG
minimum will still protect against rapid reactor depressurization
(Thermal Hyd aulic Safety Limit) and the resulting rapid cooldown of
the vessel,

un
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Hodification H04-1(2)-89-117

Drywell floor Drain and Equipment Drain Sump Pumps

Descrlationi

Drywell floor drain and equipment drain sump pumps were replaced with new
submersible sump pumps. The function of the sump pumps remains the same.

EYalualloni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because this
nodification replaces existing sump pumps with a new pump design,
however, all functions of the pumps will-remain the same.

2. Yhe possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the possibility for an accident or malfunction of
a different type than previously evaluated in the FSAR is not created
because the function of the pumps remain the same.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the margin of safety as defined
in the basis of Technical Specifications is not reduced since the
function of the new sump pumps remains the same as the old sump pumps.

|
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Hodification M04-1-88-052A and 0

RCIC Pump Discharge Check Valve

Descric11oni

Install new RCIC pump discharge check valve, 1-1301-50, and remove in air
'perator, control switch, indicating lights and associated conduit..

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because operation
of the new check valve is identical to that of the existing check
valve. therefore, the probability of an occurrence or consequence of

.

an accident is not increased.-

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not tioated becat'se no new possibility for an accident or malfunction
is created. The air operator for the valve is to be removed, however,
testing of the valve will still be accomplished by manual initiation
and injection of RCIC which is currently performed once per cycle.
There are no other testing requirements for this valve.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is nof reduced because this nodification will not affect
RCIC system operation, therefore, the margin of safety is not reduced.

|
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Hodification H-4-2-84-361

fire Suppression and Detection

Deitr_lD11oni

The fire Protection Systems Upgrades Hodifications (H04-1-84-036
H04-2-84-036. H04-0-84-014 and H04-0-84-016) provided additional fire
suppression and detection systems to comply with 10CFRSO Appendix R
requirements and National fire Protection Association (NFPA) Code commitments
from Appendix A to Branch Technical Position APCSB 9.5.1. This wort was
divided into 12 phases with this work designated as partial modification
H04-2-84-361 of Phas6 10B - Provide electronic supervision for existing
10CFR50 Appendix R Suppression systems. The particular system for which this
partial nodification provides supervision is the Unit 2 Diesel Generator room
door monitors This partial modification relocates the electrical supervision
for the Unit 2 Diesel Generator room doors D-120, D-120A, and D-128 from the
security computer to the XL3 System.

EYB_lykt10R1

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because fire
suppression and detection is not classified as Safety Related in the
FSAR. Seismic installation of equipment ensures adequate 4 operation
of existing safety equipment and safety related equipment in the
inmediate area of installation.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the installation doe snot interfere with any
existing safety systems.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because suppression and detection is not
Safety Related. The reliability of the fire Protection system is
incressed by providing this additional suppression and detection.

T9 07
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Hodification H-4-1-84-36H

Suppression and Detection

DeltElpl1001

The fire Protection Systems Upgrades Hodifications (H04-1-84-036
H04-2-84-036. H04-0-84-014 and H04-0-84-016) provided additional fire
supprvssion and detection systems to comply with 10CfR50 Appendix R
requirements and National fire Protection Association (NfPA) code commitments
from Appendix A to Branch Technical Position APCSD 9.S.1. This work was
divided into 12 phases with this work designated as partial modification
H04-0-84-16[ of Phase 10B - Provide electronic supervision for existing
10CfRSO Appendix R Suppression systems. The particular system for which this -

partial nodification provides supervision is the Unit 1 Cable Tunnel Hetpipe
System. Output identifying any alarm or trouble conditions in the Unit 1
Cable Tunnel will be routed to the Control Room fire protection typer via the
XL3 computer.

EYAlua.tloni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
ralfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because fire
suppression and detection is not classified as safety Related in the
FSAR. Seismic installation of equipment ensures adequate 4 operation
of existing safety equipment and safety related equipment in the
immediate area of installation.

2. The possiblitty for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is

'not created because the installation doe snot interfere with any
existing safety systems. -

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because suppression and detection is not
Safety Related. The reliability of the fire Protection system is
increased by providing this additional suppression and detection,

n .7
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Modification H-4-2-84-36H

Suppression and Detection

DRICElRiton1

lhe fire Protection Systems Upgrades Modifications (H04-1-84-036,
M04-2-84-036. H04-0-84-014 and H04-0-84 016) provided additional fire

* suppression and detection systems to comply with 10CFR50 Appendix R
requirements and National fire Protection Association (NFPA) code commitments
from Appendix A to Branch Technical Position APCSB 9.5.1. This work was
divided into 12 phases with this work designated as partial modification
M04-2-84-36H of Phase 10B - Provide electronic supervision for existing

.

10CFR50 Appendix R Suppression _ systems. The particular system for which this ;

partial modification provides supervision is the Unit 2 Cable Tunnel Hetpipe
System. Output identifying any alarm or trouble conditions in the Unit 2
Cable Tunnel Hetpipe System will be routed to the Control Room fire protection
typer via the XL3 computer,

baluAtloni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because fire
suppression and detection is not classified as Safety Related in the
FSAR. Seismic insta11atio' of equipment ensures adequate 4 operation
of existing safety equipment and safety related equipment in the
immediate area of installation.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the installation doe snot interfere with any
existing safety systems.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because suppression and detection ts not
Safety Related. The reliability of the fire Protection system is
increased by providing this additional suppression and detection,

un
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HodifIcation H-4-1/2-80-2

Technical Support Center

Dt1Cllptioni

This modification is required to provide all necessary interface for the new
technical support center. The reason for this modification is to comply with
the requirements as set forth in NUREG-OS78 Section 2.2.2.b to provide
engineering data to the Technical Support Center (TSC). To supply the data
required, a PRIME computer system will-be added to the present Honeyw911
computer. Digital and analog inputs to the computer will be hardwired from j
the required instruments and valves as outilned in the Dechtel Monitored
parameters ~11st Rev. 3, dated June 24, 1980.

Enluationi
i

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accl M't or
~

'malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evai. ted
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the
addition of this modification does not change any evaluation made in
the final safety analysis report.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysts Report is
not created because the interface necessary for TSC, will be by design
isolated from any inplant equipment necessary for safe plant operation. |

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the margin of safety would ;

indirectly be increased with the addition of the equipment required to e

'

support the TSC, by giving_a wider range of support in the event of an
accident.

!

|-

|

|
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Hodification H-4-0-84-160

Suppression and Detectior.

Destdptioni

The Fire Protection Systems Upgrades Hodifications (H04-1-84-036
H04-2-84-036. H04-0-84-014 and H04-0-84-016) provided additional fire
suppression and detection systems to comply with 10CFR50 Appendix R
requirements and National fire Protection Association (NfPA) code commitments
frem Appendix A to Branch Technical Position APCSB 9.5.1. This work was
di' ded into 12 phases with this work designated as partial nodification
H04-0-84-160 of Phase 10B - Provide electronic supervision for existing
10CFR50 Appendix R Suppression systems. The particular system for which this
partial nodification provides supervision is the Turbine Butiding Resin
Storage Area Hetpipe System. Output identifying any alarm or trouble
conditions in the Resin Storage Area Hetpipe System will be route to the
Control Room fire protection typer via the XL3 routed to the Control Room fire
protection typer via the XL3 computer.

Evaluationi

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is nt>t increased because fire
suppression and detection is not classified as Safety Related in the
FSAR. Seismic installation of equipment ontures adequate operation of
existing safety equipment and safety related equipment in the
immediate area of installation.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the installation doe snot interfere with any
existing safety systems.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because suppression and detection is not
Safety Related. The reliability of the Fire Protection system is
increased by providing this additional suppression and detection.
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Minor Design Change P04-2-91-011

-Containment Atmosphere Monitor System |

DeSCIIDt10M

This minor design change was initiated to replace the current heat trace
circuit (37) of the 2B Coqtainment Air Honitor (CAH). the current circuit is
unable to supply the heat necessary to warm the 2B CAM pipe to 280 degrees

,

t

fahrenheit (f). The contents of the pipe are gasses from the drywell which, in
an accident, must be heated sufficiently to remove all moisture from the

,

incoming sample. This is done because the CAM pump can only pump dry gasses.
The present heat trace circuit output has degraded to as low as 190 degrees

.

