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As Pequested by your memcr odue dated Febiryary 27, 1984, the Materials
h?'wnmg Branch, Olvivion ot Engineering, nas ro-reyv cwed Lhe wrany
Gulf Unit | Technical Specifications. The sections rev cwed wore 4.0 5,
B.4.0.5 and 374 4.6 on pages 3/4.4 17 through 3/4 & - U Sections 4.0.5
and B 4.0.5 address inseryice inspection of omponents and inseryice
testing of pumps and valves  We have reviewea the insevice inspection
portion of Sevtions 4.0 5 and B.8.0. 5. The inseryice testing portion of

Sections 4 0.4 and B.4 0.5 are the FeSPONs ihility of the Mechanical
Engineering Brancn

he poroiens of tecnnics! specifications sections 4 0. 5, B.4.0.% and
/4.4.56 that we have reviewed were derived from the staff's analyses,
and evaluation of Grand Gult Fing) Safety Report ‘ections .24, 6.3 1.
537,66, and amendments thereto. Hence, the Grand Gulf Unit ]
Technical Specitications comply with Sectian 50.36 of 10 CFR %0

However, as we indicated in a memorandus from 8. 0. Liew to €. 0. Them:s
dated Uecember 15, 1981 (attached). the Pressure Lemperature limity in
H’uro S 46.1-1 do not comply with the Closure flange pressure Lemper ature
s@fety marging i Paragrapr (V. A2 of Appendin G, 10 CHR 50, which be: ame
ettective on July 26, 1981 e wil! be sending to all Ticensees/applicants
& generic letter informing them of the revised requiatory requirements. [n
scctrdance with that letter, the pressure-temperature |imit Curves in
Figure 3 4 6. 11 may require revision.
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Grand Gulf

Order

1. Staff questioned reliability of TDI diesel

2. While no diesels at 5% would not significantly increase risk,
any risk would be reduced if on sight power enhanced.

3. In view of the questionable reliability of the TDI diesel, it
was in the public interest to resolve the question promptly by
inspection,

4. The licensee did not want to inspect the diesels until after
greater than 5% license issued,

5. Therefore, it was concluded that 1t was in the public interest
to require that a TDI diese! with (he longest hours be inspected
and in view of the low risk at 5% do 1t before proceeding above 5%,

6. In addition since no diesels at 5% power would not significantly
fncrease the risk and the margin of safety could be increased by
adding T.5. to the gas turbine system, 1t was concluded that shutdown
under a 72 hour LCO 1s not required,

7. The end result being | questionable TDI and 1 reliable gas turbine

system was better than 2 questivnable TDI.
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8. The order was made immediately effective because public health, safety
and interest required:
a. prompt inspection
b. {increased relfability

Exemptions
1. While 1 TDI and 1 gas turbine 1s better than 2 TDI neither meets
GbC-17,

2. Therefore, told licensee to provide within 7 days and exemption
analysis meeting Shoreham order or in the alternative shut down,

3. In view of the lack of funediate safety hazard based on staff's 5%
analysis and gas turbine enhancement did not believe an fnmediate
effective shut down was required.

4, Therefore, exercised prosecutorial discretion to allow for time to

file exemption,



