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"Basis for Relief" section of the enclosed Relief Reguest 10~VRR-13,
alloving CHK~2+~10-029 and MO-2-10~032 to be tested *s a pair will
eliminate the  eed to re-energize ani stroke MO-2«,0-032. This
activity would disturb the disk-to-seat interface of the valve and
could adversely affect its leak tight integrity. We have performed
#a 10CFR50.59 safety evaluation for this proposed Relief Request,
and have concluded that it does not involve an unreviewed safety
guestion,

NRC approval of this Relief Reguest is reqgi sted by November
6, 1992, Approval by this date wil. ensure thu\ startvo from the
ongoing Uait 2 ninth refueling outaye will not be delav .. If you

have any questi ns regurding this request, piease do not hesitate
to contact us.

Sincerely,

)L I_)LL,\(A.L/_LO M
/G. J. Beck, Manager
Licensing Section

ce: T, T, Martin, Administrator, Region T. USNRC
J. J. Lyash, USNRC Senior Resident Inspector, PBAPS
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Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station, Units 2 and 3
Simplified Diagram for 1ST
Relief Request 10.VRR-3
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RELIEF REQUESY NO. 10-VRR-3, REVISION 0

System:

Valvels):

Category!

Function:

Testing Requirement(s):
Basis for Relief:

Residual Hea. Removal (RHR) Head Spray

CHK-2-10-029 PEID M-361 Sheet 1 (G-3)
MO -2-10-052 FEID M-361 Sheet 1 (G-3)

A/C [CHK~2-10-029)
A [MD~2-10-032)

CHK-2 10-029 Pressure isolation valve,
MO-2-10-0%2 Pressure isclation valve; primary containment
isolation valve.

ASME Section X1 Leak Test per I1WV-342%.

The valves listed above, along with gate valve MO 2-10-03%3 are
located in the RHR head spray line on Unit 2. Tha RHR head
spray has no safety function and no credit for its u.e has been
taken in any accident or transient anulysis or the emergency
oposrating procedures and is not part of the plant Technical
Specificatio s. Because head spray is not used, gate valves
MO-Z-10-032 and MO-2-10-033 have been administratively L .coked
clased and de energized as noted in PRID M-361 Sheet 1.
Although the hoad spray is not uswa, the piping penelrates
primary containment and communicates directly with the rea ter
presuure vessel; therefore, the valves must be tested in
sccordance with ASME Sectien X1 and 10CFRS0 Appendix J Type
C. Gate valve MO-2-10-033 is not affected by tnis relief
request hut is included to help clarify the head spray
configuration.

Cheeck valve CHE-2-10-029 and gate valve MO-2-10-03% are tha
two pressura isolation valves (FIVs) for this hea spray line
and are tested in accordance with ASME Section X1 IWV-3423,
Gate valves MO-2-10-03%2 and MO-2-10-033 are the primary
containment isclation valves (PCIVs) for head spray penetration
N-17 and are tested in accordance with 10CFRS0 Appendix J Type
C requirements. All three of these valves are normally closed
and do not change position teo perform their intended safety
function and are therefore considered passive components.

Check valva CHK-2<10-029 is located between nozzle N-6A and
gate valve MO-2-10-032 and checks flow from the RPV in the
dire-tion of the gate valve. Per tha requirements of IWV-
1672%, this check valve wmust be tested with the presiure
differential in the same direction as when the valve is
parforming its intended function. Since there are no test taps
between check valve CHK-2-10-029 and gate valve MO-2-10-032,
gate valve MD-2-10-032 must be re-encrgized and opened and a
test tap downstream used to measure the check valve leakage.

feriodically re-snergizing and stroking gate valve MO-2-10~
632 is not practical because each time the valve is struked,
the disk-to-seat interface is disturbed. This activity has
the potential to adversely affec’ the leak tight integrity of
{he valve.

Instead of re-energizing and stroking gata valve M0O-2-10-032,
the gate valve and check valve will be leak tested in series
and the valve pair will be considered a single pressure
boundary . This valve pair will constitute one of the two
indepandent PIV barr ers for the RHR head spray line and MO~
2-10-033 will still be considered the second P1V in this line.




Alternate Testing!
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RELIEF REQUEST NO. 10-VRR-3, REVISION )

Fheck valve CHEK-2-10~029 and gate velve MO-2-10-032 will be
leak tested as a pair. Both valves in the pair will be
cuensidered inoperable if tesmting indicates |eakaye through
the valves exceeds the limits specified in the -espective
surveillance test.

ihis valve pair will 2onstitute a single PLV boundary: and gate
vialvae MO-2-10-0353 is the second PlV boundary in the RHR haad
spray line. Fach of these PIV boundaries will be tested
individually to assure its leak tight integrity. Therefore.:
this alternate test methoed complies with the intent of Deneric
letter B7-06 because there are two independent barriers between
a high-low pressure interface, and thesr barriers are
perivdically tested to verify their leak tight integrity.






