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where drift information is wunavailable from the manufacturer, historical
calibration data (as found/ as left) can be reviewed to gain insight into the
drift characteristics of the device, but may include the combined effects of
M&TE and other environmental influences, Therefore, the apparent drift may be
larger than the real drift of the component. Past calibration history has
been reviewed for the nariow range containment and wide range pressurizer
pressure instrumentation inm an effort to verify the drift assumptions.

Several cycles of past calibration as-found/as-left data were reviewed for the
narrow range containment pressure instrumentation and the wide range
pressurleer pressure instrumentation. The time periods between successive
calibr lons varied. For the narrow range containment pressure
instr. entation, at least one cycle contained data over a time period
encompascing the 22.5 month drift interval assumed in the calculation. The
drift values assumed for the signal converters in the calculation bound the
drift wvalues reviewed in the calibration history for the narrow range
containment pressure instrumentation over the assumed 22.5 month drift
interval,

Data for the wide range pressurizer pressure signal converters was unavallable
for the full 22.% month period. The review of past calibration history showed
that the apparent drift of five components (2PY-4624-1A, 2PY-4624~24A,
ZPY-4624~3A, 2PY-4624~4A, and 2PY-4624-2C) may have slightly exceeded the
calculation's original drift error assumption, Subsequently, the calculation
was revised to iIncrease the error allowance for these components and excess
conservatism was removed from the insulation resistance (IR) error
calculation, The IR error was overly conssrvative as it was previously based
solely on AND~2 worst case bounding accident temperatures instead of more
realistic (lower) accident temperatures expected at the specific required time
of trip actuation. The avallable as-found/as-left calibtation data was
extrapolated linearly from the actual time period to the full 22.5 month
period assumed in the calculation, The results of this evaluation showed the
drift assumed in the calculation to be conservative. Therefore, the drift
values assumed for the signal converters in the revisad calculation bound the
drift wvalues reviewed in the calibration history for the wide range
pressurizer pressure Instrumentation over the assumed 22.5 month drift
interval,
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