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PR Residual Heat Removal

RIS Records and Info-mation Management System
RPS Reactor Protsction System

RTP Restart Tes’ ’rogram
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TCY Temperature Control valve
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1.0

INTRODUCT [ON

1.1

1.2

Background

fhe results and conclusions of the EA Oversight Review Team's effor: for Mhase 1 of the

SQN Unit 1 Design Baseline and verification Program (0BAVP) were presented in the Engineering
Assurance Oversight Review Report, Sequoyah Nuclear Piant Unit !, DB&YP, EA-OR-003, issued
June 27, 1988. There were 106 action items issued to the DBAVP, i which, 57 were closed and
36 were determined to require project implementation of C/A and EA verification as part of
Phase 11 of the DBAVP. The remaining 13 action items were considered by the EA Team to be
Unit 1 restart issues requiring resolution, appropriate corrective action implementation and
EA verification prior to the restart of Unit 1,

Because a number of the restart action items related to design change control program, the EA
Team could not conclude on the adequacy of the implementation of the transitiona! design change
control program in the EA-OR-003 report. This program was instituted as an interim system to
correct the weaknesses of the past design contro) process.

The 13 restart action items were tracked Dy the EA Team for resolution and closure and were
identified to the DB4VP project as requiring additicnal action before final assessment was
possible,

The follow-up effort of the EA Team included the review, the assessment, and the verification
of the project's actions to resolve the restart action items,

Report Content

This supplementa) report presents the results of the EA Team reviews and verification of C/A
perteining to the resolution, verification, and closure of the EA-generated restart action
items for campletion of Phase | of the SON DBAYP, Those action items designated as a
postrestart issue in the EA-OR-003 report are not addressed in this supplementa) report.

Section 1.0, Introduction, provides a brief description of the purpose and scope of this
follow-up effort,

Section 2.0, Conclesions, includes the EA Team's conclution on the DB4YP Phase | effort and
identifies any remaining actions requi~ed to be addressed in the Phase 11 effort,

Section 3.0, Summary of Results, quantifies the details with regard to restart action items
addressed in this follow-up effort, the status of action items at the conciusion of this
effort, 1 brief description Dy DBAVP activity of actions taken by the project and the EA Team
Lo address the action items, the EA Team's final assessment of the adequacy of the DB4vP
project's result for esch activity, and trending of the EA findings.

Section 4.0, Details by Discipline, inciudes the details of the project act.ons taken and the
EA Team's evaluation of project actions by action item numbers. The overall conclusions of the
adequacy of (34VP results are included for each discipline,

Section 5.0, Trend Analysis of Remaining EA Team Findings, in ludes an analysis of the findings
associated with the action items and a camparison of these results with those reported in the
EA-OR-003 report,

Appendix A has been inclyded to provide detailed supporting information relating Lo the final
status of EA restart action items, and the information to support the additional trend ana'ysis.



2.0 CONCLUSIONS

Based on the results reported in EA-OR-003 and these additional resuits of the EA Team's
evaluations and verifications for resolving the Phase | portions of the restart action items,
the following conclusions are reached:

¢ Implementation of the DBAVP procedures was complete and adequate and met the objectives of
the program; and the activities conducted by the DBAVP project were correct, adequate, and
in accordance with program prucedures,

¢ The DBAVP project demonstrated the functiona) and technical adequacy of modifications by
providing and/or identifying sufficient supporting documentation and Justifications to
establish that modifications reviewed by the DBAVP comply with the restart design basis
requirements,

® The transitional design change control (TOCC) process is being implemented in a
satisfactory manner. Although there were occasional documentation errors noted in the
implementation of the TOCC procedures, ihe results were technically acceptable. Tighter
project management controls appear to be necessary to ensure continued procedure
compliance. EA will continue to monitor this area as part of EA's continued oversight
activities,

The results of the DB&VP actions, EA Team actions, and the trend analysis of the restart action
ftems indicate there were no programmatic weaknesses ramaining to be addressed by the DBSVP as
a result of the 106 findings reported in EA-OR-003 and the EA Team's follow-up work as
documented in this report. For Phase | items, the extent of deficiencies was determined, the
deficiencies were corrected or are in the process of being corrected, and appropriate
preventive action was identified and implemented. 1In addition, the root cause assessment of
the EA Team concerns indicate that continued project management attention to ensure the
provision of thorough and appropriate procedures and adherence to those procedures will be
necessary during Phase [l of the DBAVP. For Phase Il items, the EA Team required sufficient
documentation be provided to verify the postrestart decision was correct.