'

F. By replacing the heat race circuit, the system will be restored to its
.

original design basis.

Enintioni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased bccause the -
containment atmosphere monitor is not discussed in connection with the
design basis accidents or single failure events as given in Chapter 14
of FSAR/UFSAR. The heat race replacement restores the redundancy of
the system and moves in a more conservative direction. Therefore,
probability of accidents or malfunction is not increased.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the heat trace replacement restores the redundancy
of the containment atmosphere monitor system. The replacement is
apart for part replacement and does not alter the design or function
of the system. Therefore, the possibility for accident or malfunction.

,

is not created.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the replacement of the heat race
will restore the redundancy of the containment atmosphere monitor
system. Currently the B loop is inoperable. Therefore, the system
moves in a more conservative direction.

l
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. Minor Design Change HC-4-1-89-001

124 VDC and 250 VDC Reactor Du11 ding Bus and feed

DescrJptiotu

The minor design change is for the replacement of Westinghouse model case
circuit breaker in the 250 volt DC and 125 volt DC distribution systems, with
a new model Hestinghouse molded case circuit breaker. The replacement
breakers are recommended by the Nuclear Engineering Department in the letter
from J. S. Abel to R. L. Bax, dated August 24, 1989. The mounting

.

configurstion for the molded case circuit breakers were altered to seismically i

mount the new molded case circuit breakers. .
,

EYaluttloni ;

'

1. The probability of an. occurrence or the consequence of an accident or -

malfunctioh of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in-the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because this
minor design change does not alter the design, function, e method 1_n "

which the 250 volt DC and 125 volt DC systems operate, as .efined in ,

the UFSAR section 8.2.3.2.1 and 8.2.3.2.2 respectively. The minor .

change is required for the replacement.of non traceable molded case
circuit breakers. this change does not directly or indirectly impact
operation of any of the plant's systems.

;

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type ,

than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because this minor design change involves replacing
existing non traceable molded case circuit breakers with a new model
molded case circuit breaker that is traceable to the original.
equipment manufacturer. No change has been made which affects any of
the bonding condtlions of the FSAR accident analysis. All bounding
conditions remain the same, no new accidents or malfunctions are
introduced by this minor design change. The potential for an accident
remains unchanged..

3. .The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because this minor change to the mounting
configuration does not-affect any set points, operational limits, or
special conditions that prescribe the margin of safety. The minor
design change does not impact any system or component as described in
the technical specifications. Therefore, the margin of safety has not-
been reduced.

.

I
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i

Procedure Q05 1000-3
'

Honthly LPCI Motor Operated Valve Test
|
i

Dt1CtlRt.ioni )
|

Procedure format change from 005 1000-3 to QCOS 1000-3.

Enluailont

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment leportant to safety as previously evaluated i

in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the LPCI i

mode of RHR will still function as stated in the fSAR. The new QC05 |
Vertfles monthly valve operability and does not change the reltability !
or the function of any LPCI component which would increase the '

probability or consequence of an accident previously evaluated in the
FSAR,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because QCOS 1000-3-now incorporates QOS 1000-3 and does
not change the configuratton of any valves, instruments, or control
that could put the LPCI mode of RHR in an unanalyzed condition not
previously addressed is the FSAR. +.

,

,

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the Technical Specification ,

requirements for valve operability are still being satisfied by the
new QCOS 1000-3 and the LPCI mode of RHR System operability is
maintair-ed to verify the margin.of safety is not reduced.- .

i

i

|

|

|

!
:

~

L
TS af

s

.,,-,r-,n , --,-,,,n, ,, , ~ - - r- - . - , . . -,-, , - - , n .-- , . ~ - ~ , ,-~ , - - - - , , - n wn---,-,--n. - - . , - - - - >, ,



- . . _ . . . . .
_ - _ _ - _______ _ _ .

Procedure QCOS 1000-3

Monthly LPCI Motor Operated Valve Test

i Desttipli001

Procedure format change from 005 1000-3 to QCOS 1000-3.

IAluB.t30D1

). The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of coutpment }mportant to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analc,is Report is not increased because the LPCI
mode of RHR will still function as stated in the ESAR. The new QC05
verifies monthly valve operability and does not cnange the reliability
or the function of any LPCI component which would increase the
probability or consequence of an accident previc.usly evaluated in the
FSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of s different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because QOS 1000-3 is now incorporated into QCOS 1000-3
end does not change the configuration of any valves, instruments, or
control that could put the LPCI mode of RHR in an unanalyzed condition
not previously addressed in the FSAR.

'a . The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the Technical Specification
requirements for valve operability are still being satisfied by the
new QCOS 1000-3 Ind the LPCI mode of RHR System operability is
maintained to verify the margin of safety is not reduced.

.

,
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Hinor Design Change MC4-1-90-120

Tours Hater Temperature - Chart Recorder and Signal Conditioning

Dt1Cdat10m |

This Minor Design Change replaces the chart recorders f or torus water
temperature located in the 901-36 and the 901-4 Control Room panels. In
addition, signal conditioning electronict is replaced in the 2201-70A and
2201-70B panels in the Auxiliary electric Room, the recorder are being
replaced due to obsolescence of the existing equipment and as part of a
Control Room upgrade to standard recorder models. The signal conditioning
equipment is being replaced to provide a linear output signal for digital
displays and linear scales on the chart recorders.

Enhat10m

14 The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because this
change is to the indication of torus water temperature, only. There
is no automatic control function associated with these instruments.
Since the new equipment is procured to the same quaitty and
qualification requirements as the original equipment, there will be no
reduction in the ability of this equipment to perform this function.
The probability or consequences of an accident analyzed in the
FSAR/UFSAR has not, therefore, been increased.

2. The possibillty for an accident or malfunct!on of a uifferent type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because this change replaces :omponents within the
existing torus water temperature monitoring system. All previous
design features such as the number of sensors, redundancy, circuit
power sources and fault protection, circuit separation into divisions,
seismic qualification, etc. have bee:tmaintained. Therefore, this

_

design doe snot create any new failure modes that would cause an
accident of a different type than analyzed in the FSAR/UFSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
j Specification is not reduced because the components added by this
! Minor Design change have.been evaluated and found to be at least as
l accurate and reliable as the replaced components. The new equipment
i is fully compatible with existing equipment. All new equipment is

procured and installed. seismic Class IE. All new Safety Related
components are procured Safety Related 10CFR21 applicable, from
suppliers with a 10CFR50, Appendlx B quality assurante program.o

| Therefore, the margin of safety as described in the Technical

|'
Specifications ahs not been reduced.

L
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1

Procedure 005 1000-1

Quarterly LPCI Hode flow Rate Test
,

l

|
,

D01Cript1001 |
1

Procedure format change from QOS 1000-1 to QCOS 1000-1 i

.

Cyklvationi

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or ,

'

malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the LPCI
mode of RHR will still function as stated in the TSAR. This new QCOS-
verified quarterly flow rate requirements are met and does not change
the reliability or the fonction of any LPCI component which would
increase the probability or consequence of an accident previously j

L evaluated in the FSARi ,

,
,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction'of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because QCOS 1000-1 now incorporates QOS 1000-1 and does
not change the configuration of any valves, instruments, or controls
that could put the LPCI node of PHR system in an unanalyzed condition
not previously addressed in the TSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not-reduced because the Technical Specification .

requirements for LPCI flowrate are still being satisfied by the new
QCOS 100-1 and the LPCI mode of RHR system operability is maintained ,

-to verify-the margin of safety is not reduced.. t

i

,

n ,,

.
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Procedure QC05 1000-1

Qcarterly LPCI Mode Flow Rate Test

Descript10Ri

Procedure format change from QOS 1000-1 to QCOS 1000-1

Evaluationi

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the LPCI
mode of RHR will still function as stated in the FSAR. This new QC05
verified quarterly flow rati requirements are met ena does not change
the reliability or the funttion of any LPCI component whici, would
increase the probability or consequence of an accident previously
evaluated in the FSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because QOS 1000-1 is nov fully incorporated into QCOS
1000-1 and does not change the configuration of any valves,
instruments, or controls that could put the LPCI mode of RHR system in
an unanalyzed condition not previously addressed in the FSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the Technical Specification
requirements for LPCI flowrate are still being satisfied by the new
QCOS 100-1 and the LPCI node of RHR system operability is maintained
to verify the margin of safety is not reduced.

