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respense to a lower compartment pressure increase during a line break., The
spring torque aids in preventing maldistribution of flow through the 24 pairs
of lower inlet dcors during a small line break accident when the doors would
only open partially in order to assure equal flow through all door pairs. The
surveillance ir question requires that various measurements he made of door
spring torque, in order to ensure that they cen perform the above safety
tunction,

The licersee provided information in the Apri) 14, 1986 submitta) corcerning
door reliability: Since 1981 there had been 416 ingividual door inspections at
McGuire Unit 1 and since 1983 there had been 216 at McGuire Unit 2. !n all of
these tests the doors met their acceptance criteria.

From the above information, the staff finds that the doors have proven to be
highly reliable. However, given that the licensee's proposal would lengthen
the interva) between the testing of any door rather than a p.rticular door)
from 9 months to 18 months, the staff requested the )licensee t- address
long-term performance of the door hinges and related hardware ~~nsidering
exposure to the ice cordenser atmosphere for longer intervals between testing,
By letter dated August 11, 1987, the licensee responded by indicating that
corrosion hias been considered in the detailed design of the ice condenser
components. The low temperature (10°F-20°F) and low absolute humidity of the
1ce condenser atmosphere results in neg1171b1e corrosion of uncoated carton
steel. Nevertheless, protective coating (e.q., galvanization) and low
corrgsion materials such as stainless steel have been used in the ice
condenser, The licensee rancluded that the performance of the ice condenser
meterials of construction are not impaired by long-term exposure to the ice
condenser environment,

On the basic of its review, the staff finds that the proposed surveillance
interval is equivalent to the current interval and that the intent of the
surveillance for ensuring operability of the doors ic rot adversely affected

by the proposed chenges. Trerefore, the staff concludes that the proposed
changes to TS 4.6.5.3.1b. for McGuire Units | and 2, to increase the surveillance
intervel to 18 months for all of the ice condenser inlet doors, are acceptable,

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

These amendments involve changes to the installation or use of facility com-
ponents located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR Part 20 and
chanoes in surveillance requirements, The staff has determined that the
amendments involve no significant increase in the amounts, and no significant
change in the types, of any effluents thet may be released offsite and that
there is no sfonificant increase in individual or cumulative occupational
exposure, The NRC starr has made a determination that the zmendments involve
no significant hazarcs consideration, and there has been no public comment on
such finding., Accordingly, the amendments meet the eligibility criteria for
categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51,22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR
1,22(b) no environwental impact statement or environmental assessment need be
prepared in cornection with the issuarce of these amendments,



CONCLUSTON

The Commission made a proposed determination that the amendments involve no
significant hazards consideration which was published in the Federa! Register
(51 FR 30569) on August 27, 1986, The Commission consulted with the state of
North Carolina. No public comments were received, and the state of North
Carolina did not have any comments,

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that: (1)
there is reasonable assurance that the health ard safety of the public will
rot be endangered by operation in th2 proposed manner, and (2) such activities
will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations, and the
issuance of these amendments will rot be inimical to the common defense and
security or to the health and safety of the public,

Principal Contributors: 0. Hood, PO#1!-3/0RP-1/1!
J. Pulsipher, PSB/DEST

Dated: May 11, 1988
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