Based upon EA verification of root cause detemmination Dy the DBAVP and adequate C/A impleme:
tation of the EA findings, the EA Team concluded that )1 action items of the prerestart phase
uf the DBAVP have been fully and effectively audressed and 2 action items have been determined
to be postrestart as a part of the Phase 11 0B&VP effort. The EA verification of all Phase 11
DBAVP action items will be included as part of the EA oversight scope for Phase 1! of the
OBAVP. These Phase 11 action items are listed in Table A-3 of Appendix A,




3.0

SUMMARY OF RESULTS

3.1

General

The EA Team issued a tota) of 106 action items to address findings against the SQN unit 1 DB&VP
activities. The EA Oversight Report, EA-OR-003, included the results of actions taken by the
DBAVP and the EA Team on these findings. Of 106 action items issued, 57 were closed and 36
will require project implementation of C/A and EA verification as part of Phase II. Thirteen
open action item were considered by the EA team to be restart issues requiring resolution and
appropriate corrective action implementation prior to the restart of unit 1, A list of the
"Restart” action items is presented in Table A-1 of Appendix A. This fc low-up report presents
the results of the DBAVP and the EA Team actions to resolve and close th> ~estart (Phase 1)
portion of these action items,

The project was required to investigate and document the cause, extent, and significance as
well as provide corrective and preventive actions for all of the valid action items. The EA
Team approval and verification of these actions were required in all cases.

Of the 13 “Restart” action items, C/A for 4 of these had been agreed to by the EA Team at the
time the EA-OR-003 report was issued and only required project implementation of C/A and the
Team verification. These 4 action items were re 3ted to the restart test proyram, system
evaluations, and the transitional design change co %o} program, (See Table a-2 of Appendix A
for distribution.) The EA Team's approva) of ithe project's investigation of cause, extent,
significance, and definition of cor ective/preventive actions was documented and reported in
EA-OR-Q03. The EA Team verification of £/A was requied in this follow-up effort for these 4
action items,

For the remaining 9 action 1tems, the DBAYVP project was required to investigate cause, extent,
and significance as well as Gefini.ion of corrective and preventive actions, These 9 action
items were related to the restari test program, change “ocument evaluations, the transitiona)
design change control program, and the DBAVP Unit | Phase I report. (See Table A-2 of Appendix
A for distribycion,)

The pruject determined that some of the problems in these action ftems were single occurrences
and these were appropriately corrected. 1n al) cases, the EA Team required the project to
document the rationale that was used to bound the problems, The EA ieam verified the adequacy
of this documentation and judged t at the EA-identified problems were satisfactorily dounded,

The results of the trend analysis presented in the EA-OR-003 report were updated in section 5.0
of this report to reflect these additiona) DBAYP and EA Team actions. The updated trending
incorperated the Project and EA actions related to resolution and verification of open action
ftems that were considered to be Unit | restart issues. The same trending procedure, attridbute
codes, and conventions used for the EA-OR-003 report were applied to the update effort,

A1) of the problems identified in these 106 action items were either corrected and EA verified

or the EA Team agreed with and wil) verify DBAVP actions to be implemented in Phase 11
(postrestart of unit 1),
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3.2

Details by discipline are presented in section 4.0. Table A-3 of Appendix A presents the
status of each “Restart" action item at the conclusion of the follow-up effort,

Review and Assessment of the DBSVP Results

The EA Team evaluated the project's actions and verified applicable project's implemented C/A
for the action items requiring Phase I project action. 1In addition, the EA Team has agreed
with project's postrestart decision for all Phase il actions. The following is a brief
description of the results of the reviews and assessments performed on the project actions by
activity,

There were no EA Team restart action items on activities associated with the system boundaries
determination, design criteria, anu system walkdown. Therefore, the results and conclusions
reported in EA-OR-003 for these activities were completed and are unaffected by this follow-up
effort,

3.2.1 R rt Y iviti

3.2.2

As shown in Table A-2 of Appendix A, there was one restart action item (01-007) in the
resolved status and one restart action item (01-010) in the unresolved status against this
activity.