P

,

w
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1

:
; MODIFICATION NO. P04-1-90-153
2

Descriotion:-

This Minor-Design Change is to fabricate an openo g in the 901-4 panel for
the new 4eactor Water Cleanup (RHCU) filter deminerhitter inlet dissolved I.

1oxygen chart recorder, 1 1241-29. Other instrumentation and control switches
are presently located at the planned location for the new recorder and is not*

t well grouped by system function. This Minor Design Change relocates the
?xisting equipment, cuts an opening for the new recorder, and installs a blank
plate in the panel until the new recorder can be installed.

inluLtioni'

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment 1.nportant to safety as previously evaluated-

' in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increated because this
| change does not make any accident analyzed in the FSAR more likely or

more severe. All current indications and controls remain unchanged,
i except for tha relocation of the 901-4 panel. The new configuration

.has been evaluated for Human Factors 1stues and found to be acceptable.;

! 2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report isi

not created because there are not any new system interactions or-

. failure modes created by the Minor' Design Change. All relocated
4 equipment is being tested after the installation to verify that there
i are not unintended plant changes that could increase the likelihood of
| any accident not analyzed (or bounded by accidents) in the FSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because there are no functional changes.

to ny system as the result of the Minor Design Change. The,.

relocation of equipment on the 901-4 panel does not reduce the
cap C lity of the operator to detect, respond to, or mitigate any
accibants. Ths changes do not alter the plant' normal operating

. conditions or in any vay reduce the margin of safety as defined in the
I Technit.el Specificaticn bases,

i-

;
l'

4

.
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MINOR DESIGN CHANGE MC4-1-90-123

Desttjpusm

This Minor Design Change replaces the existing GEMAC and Tractor
Hestronics strip chart recorders on the 901-5 panel with Yokogawa UR100T

|recorders. In addition to installing the new chart recorders, the tube strel I

support in the 901-5 panel supporting recorder 1-0640-27 is ,i:'oved. The w I

recorder is seismically qualified without this support installed under
modification M04-1-88-1010. For the new neutron monitoring recorders only,

,

|

toggle switches have been installed near each recorder for selecting a high or
low chart speed.

Enlut10m

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the new
equipment meets or exceeds all performance requirements for the

s equipment. The equipment replaced by this Minor Design Change is
discussed in the following sections of the UFSAR: 7.4.3, 7.4.5.2,
7.4.5.3, 7.5.3, 7.5.4, and 7.5.6. The new eautpment meets or exceeds
all performance requirements for the equipment. The design basis of
all affected systems as defined in the UFSAR is not adversely impacted.

2, The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously eva' 'ted in the Final Safety Analysis Report is-

not created because there were no new failure modes or system
interactions identified that would increase the potential of a new
type of accident. The new equipment is a component replacement. The
instrument loops are r.ct significantly impacted by the change.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the r.ew recorders are procured
Safety Related and Seismic Class 1E. The procurement has been from a
10CFR50, Appendix B manufacturer. It is anticipated that these
recorders will prcvide a high degree of reliability and performance.

T8 87
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Minor Design Change MC4-1-90-109

MSIV Actuators

OtRdattom
This Minor Design Change replaced the 8 MSIV tandem pneumatic / hydraulic

cylinders and the solenold operated, control valve manifolds. The replacement
Ralph A. Hiller Model Number SA-A104 actuators and control assemblies were
supplied by General Electric Company and have Class lE components that are
environmentally qualified (EQ) to the requirements of 10CFRSO.49 NAMCO quick
disconnect connectors / cables are added for ease of maintenance. The packing
leakoff line on the ID HSIV was removM ed capped for the installation of
" live load" packing. Seismic and EQ 4taoiification of all components has been -

performed by General Electric and NAMCO Controls. TM installation was
qualifted by Sargent and Lundy.

I

haltat1GM

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
'

malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the "inal Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the new
actuators are fully qualifted to the requirements of the original
equipment. Seismic and EQ qualification has been performed by General
Electric Company. The removal ot' the HSIV isakoff line and
installation of " live load" packing on the "1D" valve has reduced the
potential for a small leak inside containment.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because there are no new failure modes or new system
interactions created by this Minor Design Change. The actuators have -

been designed to be nearly identical in configuration to the original
actuators so as to maintain the current seismic qualification.

3. The margin of safety. is defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because all critical design features of
the MSIV actuators is either unchanged or improved by the Minor Design
Change. The testing for this Minor Design Change verifles that all
features described in the Technical Specifications, the bases, and the
FSAR/UFSAR are tested following the installation of the change.

T9 07
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QGP l-1, 1-2

Dutrlp.tloni

Added references to new BHR water chemistry control. Auto-start of motor
suction pump in control room instead of locally, Provide more information on
turbine warming. Allows retirc pump controllers be left in manual.

Evitationi

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because these
changes to not affect the reactor or any of its safety systems. The _

analysis in the FSAR are based on full power operation and do not
specify controller positions.

,

2. The possibility for at: accident or malfunction of a different type
than any presio'isly evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the changes do not effect the accident precursors
in accidents described in the FSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical ,
Specification is not reduced because Tech Spec limits are not affected a
Dy any of these changes.

_
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!

QTS 1104-1, Revision 13

Deictintjoni

Added the pulling of the shorting links to the SRM's when the reactor
vessel head is detensioned or not in place to the procedures prerequisites.

EnlnitoD1

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
Salfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increh ed because there are

-ro accidents previously evaluated in the FSAR for when the reactor
vessel head is detensioned or not in place which would be effected by
or takes SRM response into account. Also the removal of the shorting
links does not increase the severity of the failure rate of any
equipment since removing the links only effects the RPS response to
the SRM's.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfenetion of a different type
than any.previously evaluated in the F1.nal Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the SRM shorting links are only removed when the

*

reactor vessel head is detensioned or not in place. In all other
conditions the shorting links are in place returning the SRMs to their
condition of operation previously evaluata'' in the FSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the removal of the shoring links
will cause the reactor to scram earlier than evaluated in Technical
Specifications. Thi's therefore, gives an increase in the margin of
safety should the reactor go critical with a rapid period during the
shutdown margin demonstration.

.

,
1
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l

SAFETY EVALUATION #90-88S
QCOS 1000-1, Quarterly LPCI Mode Flow Rate Test

Des.cIjationi

Procedure format change from QOS to QCOS. QOS 1000-1 to QCOS 1000-1.

EnlMailoni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the LPCI
mode of RHR will still function as stated in the FSAR. This new QC05
verifies quarterly flow rate requirements are met and does not change
the reliability or the function of any LPCI component which would
increase the probability or consequence of an accident prevleusly
evaluated in the FSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because QCOS 1000-1 now incorporates QOS 1000-1 and does
not change the configuration of any valves, instruments, or controls
that could put the LPCI mode of RHR system in an unanalyzed conditien
not previously addressed in the FSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the Technical Specification
requirements for LPCI flowrate are still being satisfied by the new
QCOS 1000-! and the LPCI mode of RHR system operability is maintained.

_
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SAFETY EVALUATION 90-887
QCOS 1000-3, REVISION 8

Ecistintiolu

Procedure format changes from QOS to QC05. QOS 1000-3 to QCOS 1000-3.

Eya.lualloni

1. The probability of in occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the LPCI
mode of RHR will still function as stated in the FSAR. The new QCOS
verifies monthly valve operability and does not change the reliability -

or the function of any LPCI component.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because QCOS 1000-3 now incorporates Q05 1000-3 and does
not change the configuration of any valves, instruments, or controls
that could put the LPCI Hode of RHR in an unanalyzed condition.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the requirements for valve
operability are still being satisfied by the new QCOS 1000-3 and the
LPCI mode of RHR System operability is maintained.

m
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'

MODIFICATION M4-1-88-09

De1CrlD.t30nt

Hodification M4-1-88-009 involved the replacement and relocation of the
two closed-end-of-travel (closed position) limit switches on each of the
twelve torus-to-drywell vacuum breaker valves. The modification was
implemented due to a history of problems adjusting these limit switches.

