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Attachment III describes the cited deviation from the Final
Safety Analysis Report (FSAR). At‘achment IV provides the
reasons for the deviation, the corrective steps which have been
taken to avoid further deviations and the dates when our
corrective actions will be completed.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. M. Colomb.

very truly yours,

Ao Al

7/
/ HARRY' W, SALMON,&?Z
HPS /MTC/tuk

cc: Regional Administrator
U.S. Nuclear Regulaztory Commissi~n
Region 1
475 Allendale Road
King of Prussia, PA 19406

Office of the Resident Inspector
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
P.O, Box 136

Lycoming, NY 13093

Mr. Brian (. McCabe

Project Directorate I-1

Division of Reactor Projects - I/II
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Mail Stop 14 B2

Washington, D.C. 205585
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New York Power Authority
JAMES A. FITZPATRICK NUCLEAR POWER PLANT

ATTACHMENT II TO JAFP~-92-0527

page 3 of 4

RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF VIOLATION
Centrol Room Heat Loads:

The as-built control room heat ioads have been determined through
field testing and analysis. Maximum steady state control room
temperatures have been established, based on perceni lighting
energized, and 82°F lake water supplying the cont:ol room AHUs.

The results of this analysis ¢ icluded that with a)l heat loads,
including 100% of room lighting energized, the cont-ol room
temperature would reach 102°F., This is 2°F greater chan the
control room temperature referenced in FSAR Section 9.%.s.11. To
limit the contrcl room temperature to less than 100 F, the
following administrative controls have been established:

. Approximately 40% of control room lighting is secured.
(The secured lights are not required to provide adeqguate
lighting in the control room)

. Plant operating procedures have been revised to secure or
verify secure these lights when ESW is supplying the control
room AHUs,

THE CORRECTIVE STEPS THAT WILL BE TAKEN TO AVOID FURTHER

VIOLATIONS

Flooding Concern:

The following short term corrective actions will be taken to
ensure interfacing systems are identified and evaluated during
component classifications.

. MCM~6A will be revised to ensure the appropriate personnel
(System Engineers and/or Nuclear Engineering Department) are
assigned to the review. (Due date - 10/31/92)

® MCM-6A will be revised vo provide additional guidance to

ensure interfacing safety related systems are identified and
evaluated during component classifications. [Due date -
10/31/92)

. Training on the revised procedure will be provided. [Due
date ~ ../31/92)
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JAMCS A, FITZPATRICK NUCLEAR POWER PLANT

ATTACHMENT I1I TO JAFP~92~0527
page 1 of 1
| NOTICE OF DFYINTION
' g:gln? An NRC Emergency Service Water (ESW) Sa‘ety System
ictional Inspection (88F1) conducted April 13 through May 1,

1992 the following deviation of the ifitePatrick Final Safety
Analysis Report (FSEAR) was identified.

TR R R R R

FSEAR Table 72.7+1, sheet 1 of 3, Emergency Service Water Equipment
: ~ Flow Rates and Operating Modes, states that the minimum
; required flow to each crescent arca unit cooler is 24 GPM.

Contary to the above, during performance of procadure 8T-8Q,
emargency service water flow rates to individual crescent area
unit coolers were not adjusted to greater than the minimum value
of 24 gallons per minute that is specified by Table 9.7«1 of the
Final Safety Analysis Report. For example, on July 28, 1991, the
emergency service water flow rate to west crescent area unit
cooler 6CUC-22C was left at 21 gallons per minute and the

' emergency service vater flow rate to east crescent area unit

| cooler 66UC-22) was left at 22.8 gallons per minute, on September

| 10, 1991,
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JAMES A. FITZPATRICK NUCLEAR POWER PLANT

ATTHRCHMENT IV TO JAFP-92~0527

page 2 of 2
| RESPONSE 1O NOTTCE OF DEVIATION
THE CORRECTIVE STEPS IHAT HAVE LEEN TAKEN TC AVOID FURTHER
REVIATIONS

d “he following corrective actions will be taken to ensure current
, 1::& configuration and procedures are in agreement with the
SAR,

; . FSAR fection 9.7+1 will be revised to include buth the
. design specifications and the operability requirements of

the crescent area unit coolers. (Due date - 1993 FSAR
Update)
. The ALthovrity has established a Nuclear Generation Business

Plan Objective to review its internal procedures used to
maintair and update the FSAR. Included in this review will
be an sssessment of the FSAR level of detail based on

T recomrendations in Reg Guide 1.70., (Due date « 9/30/92)

. The M*“ority has established a luclear Ceneration Business
Plan Objective to enhance the process for review and
revision of the FSAR to reflect current plant configuration

] and Design Bas.i# Documents. [Due date =~ 12/30/92)

. The Autinority will formally docuwent the FSAR deviation in
accordance with Nuclear Generation Procedure NGP-18,
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JAMES A. FITZPATRICK NUCLEAR POWER PLANT

ATTACHMENT V TC JAFP~92-08627
page 1 of 1

MCM=6A COMPONENT CLAPSIFICATIVUN PROCEDURE

MCM~6A, "Component Classificstion and System Safety Function
Ceutrol (JAF)", ensures the appropriate quality classification is
assigned to systems, structures and components, rather than to
document design changes to the facility. A reclassificotion does
not establish new cr revised design functicns rather it reviews
existing saiety related system functions and evaluates the effect
a couponent or structure failure would huve on preventing
performarce of a safety releoted function,

Generic Letter 83-28, "Require! Action Based on Generic
Implications cf Salem ATWE Events", reguired that FitzPatrick
reviaw and .clate its equipment safety classifications., JAF-SE~
88~052 evaluated the methodology for this project (Master
Equipment List or MEL) and became a basis for FSAR Section 12.A,
"Safety Related Functional Analysis" and the development of a
long teras component classification control procedure, MCM=~6A.

MCM-6A, provides the guidance wund documentation te perform the
following:

. Determine the correzt QA classification of systems,
structures and comp nents,

. Maintain and control System Safety Function Sheets for
applicable plant systems, structures and components.

. Evaluate the effect of changing the System Safety Function
Sheets or QA Classifications,

The prccedure identifics the safety related functions for each
system at FitzPatrick. Eystem Safety Function Sheets have been
prepared based on the MEL program effort incluiing the Safety
Related Functional Analysis document in FSAR Section 12.A. Those
sheets identify system safety related and non-safety related
functions.

A component classification is estaklished by reviewing the System
Safety Function Sheets and by answering specific guestions for a
given component type (mechanical, electrical, instrumentation, or
structural). The questions are designed to determine if the
component or structure supports a system safety function. Any
affirmative response to the safety related questions requires the
component or structure be classified as safety related.