¢ For the resolved action item (01-007), the project provided information indicating that
the C/A of making the FSAR and design criteria consistent for CAQR SQP871446 adequately
addresses EA's concern. The project committed to complete the CAQR SQP871446 C/A during
Phase I1. The EA Team concurred with the project and will verify C/A for the CAQR during
Phase 11.

¢ For the unresolved action item (01-010), the project revised the SQEP-63, pages 211 and
212, Restart Test Package for System 63, to show the correct cold leg recirculation flow
rate for the RHR pump runout condition is 5500 gpm. The EA Team verified the C/A by the
project was adequate and closed this item.

Based on the results reported in EA-OR-003 and the resolution of the above concerns, EA
supports the project's position to accept the results of the restart test proaram effort to
satisfy any of its system/component functional requirement definition commitments,

Change Document Evaluations

As shown in Table A-2 of Appendix A, there were two unresolved action items (£1-007, N1-002)
against this activity,

¢ For Action Item E1-007, a work request was initiated to insta)l a caution tag for the
alternate OC feeder to the AFWPT transfer switch to contro) its use. In addition, the
project comitted to revise the £/A of CAQR SQPB71335 R3 to refluct the Unit ) C/A work.
The project also reviewed additional CAQRs to verify the adequacy of the CAQR's C/A to
correct Unit 1 concerns. This review identified no other CAQRs which did no! address Unit
| concerns, The EA Team verified C/A, reviewed the same six CAQRs, and Judyed the resul.s
of the CAQR review to be adequate. The FA Team also concurred in the postrestart decision
to revise the C/A of CAQR SQP871335 R3 to address Unit 1. The EA Team will verify C/A for
the CAQR during Phase 11,



3.2.3

3.2.4

¢ For Action Item N1-002, the project provided documentation to show that the loss of this
equipment would not adversely affect the control room habitability; therefore, EA's
concern with ECN L6180 is & postrestart issue. The EA Team concurred in the postrestart
decision to provide C/A for PIR SQNEEB8B24. Final resolution and closure of this item
will be postrestart.

Based on the results reported in EA-OR-003, the EA verification of the project's C/A and EA's
concurrence to provide C/A for PIR SQNEEB8824 ano revise C/A for CAQR SQP871335 R3
postrestart, the EA Team judged that the DBSVP Change Document Evaluation activities were
satisfactory.

System Evaluations and C/A

There was one restart :~*ion item (£:-013) against this activity which was resolved but
recired verification of the C/A revision to PIR SQNM 886108,

The project issued Revision 2 of PIR SQNMEB86108 dated July 28, 1988, which contains the
revised C/A addressing the Unit )| restart work for ECN L7185 to replace motor operators
because of inadequate torque and/or excessive stroke time. The EA Team verified that the
project's C/A was implemented and the action item closed.

Based on this EA verification and the results presented in the EA-OR-003 Report for system
evaluations and corrective actions, the EA Team Jjudged the DB&VP's effort on the system
evaluations and corrective actions to be satisfactory.

Iransitional D-sign Change Control/Permanent Design_Change Contro)

The Transitional Design rhange Contral Process (TOCCP) was instituted as an interim system to
correct the weaknesses of the past design control process and to prepare for the permanent
design contrc! program to be initiated at restart for Unit 2. For Unit 1, work initiated
after April 1, 1988, was to be performed under the permanent design change control process.
EA reviewed the design change contro' process to determirs. if the program was procedurally
controlled and adequately implemented.

SQEP-13 was developed and issued to comply with a SQN commitment in tne Nuclear Performance
Plan Volume 2 that a transitional design change control process be implemented before restart
to improve the existing design contro! process and provide an effective transition to the
permanent system. NEPs-6.2, 6.3, 6.4, and €.6 were iss5ued to procedurally control the
permanent design change control process and the oroject issued SQEP-26 to implement these
NEPS,

The EA-OR-003 report identified 13 open action items pertaining to potential technice! issues
for the TOCC with a majority (7 of 13) of these considered restart issues. Further riviews
by EA on the transitiona) design control process were conducted to resolve these action itoms
or verify project actions,

¢ For E1-016 the project issued a Safety Evaluation form and a revision to an ECN in
addition to issuing an update to the Lpdated Final Safety Analysis Report. EA reviewed
these actions and concurred that this adequately addresses the concerns and considers this
item closed.

v For E1-017, involving documentation inconsistencies, the project issued a revision Lo the
calculation log and conmitted to revise PM-86.02 (Ff8) postrestart. EA verified that this
action adequately addresses the concern and is sufficient to resolve this action. Fina)
closure will be postrestart pending EA's verification.