Previously the limit switches were located near the pivot point for the
disk arm of the vacuum breaker, requiring an adjustment toleranca of 1/60th of
an inch. By relocating the limit switches to the lower portion of the vacuum
breaker bolt ring, the required adjustment tolerance changed to 1/16th of an
inch, as actual disk displacement is now being measured.

EYalvationi

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because this
modification does not add any additional equipment or systems, it

only involves replacing and relocating an existing limit switch to new
location to improve performance and decrease maintenance.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because this modification does not add any additional
equipment or systems, it only involves replacing and relocating an
existing limit switch to new location to improve performance and
decrease maintenance.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the purpose of the modification
is to make switches with Technical Specification limits easier to
maintain within specified limits per Technical Specifications 3.7.A.4
(4.7.A.4) on vacuum breaker position indication.

,
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SAFETY EVALUATION #90-739
REPLACF HPCI DELUGE SYSTEM SPOT TYPE DETECTORS HITH LINE TYPE DETECTION

DeICLlat10B1

Replace existing spot type (Fenwal) heat detectors from the HPCI Deluge
System with a line type (Protectowire) heat detector system. The new system
will improve the reliability of the HPCI detection system and allow the
suppression system to remain as it currently exists.

ElaluatioD1

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the new
linear detection system is a more reliable heat detection system and
is less subject to damage than the existing detectors. The linear
heat detectors will actuate the fire deluge sprinkler system at a
designed temperature that will not vary due to damage from maintenance
activities.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because-the new detection system will perform the same
function as the existing detection system. The linear detection will
increase the reliability of the HPCI fire deluge system actuation
without changing the intent of the original fire detection system.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is actually increased by replacing the detection system
with a more reliable and durable system.

.
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HINOR DESIGN CHANGE 4-1-90-034

GE CR2820 Time Delay Relay Replacement

DESCIlptioni

This minor design change replaces a TD0D relay located in compartment D2
of Bus 19. The relay is part of the circuitry to transfer the power feed to
MCC18/19-5 from Bus 19 to Bus 18. This transfer of power will occur when
there is a loss of offsite power and the Unit One Emergency Diesel Generator
fails to restore power to Bus 19.

EXaluAtloni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the
change is to increase reliability of the affected circuitry. The
function of the affected circuitry is not changed by this minor design

( change,
m

2. The possib'11ty for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the function of the affected circuitry is not
changed by this minor design change. A class IE safety related relay
of high quality is used for the change. The relay has no known
failure modes that were not present with the original relay.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the reliability of the auxiliary
power system described in section 3.9 of the Technical Specifications
has been improved by the installation of a more reliable TOOD relay.

.
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HINOR DESIGN CHANGE MC4-1-90-110 )
'

SYSTEM 0030 - TURBINE BUILDING

DeiCLlRt10E

Install permanent rigging points (CEA PLATES) for 5000-6000 lb loads for
maintenance work on 1C Reactor feed Pump Gear Unit.

En1ntlom

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because
installation of rigging points in concrete overhead RFP permits
loading within code allowable stresses consistent with the FSAR, and
Temp. Loading.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because installation of approved rigging points by
engineering eliminates using questionable geometries on structures
when rigging.

3. The margin of. safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because this change is not addressed in
Tech Specs. . Plates installed permanently, present an insignificant
seismic load.

TS e7
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HINOR DESIGN CHANGE MCR 4-0-90-029 (REV 1)
PLANT HEATING BOILERS

SENSING LINE FREEZING PROBLEM

DelCIlat10ni

-When plant heating boiler burner air intake ductwork was installed per
Modification M4-0-89-019, pressure impulse sensing lines on each boiler were
so close to the duct that they became susceptible to freezing such that both
boilers tripped in December 1989. Rerouted impulse lines around ductwork.

EnlDAtlom

1. .The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or -

malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because plant
heating boiler performance is not discussed in the FSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is .x

_
not created because plant heating boiler trip is not to be evaluated %\' as an accident and is not considered in the FSAR.

3. The margin of-safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because this is not addressed in the
Technical Specifications.

_
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MINOR DESIGN CHANGE HC 4-2-90-137
UNIT 2 DIESEL GENERATOR FUSE HOLDER REPLACEMENT

DasCLl0110B1
.

This minor design change replaces the fuse holders for fuses f23 and F24
in the local control panel for the Unit 2 Emergency Diesel Generator. The old
fuse holders had worn and no longer held the fuses tightly. The new fuse
holders are of a bakelite material, replacing the old ceramic material fuse
holders, which are no longer available.

fulMitioni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluateu
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the '

probability of the Unit 2 Emergency Diesel Generator not functioning
properly has not increased.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because this change is limited to the fuse holders
internal to the Unit 2 Emergency Diesel Generator control panel.

3. The margin of. safety,. as defined in the basts for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the new fuse holders are of a
similar quality as the original and have been dedicated safety-related
per procedures.

I

.
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MINOR DESIGN CHANGE
MC-4-2-90-164

DE3ttlplioni

This Minor Design Change replaced the existing Condensate Reject flow
transmitter GE Model number 50-5531128KZZ3, EPN 2-3341-28, with a new
Rosemount transmitter Model number 1151DP4B22. The GE transmitter had a
history of oscillating over its entire range. The Instrument Maintenance
Department installed the Rosemount transmitter. The Rosemount transmitter was
mounted in the same location as the GE transmitter but has a different bolting
pattern requiring bolt holes to be drilled into the existing mounting plate.
EYAIMalloni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously tvaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because this
changes does not change the function of any component or system.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the function is unchanged.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the condensate reject function is
not described in the Technical Specifications.

.
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SE 90-775
MINOR DESIGN CHANGE HC-4-0-90-138

RE-ROUTE CABLE DETHEEN SECURITY DIESEL GENERATOR BUILDING AND THE TSC

Descrintioni

Re-route cable between the security diesel generator building and TSC HCC
9908-3. Cable carries both the main and backup power to the TSC.,

EYalntioni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or ,

malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased-because the
design function of this cable (supplying the main and backup power to
the TSC) i s not affected by changing its location,

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because this cable is non-safety related and its
relocation will have no affect on any safety related components.

3 The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because this cable (or power supply) i s
not discussed as the basis for any Technical Specifications, so safety
is not affected.

.
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SE 90-739
MINOR DESIGH CHANGE NO. MC-4-1(2)-90-57

HPCI DELUGE SYSTEM HEAT DETECTORS

De.$Cr_1ptloni

Replace existing spot type (fenwal)-heat detectors from the HPCI Deluge
System with a line type (Protectowtre) heat detector. system. The new system
will improve the reliability of the HPCI detection system and allow the
suppression system to remain as it currently exists.

In]uatioIn

1. The probability of an_ occurrence'or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated-

in the Final Safety-Analysis Report is not increased because the nu
linear detection system is a more reliable heat detection system and
is less subject to damage than the existing detectors. The Linear
heat detectors will actuate the fire deluge sprinkler system at a
designed temperature that will not vary due to damage from maintenance
activities.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the new detection system will perform the same
function as the existing detection system. The Linear detection will
increase the reliability of the HPCI fire deluge system actuation
without changing the intent of the original fire detection system.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is-not reduced, it is increased by replacing the
detection system with a more reliable and durable system.

L

|
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SE 90-733
HINOR DESIGN CHANGE NO. MC-4-1-89-003

"D" FEEDHATER HEATER EXTRACTION STEAM DRAlH LINES

Resctlpiloni

Replace "101" and ID3" Extraction Steam piping, This is required due to
erosion / corrosion damage found during Ultrasonic examinations. Replacement
material chromemoly has better erosion / corrosion resistant properties than
carbon steel.

bAlntioni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because
chrome-moly has better erosion / corrosion resistance.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because failure of these drain lines are already bounded
by the condenser loss of vacuum analysis.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the extraction steam drain lines
are not described in the Technical Specifications,

s
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SE 90-658
MODIFICATION NO, MC 4-1-90-117

RECIRCULATION PUMP

Vesstintion:

The pipe nipples are shortened on a spare part to be used on the "A" or
"B" recirculation pump. The seal holder on the pump has 3 taps for drain and
vent lines socket welded to its flange. These taps are shortened on the spare
part from 2" long to 1 1/4" long. A new weld is made from the pipe nipple to
an existing threaded union. The change is to make the spare part
configuration like what is installed in the plant.

EYiLintioni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because change
the change to the spare part doesn't change the configuration of the
plant.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the catastrophic failure of the component is
boanded by current LOCA and small line break analysis. There is no
otier identified failure mode.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Spec:fication is not reduced because the change satisfies all
specit? cation on code requirements.

Ts v
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MINOR-DESIGN CHANGE NO. MC-4-1-90-055

Resttintioni

Feedwater Heater Extraction Steam Nozzle was damaged by
Erosion / Corrosion. Repair consisted of welding a carbon steel clamshell to
the outer surface of the nozz1t

Evitlntioni
1

-1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an-accident or
,

malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated |

in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the new
nozzle configuration will not change the original design parameters of
the heaters.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the nozzle repair will not affect any accident.

I

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the feedwater nozzle is not
add-'ssed in the Technical Specifications.

,
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MINOR DESIGN CHANGE NO. 1(2)-90-010

Ofitr_tationi

External sprir.g pack tubing and/or spring pack modifications are being
installed on limitorque HOVs to prevent hydraulic lock by providing a grease
relief path. Hork to be performed per vendor recommended upgrade.

Evaluation 1

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the_ Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because these
upgrades improve component reliability.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety . Analysis Report is
not created because these upgrades do not change component function.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because valve reliabliity is increased.
HOV operation is not discussed in Technical Specifications.

L

I
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SE 90-528
MINOR DESIGN CHANGE NO. 04-0-90-050

R m Ilptl0R1

Security system multiplexer air conditioners are now powered from wall
outlets. This change will install duplex receptacles inside the cabinets to
power the air conditioners. These receptacles are hardwired to nearby regular
lighting cabinets,

flal utioni
1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or

malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because moving
the outlet to the inside of the cabinet increase the reliability of
the air conditioner from inadvertent disconnection.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the location of the outlet is the only change in
this MDC and not its configuration.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the casts for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because relocating the outlets to inside
the multiplexer cabinets does not reduce the margin of safety.

TS a7
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SE 90-460
MINOR DESIGN CHANGE NO. 4-0-90-049

.

Ducrhtloni
Security lighting is relocated to allow construction of the new service

building and the fire protection ring header relocation modification.
Security lighting on the existing service building and along the Station's
paved access road (South Portion) will be mounted on poles under the change.

'

EYAluA11oni

l. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because altering
the physical location of the security lighting does not affect in any
way the FSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in 'he Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because moving the security lights does not create any new
or different risk as described in the FSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis far eny Technical
Specification is not reduced because the securi y lights will bet;_

relocated in close proximity.

:

(
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SE 90-440 |

MINOR DESIGN CHANGE NO. MC 4-1-90-037
SERVICE AIR COMPRESSOR INTAKE PIPING

EeEr_lptloni

The turbine oil reservoir exhaust vent is located directly above the ;

existing service air intake filter. During normal operating conditions oil I

fumes are drawn into the service air flow. Since oil fumes in the service air l
flow are considered undesirable, the station has decided to relocate the l
service air intake. |

Four additional supports and piping will be required to locate the filter ,
'

further west. The existing smaller capacity dual filters will be replaced
with a single larger capacity filter. A " Start Up Strainar" will be installed
at the intake of the compressors. The purpose of the - ,er is to protect
the compressor from rust, scale, and other debris which can not be removed
during installation.

EYAluiltloni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previourly evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because this
change does not directly or indirectly affect any safete related
systems.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type

[
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because this change involves only piping, the integrity of!

| the piping system and effect of the building have been evaluated.
!

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because this change does not affect any
margin of safety.

|

|

i
!

|

|
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SE 90-498
HINOR DESIGN CHANGE MCR-4-1(2)-90-60<

Daicriptiont

Replace cribhouse temperature indication transducer and power supply
(manufacturers upgrade).

Eyaluationi

1. The probabliity of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the
cribbouse tempert.ture indication transducer and power supply are not
discussed in the FSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is

|
not created because the minor design change is an upgrade of the

| manufacturers components.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the cribhouse temperature
indication transducer and power supply are not discussed in the
Technical Specifications.

.

f
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SE 90-499
HCR 4-1(2)-90-60

TEMPERATURE TRANSDUCER

DEKrhtloni.

Replace U1 reactor feed pump ventilation exhaust air temperature
transducer and power supply with manufacturers upgrade

EXaluttioni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the

,

reactor feed pump ventilation exhaust air tet .erature transducer and
power .upply are not discussed in the FSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the minor design change is an upgrade of the
manufacturers components.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the reactor feed pump ventilation
exhaust air temperature transducer and power supply are not discussed
in Technical Specifications.

T9 87
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SE 90-404
MC 4-1-90-043

DRIC11D.t10R;.

Minor Design Change modified pipe support shown on drawing M-9910-66 to
allow maintenance to the A0-1601-23 valve. The valve could not be removed
from the pipe for maintenance, because the pipe support blocks access to the
flange bolts.

EyAlntioni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased becaqse this
change will not change or affect selsmic analysis, therefore the
probability of an accident is not increased.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safaty Analysis Report is
not .reated because this change will not affF :he structural
integrity of pipe support, valve, line, or ota pipe supports
downstream or upstream on line,

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because this work is not covered in thn
Technical Specifications,

re n
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SE 90-398
MC 4-1(2)-90-039

DelILinfloni

Design, fabricate, and install control blade storage racks to sit in the
contaminated equipment storage pit area of the U-1 and U-2 fuel pools. The
racks are made of aluminum and be free-standing so they will not be attached
to the pool liner.

Eyaluation:

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
~ malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated

in the Final Shfety Analysis Report is not increased because seismic
calculations.have shown that thc design basis earthquake will cause no
damage to the pool liner and the racks will not tip provided they are
symmetrically loaded. Procedure changes.are in progress to enforce
the symmetrical loading of the racks.

2. Tne possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is-
not created because installation of the new racks is covered by the

-bounding analysis of a dropped fuel cask as described in FSAR Section
10.1.2. No other new types of accidents have been created by this
Minor Design Change.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for-any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the installation and use of the
new control blade storage racks does not affect the Technical
Specification criticality requirement for the spent fuel. pool. The
specified margin of safety Keff 1 0.95, is not reduced by this Minor
Design Change.

Ts .,
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SE 90-350
MDC 4-0-90-006

EeSttlRtioni

Replaced existing Sodium Bromide tant 'evel indicator with a King Gage<

Liquiseal gauging system similar to the level indicators on the hypochlorite
and slit disptrsant tanks.

faa1nilom

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the
operhcion of this level indicator doas not affect the equipment
evaluated in the FSAR. and its passive function is not altered.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
tl.an any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is

j not created because the design function and operation of the level
J indicator is not affected by this minor design change.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because this instrument is not addressed
in the Technical Specifications, nor does it affect equipment that is.

.

T

'
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Mil 40R DISIGN CHANGE H 4-2-81-022

De s(.rlption;

1he modification consists of installing additional hold down clamps for
the 2-3208 A,B, C feedwater chect valve seats. These were installed in six
and twelve o' clock positions. The nodification was initiated due to fatigue
breaks in the two existing hold down clamp assemblies in the three and nine
o' clock positions. These breaks occurred at Dresden due to flow induced
turbulence around section of the seat assembly / valve body interface,

LYBlUAtion;i

e

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or _

malfunction of equipment imp.rtant to safety as previously evaluated ,

in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the
operational function of the valves is not changed. The instal,ation

of the ring clamps add reliability to the valves.

.
2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type ,

than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
rat created nor increased.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any technical
Specification is not reduced because chett valves are not addressed in
Technical Specifications, but the margin of safety would be increased

'

by the installation of hold down clamps. As the valve is considered,

to be more rel''51e. The operational function of the valve is not
changed.

a

w
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M4-1(2)-83-43 '

FEE 0 HATER CllECK VALVES |

Delst.lcilD01 '
4

The modification consists of the permanent addition of "0"-Rings to the
bottom seat ring of valves 2-3208 A,0 and 2-220-590. 1he "0- Rings are being
added to helo prevent backflow leakage between the valve seat ring and the i

valve body.

Ivaluationi'

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
en1 function of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final-Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the
dupont "0"-Rings are non-safety related and not a limiting factor for I

the actuhtion of equipment.

2. The:possiblitty for an accident or malfunction of a_different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because this modification is guarding against valve
leakage by reducing Seat Ring leakage, which does not affect the
operation of equipment.

3. The margin of safety, as defined tr. the basis for any Techolcal ;

Specification is no' reduced because Technical Specifications do not
address the addittoo of "0"-Rings in the seat ring, therefore, the
margin of safety is not reduced.'

.

.

i

>
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H-4-1-89-165
RHR SWING MCC

I

Description: i

Revise control logic of RHR Swing HCC to ensure that auto transfer
properly occurs from the Diesel Generator #1 to the alternate source whenever
defined abnormal fluctuations in voltage or frequency exist. -

EVAlvationt
'

1. The probability of an occurrence or the c6nsequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to *efety as previously evaluated >

in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because
reliability of the power source to the injection valves of the LPCI
mode of the RHR system will be enhanced. ;

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because there is no new f*1 ure mechanism created.1

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the Technical Specification bases
for the LPCI mode of the RHR system.(3.5) and Aux. (3.9) systems are
not changed by the design covered by this modification which enhances
availability of the emergency power to the valves of the LPCI mode of
the RHR system. The margin of safety remains unchanged.

.

[
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SE 90-753
HORK REQUEST NO. 85109 M4-1(2)-87-026

Description;

Installed permanent local r.., Aed pressure indicators to the ECCS room E
coolers. Replaced discharge J .tle valves on the ECCS room coolers, and

; Am of the HPCI room cooler flow elements.installed isoletion valve d' -s

Evalvadont

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to saft-ty as previously eval'>ated W
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because
installation of valves and instrumentation is to be performed during
the Q1R11 outage.

2. The possibility for an accident oi malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because installation does not create 'iew ways for ECCS
room coolers to become inoperable, Installat;on will be done during
the Q1R11 refuel outage while equipment is out of service,

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the same margins apply. During
installation when a given cooler or exchanger is declared inoperative,
the Technical Specification requirements and limited condition of
operation still apply.

un
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SE 89-555
H-4-0-89-63

Descriptioni

The purpose of this modification was to enhance the existing security,

system by adding a motion detector cable alarm system to the camera towers IV
(3/4, 11/13, 12, 14), blue building roof, and lift pump station roof. This I
nodification was to be installed end operable prior to the Regulatory |
Effectiveness Review (RER) of 11-13-89. The system consists of three parts, j
1) A main alarm to detect motion, 2) a tamper alarm to detect unauthorized 1

contact with system hardware, and 3) a tamper alarm for the main control panel, i

i

Evaluation 1
|

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or ,

malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously (valuated
,'in the Final Safety Analysis Re) ort is not increased because this

addition.is an enhancement to t1e existing security system. No i
'additional interactions with other systems is created.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because this system is not required or involved in any
accident calculated in the FSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because this system is not addressed in
the Technical Specification. !

,
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HODIf! CATION H-4-0-89-066

- Description]

The modification replaced the 1/I instrument air compressor and
filter / dryer with more efficient equipment. This modification provides
additional instrument air capacity during abnormal operating conditions or
when instrument air system equipment is taken out of service for maintenance, i

Ivtluatieni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or ,

malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the ,

instrument air system it not required for the design function of any
safety system. ;

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the instrument air system is not required for the
design function of any safety system. However, since instrument air
quality affects the function of control equipment and instrumentation, ,

this modification can reduce the possibility of challenging safety ;

systems.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Speciftr,ation is not reduced because the instrument air system is not '

required for the design function of any safety system.

f
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H-4-1/2-86-11

DescLiktioni

This nodification supresses recirculation water oxygen by means of adding
hydrogen to the feedwater thus mitigating the effects of Intergranular Stress
Corrosion Cracking (!GSCC). Hydrogen is added by injection into the
condensate system. To ensure that all excess hydrogen is safely recombined in
the recombiners, oxygen is injected into the off-gas system. Oxygen
concentration in the off-gas flow is monitored. $ystem control is from a
self-contained panel to be added in the main control room, or from local
control panels.

Eval.Untioni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated ;

th the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because a
licensing document for this modification was prepared and sent to the '

NRC for review, and was subsequently approved via a January 19, 1989 .

'

SER. The additional delay introduced into the main steam isolation
sequence, due to the Main Steam Line Radiation Honitor (HSLRM) -

setpoint increase from 7 to 15 times normal full power background
without hydrogen addition will result in a small increase in the
consequences of the CRDA.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is '

not created because the storage areas have been analyzed to be located
at a sufficient distance to mitigate the effects of a hydrogen
fireball or explosion, and to prevent hydrogen or oxygen rich air from
entering any-safety-related air pathways into the station. Excess
flow check valves are located at the hydrogen and oxygen storage
areas, and at the Turbine Butiding entrance point for hydrogen to
prevent large hydrogen or oxygen releases due to a pipe break. Also,
hydrogen area monitors are interfaced with a hydrogen supply isolation t

valve which will terminate hydrogen flow into each units' Turbine
Building if there is a high area hydrogen concentration for that
unit. In addition to these safety features, normal Hydrogen Water
Chemistry System shutdown is performed by closure of the active ,

train's flow control valve and each hydrogen injection solenoid
;

isolation valve, which are located just prior to the injection point
to the condensate pump discharge piping. -An electronic interlock
between the Hydrogen Injection Solenoid Isolation Valve and its
corresponding condensate pump motor also prevents inadvertent hydrogen
injection into a non-operating condensate pump. These featuret should
prevent spurious hydrogen addition into the condensate system.

t
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H-4-1/2-86-11 (CONT'D)

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is reduced because:

The HSLRH setpoint is defined in the Technical Specifications bases
for the Reactor Protection System (Sec. 7.1) and the Protective
Instrumentation (Sec. 7.2) as seven times normal full power
background. This modification will increase the HSLRH setpoint to
fifteen times normal full power background. This change does not
reduce the margin of safety for the Reactor Protection System,
however It does promote an incrrate in the radiological consequences
for the CRDA. This is because-the primary purpose of the HSLRH is to
mitigate the radiological ecnsequences of a CRDA once the fuel damage
has occurred and not to minimize the fuel damage from the CRDA.
Therefore, a Itcensing document for this modification was prepared and
sent to the NRC for approval. The NRC has approved the HSLRH setpoint
increase to 15 times normal full power background without hydrogen
addition via a January 19. 1989 SER. This SER has accepted the
required Tech.-Spec. changes and-their insignificant effect on the-
total activity release and resulting dose to the pubile.

..
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Hodification M4-1(2)-88-057

Turbine Building Floor Drains

DeurJptiotu

This modification installed a floor drain under the feedwater Regulating '

Valves (FRV) on the mezzanine level of the Turbine Building. The drain was
installed in conjunction with water barriers to isolate and drain water that '

may result from the spillage of water in the area. The drain was core bored i

and counter sunk into the floor between the two feedwater lines and fleid !

routed in the feed pump room to an existing drain.

EVAluttjDul ;

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Fink 1 Safety Analysis Report is not increased because this
modification will actually decrease the possibility of damage of
surrounding equipment (especially electrical) in the event of water
spillage in the area.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because this modification will actually decrease the
malfunction of equipment by removing any water which could damage
equipment.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because removal of any water in tne area
thru the drain will actually increase safety to the equipment in the
area.

!

.

TS $7

.. . - . . _ . . , _ , , . . - . . , . . . . _ . _ _ . , . _ _ . . , _ , . - _ . . _ _ . . . . . _ . _ . . , ,- __ , - - . . . _ _ _ . . , . . . ~ , . . . . .



h l

Hodification M4-1-88-438 i

125 VDC Battery

Osicdntiom t

IThis modification replaced the NCT-1344 125 VDC battery with a NCX-21 125
VDC battery. In order to perform the modification without a dual unit outage,
a NCX-21 125 VDC alternate battery was installed in the same battery room.
The alternate battery was connected to power the unit while the permanent ,

battery is being installed.

Enlut10M

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the new
permanent battery will handle the came load as the old battery. The
permanent battery is designed to carry the normal DC loads required
for safe shutdown on one unit and operations required to limit the
consequences of a design basis event on the other unit for a period of
our hours following loss of all AC sources. This design is identical
to that of the old battery. As stated in the UfSAR Section 12.1.1,
the portions of Class II structures which house Class I components ,

have been designed to provide protection for the Class I components in
the same manner as Class I structure. The )ernenent battery is housed
within a concrete structure in the turbine )ullding (Class II).

The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
ralfunction as analyzed in the FSAR/OfSAR is not increased.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the new permanent battery rack and assotti.ted
cable condults are seismically supported. Both the main and reserve
feeds to the same 125 VDC system will be unaffected by the replacement
of the permanent battery. The new permanent-battery will use the same
charger as the old battery without a load increase. Even though the
permanent battery will be located in the same battery room as the
alternate battery, the latter anri other battertes will be in a float
mode when the permanent battery is being charged. Thus, there will be

no increase in hydrogen oeneration at any time in the battery room.

Although the new battery has a higher capacity rating, its associated
switchgear, cabling, and breaker coordination have been evaluated, and
are found to be adequate to mitigate an accident involving the battery.

Thus the possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different
type than any previously evaluated in the FSAR/UFSAR is not created.

.
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Hodification H4-1-88-43B CONT'D

1

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical |
'Specification is not reduced because the surveillance applied to the

old permanent battery will be equally applied to the new battery. The
type of surveillances described in the Technical Specifications has

1

been demonstrated over the years to provide indication of a cell '

becoming irregular-or unserviceable long before it becomes a failure.
The new permanent battery can supply the same load as the old t

,

battery. The new permanent 125 VDC batte / is designed to carry the ,

normal DC loads plus all DC loads required for safe shutdown on one i

unit and ope.ations required to limit the consequences of a design i

basis event on the other unit for a period of four hours following !
loss of all AC sources. ;

Therefore the margin of safety defined in Section 3.9/4.9/B of the
Technical Specifications will not be reduced.

,
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Modification M4-1(2)-88-046

Service Air Drops and Hose Reels

Descriptioni

The Service Air System provides compressed air and breathing air to
support maintenance activities. During outages delays are incurred due to
lack of available service air connections, in addition, time is required to
handle and decentaminate hoses used to provide temporary service air
supplies. To facilitate maintenance and to reduce the risk of contamination
the station installed additional service air drops complete with permanent
hose reels. The service air drops were added to high maintenance activity
areas, and were designed to withstand seismic everits. -

EVAlvationi

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the
service air system is non safety related and has no effect on safety
related systems.

2. The possibility fci an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because to assure structural integrity the new piping
system will be installed per approved procedures and the design will
be seismically evaluated.

3. The margin of safetj, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because service air is not included in
any Technical Specifications.

_
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Hodification M4-1-87-51C

Annunciator System

(Service Panel Ringback Installation)

5
Descr.1ptiom

This partial modification adds visual and audible ringback to the
annunciator systems of the control room service panels 901-53, 54, 55. 56 and
912-2, 7, 8. The existing annunciator systems at the panels has been replaced
or upgraded.

Enlunt.lom

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment im)ortant to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the
annunciator system is not discussed in the accident analysis section
of the FSAR. This system 11 not required for accident mitigation.
Since the annunciator system is electrically isolated from the safety
related systems, the failure of the non-safety related annunciator
system will not afftet the operation of any of the plant's
safety-related systems.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previous *y evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because no change has been made which affects any of the
bounding conditions of the FSAR accident analysis. All bounding
conditions remain the same, no new accidents are introduced by this
modification.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because when applicable, the Limiting
Conditions for Operation (LCO) 3.12.F and the Surveillance
Requirements (SR) 4.12F for the fire Protection System's fire barriers
will be adhered to for the installation of cables. No other LCOs, SRs
or their basis will be affected by the installation, operation or
failure of the modified annunciator system.,
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Modification H4-0-89-123

1/2-20114-1"-LX Line

DuC & . loni

Valv" A0-1/2-2001-218A(B) leaked excessively. Line 1/2-20114-1"-LX has
beer apped to prevent further leakage.

'.ralVAtlont

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipmert important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because present
modes of handling sludge are still contained with in piping and
essels as described in the FSAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because although processing methods differ slightly, both
products-suitable _for burial. All process streams are controlled
within plant systems until the resins are ready for shipment.

3, The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification-is not reduced because current handling of solid resin
waste (using dewatering) is an approved method per our Process Control
Program (PCP) per Technical Specification 3.8.E.1.
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Modification H-4-1-88-080

Dryer Separator Pit Seal Gate

DesCIlDijoni

This modification consists of the addition of a seal gate installed
between the existing reactor cavity bulkhead and dryer separator pit. The new
seal gate is equipped with dual inflatable seals and is used during refueling
outages.

EYaluttioni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because this
modification has no effect on equipment important to safety. The
dryer separator pit is non-safety related, seismic. Seismic
properties of-the dryer separator pit are not compromised by this
modification.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because this modification improves the integrity of-the
dryer separator pit and actually reduces the possibility for accidents
due to water damage, and lea'<1e.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in-the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the equipment affected by this
modification is not significant to any margin of safety as defined in
the Technical Specifications.

,

-

18 97

'

. .. .. .. .. - - - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _



_ . _

Hodification M4-0-89-046

DelCtlRt10M

The nodification involved tapping into the existing 8" diameter fire
protection line near the construction office / training building at the plant
entrance. Installing an 8" diameter branch connection at this point and a
positien indicc :ng isolation valve. Also part of this modification is
capping the existing 4" diameter branch Ilne and reconnecting it downstream of
the isolation valve.

EnluthM

1. The probability of en occurrence or the consequence of an accident or -

malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the
modified piping is analyzed, constructed and supported to mett the
requirements of the FSAR. Furthermore no new systems are being added
or nodified so the occurrence or the consequence of an accident orn

malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the FSAR is not increased.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because this modification does not affect any of the
bounding conditions in the FSAR accident analysis. Because all
bounding conditions remain the ssme no new accidents are introduced by
this modification.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis fcr any Technical
. Specification is not reduced because this modification docs not reduce
any of the existing margins of safety identified in the technical
specifications._ Since- the intended function of the nodified system is -

not changed and the modified portion is designed to the same or better
standards as the existing system the margin of safety is not reduced.

..

.
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Modification M4-1(2)-87-003-D

Reactor Building Sample Parcels

Deltdct1001

The mcdtftcation replaced the existing sample panels in the Reactor
Building at Quad Cities Units 1 & 2 with new sample panels which have improved
operational features and a modular design.

EYAluationi |

|

1. The probal,ility of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or ;
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated '

in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because this I
modification consists of installing non-safety related, seismic and l
non-seismic mounted equipment. The modification will not affect any
design basis accident or single failure event scenarios previously
analyzed in the FSAR or USAR.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because failure modes and effects analysis demonstrates no
new accidents or malfunctions are created by this modification.
Seismic mounting of the panels will assure adjacent safety related
equipment is protected from damage during a selsmic event.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because this nodification presents no
changes to the Technical Specifications Basis. All conditions
applicable to this modification have been previously addressed in-the
basis for the existing equipment to be replaced. The margin of safety
is not reduced.

|.
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M4-1(2)-88-027A

CRD Return Line
i

Des.ctlptloni

The CRD return line was removed to mitigate IGSCC. This partial
modification involved removal of piping and supports inside the drywell,
cutting and capping p ping outside the drywell, and installation of caps on
the RPV nozzle safe-end and drywell penetration X-36.

EYAluationi

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the CRD
return line being removed reduces the potential for IGSCC, thereby
decreasing the probability of a line break.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because there is no new interfaces with safety-related
equipment, systems, or structures or new systems subject to failure or
malfunction have been introduced. The drywell capping detall is
evaluated and qualified using the loading utilized at other areas of
the containment where steel is not backed by concrete.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because The CRD return line is not
discussed in any technical specification nd was not included in the
original plant safe shutdown analysis. ' emoval does not reduce any..

margins of safety or limiting condition of operation. Primary
containment integrity will be maintained by the installation of a new
cap which will be qualified using the FSAR-specified design criteria,

nn
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H-4-0-89-025

Temporary Hake-Up Demineralizer Piping

Desc.rjationi

Installation of a supply and discharge to connect the temporary Hake-Up
Demineralizer trailer to the Hell Water System a:.d the existing Hake-Up
Demineralizer while bypassing the resin tanks. This involves installation of
approximately 200 feet of pipe and 20 pipe supports.

Evalt :loni

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of-an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because this
modification changes the flowpath of well water to a temporary trailer
which performs-the same function as the resin tanks. Since the
original conditions and assumptions made in the FSAR have not been
changed the probability of occurrence or the consequence of an
accident, or malfunction of equipment important to safety as
previously evaluated in the FSAR is not increased.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysts Report is
not created because this modification does not change the original
assumptions made in the FSAR and would not fall outside any single
failure event or DBA which has alreadt been analyzed.

=

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the Make-Up Demineralizer system
does not interact with any systems described in-the Technical
Specifications,

to o
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M-4-1/2-89-05 |
|

Crtb House Sump Discharge flange !
!

DelCElptioni

Addition of a flange with an isolation valve ano a check valve to the
discharge piping of one of the Crib House Dewatering Sump pumps, so a
temporary pump can be attached during maintenance activities.

Enluationi

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or j
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated ;

in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the j
addition of a flange on the discharge of the crib house sump does not I

change the design function or impact any equipment evaluated in the
FSAR.

2. the possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
'

than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the addition of a flange on the discharge of the
crib house sump does not change the design function or impact
equipment evaluated in the FSAR, thus not impacting the possibility of
an accident or malfunction evaluated in the FSAR.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the addition of a flange on the
discharge of the crib house dewatering sump does not change the design
function or impact equipment in Technical Specifications, thus not
affecting the margin of safety,

e
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M4-1(2)-88-37B

Flow Transmitter, Controller & Square Root Extractor

Desttintioni

Replacement of the existing RCIC flow controllers on the 901(2)-4 panels
with new Yokogawa programmable controllers. In addition, the existing square
root extractor was deleted. However, its function was retained by replacing
the existing flow transmitter with a Rosemount transmitter that includes an
integral square root function. A jumper in the RCIC governor signal converter -

was rewired to allow it to accept a 4-20 ma input.

Eraluationi ,

1. 1he probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in ths Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the
replacement of the RCIC flow controller and transmitter does not
affect any safety-related functions since it is not classified as a
safety-related system. Therefore, the probability of occurrence of a
DBA or SFE has not increased.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because all new components will be seismically mounted,
with tne new controller being seismically qualified. This will
mitigate any component failures that could affect the operation of
nenrby safety-related equipment. No new accidents or malfunctions not
previously analyzed in the FSAR are introduced by this partial

,

modification.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the replacement of the RCIC flow
controller and transmitter does not have any impact on the existing
basis of the Quad Cities Technical Specifications since the RCIC
system is not a safety-related system.

,
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Hodification M4-2-88-023B

''A" and "B" Low Pressure Turbine Potors

DeicrJptioni

Replace the original General Electric (G.E.) "A" and "B" Low pressure
rotors with Brown Boveri Co. (BBC) low pressure welded rotors. Adjust the
alignment of the generator and high pressure turbine as necessary. This
replacement was necessary due to wheel cracks found in the original GE rotor. ;

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because in
Section 11 of the FSAR, the postulated accident associated with the
turbine rotors is that caused by the rotor breaking apart and
producing missiles which could damage safety-related equipment. The
FSAR states that even if missiles wern generated, the plant could
still be shutdown safely since redundant safety-related equipment
would be unaffected.

An analysis conducted by Brown Bovert Co. has shown that the
probability of turbine missiles being produced by the BBC rotor meets
the NRC guidelines in Section 2.2.3 of the Standard Review Plan
(NUREG-0800) and Regulatory Guide 1.115. Furthermore, BBC welded low
pressure rotors have never experienced stress corrosion cracking which
is believed to be the dominant failure mechanism for turbine rotors.

Since the steam path through the BBC rotor is identical to the GE
rotor, the Turbine-Generator System will be unaffected by operating
with three BBC rotors.

Therefore, the probability for an accident or malfunction as
previously evaluated in the FSAR is not increased.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the Final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the failure mechanism of the Turbine-Generator
System is not being changed. Therefore, the possibility for an
accident or malfunction of a different type than any previously
evaluated in the FSAR is not created.

3. The margin of safety, as' defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because the probability of a failure of
the--Turbine-Generator system is not increased by this modification.
Since the Turbine-Generator system's reliability does not form the
basis for any Technical Specification, the margin of safety is not
reduced,
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Hinor Design Change No. PO4-1-90-168

Hodel 973 Crane Tilting Disk Check Valves
;

Deltrlp110A1

Replace the existing *Old Style" disk / seat ring assemblies with new
assemblies incorporating a more positive retention of the pivot pin, This
change addresse: the non-safety related valves.

Evituatlorn

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the I

'

integrity of the valves is being increased with this recommendation.
Tl'e valves function and failure mode remain unchanged.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the valve function is unchanged with this minor
change. The possibility of an accident or malfunction is being
decreased with this positive pivot pin retention method.

-3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical
Specification is not reduced because this change will improve the
integrity of the valve, all safety margins will not be reduced.

.
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Minor Design Change MC4-1-89-001

125 VDC and 250 VDC Reactor Building Bus and feed

i

Descr_tstioni

The minor design change is for the replacement of Westinghouse molded case
circuit breakers in the 250 volt DC and 125 volt DC distribution systems, with
a new model Hestinghouse molded case circuit breaker. The replacement
breakers are recommended by the Nuclear Engineering Department in the letter j
from J. S. Abel to R. L. Bax, dated August 24. 1989. The nounting
configuration for the molded case circutt breakers were altered to seismically I

1

mount the new molded case circuit breakers.

Eyaluittien-

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment 'mportant to safety as previously evaluated
in the final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because this
minor design change does not alter the design, function, or method in
which the 250 volt DC and 125 volt DC systems operate, as defined in
the UFSAR sections 8.2.3.2.1 and 8.2.3.2.2 respectively. The minor
change is required for the replacement of non traceable molded case
circuit breakers. This change does not directly or indirectly impact
operation of any of the plant's systems.

<

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report 17
not created because this minor design change involves replacing
existing non traceable molded case circuit breakers with a new model
molded case circuit breaker that is traceable to the original
equipment manufacturer. No change has been made which affects any of
the bounding conditions of the FSAR accident analysis. All bounding
conditions remain the same, no new accidents or malfunctions are
introduced by this minor design change. The potential for an accident
remains unchanged.

3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis foi any Technical
Specification is not reduced because this minor change to the mounting
configuration does not affect any set. points, operat'onal limits, or
special conditions that prescribe the margin of safe _y. The minor
design change does not impact any system or component as described in
the technical specifications. Therefore, the margin of safety has not
been reduced,
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Minor Design Change No. P04-1-90-168

Hodel 973 Crane Tilting Disk check Valves

Descrlationi

Replace the existing "Old Style" dtsk/ seat ring assemblies with new
assemblies incorporating a r. ore positive retention of the pivot pin. This
change addresses the non-safety related valves.

Evaluation;

1. The probability of an occurrence or the consequence of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety as previously evaluated
in the Final Safety Analysis Report is not increased because the
integrity of the valves is being increased with this recommendation.
The valves function and failure mode remain unchanged.

2. The possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different type
than any previously evaluated in the final Safety Analysis Report is
not created because the valve function is unchanged with this minor
change. The possibility of an accident or malfunction is being
decreased with this positive pivot pin retention method.

'
3. The margin of safety, as defined in the basis for any Technical

Specification is not reduced because this change will improve the
integrity of the valve, all safety margins will not be reduced.

.
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