3-3



3.2.8

¢ For E1-018, involving documentation inconsistencies, the project revised a calculation,
the modification criteria, and conmitted to revise another calculation postrestart. EA
verified that this action adequately addresses the prerestart concern. Final closure will
be postrestart pending EA's verification,

¢ For M1-008, involving room cooler performances, the project supplied a copy of the memo
which revises the FSAR text in addition to a draft copy of the Plant Modification package
which revises the ultimate neat sink temperature. A CAQR was supplied to note recurrence
control as being a preventative maintenance program to maintain cooler flows and
cleanliness. EA has reviewed these actions and verified that the prerestart concerns have
been adequately addressed. This item is resolved with fina) verification of FSAR figure
revision being postrestarc.

® To resolve 11-20 the project issued ECN L738) to replace an improperly sized orifice in
the containment tpray piping before restart. EA concurs with this action and closed item
11.20.

¢ For 11-02) the project supplied information addressing documentation errors to support
deferring this concern to postrestart. The EA Team reevaluated and reclassified this
concern as a postrestart issue because the documentation erro=s did not meet the SON
restart criteria on unit | operation. Final closure will be postrestart pend ng C/A
approval and verification postrestart.

¢ For 01-005 the project has updated the Contro) Room drawings. Only a few red !ined
drawings remain in use with controls in place to limit the use of red line drawings in the
control roam, EA has verified the project actions and closed this item,

Yo verify project improvement in the design change contro! process, EA performed an
additional review (as a part of EA surveillance 588-23) of 11 ECNS/OCNs along with their
supporting calculations that were issued between July 15, 1988 and August 31, 1988 under the
transitional design change control process. These were considered to be examples of
ECNs/DCNs issued after publication of the EA-OR 003 report and include certain project
enhancements that were to correct the types of deficiencies identified in EA-OR-003. In
addition, EA has had an ungoing review of work in progress under the permanent design change
control process,

EA found the types of conces~ns previously identified is EA-OR-003 were corrected in the

sampled ECNs/DCNs. This provided evidence to the EA Team that project C/As and modifications

done under the permanent process have improved design change cortrol, However, the EA Team |
identified documentation discrepancies in this additiona) review which were ir the area ~f |
the technical adequacy of the supporting calculations. These discrepancies, when corrected,

will not change the calculational results. Therefore, this issue will be addressed in the

Unit 1 EA calculation assessment (538-24) which is currently in progress,

Based on the results of this additional review in conjunction with the resolution of the
prerestart portions of the seven action items and the ongoing review of SQEP-26 work, €A
Judged the implementation of the Design Change Control Process to be acceptuble, EA w!l)
continue to monitor this area as purt of EA's continued oversight activities,

DBAVP Unit 1 Phase | Report

There was one restart action item (01-011) identilying a lack of camponents being included on
the C55C Tist which was in unresolved status against the OBAVP Unit 1| Phase | Report. The

34



project responded that the SWBID-CSSC comparison was not a requirement of the DBAVP as
defined by the Unit 1 Program Plan or the 0B&VP procedures. In addition, the project
indicated that TVA has committed to develop a Q-11st which wil) incorporate the existing CSSC

list and the DBAVP systems components. This is a postrestart commitment (4/89) and is being
tracked in CCTS.

The EA Team reviewed this response and found that the SQN Q-1ist implementation plan
adequately addressed this concern, Since this commitment is being adequately tracked by the
CCTS system, the EA Team closed this item,

Based on the EA Team's concurrence with the project's response and the results reported in
the EA-OR-003 report, the project's DBAVP Unit ) Phase 1 Final Report was Judged by the EA
Team to be technically acceptadle.

3.3 Results of Trend Analysis for EA Action Items

The updated trend results in section 5.0 indicate that the trends discussed in EA report
EA-UR-003 have not changed, However, for the TOCC activity, a detailed analysis was performed
in this report since the programmatic aspect of the TOCC process was identified previously as
an overall area of concern that required further investigation, Based on actions taken by the
project and EA Team in section 3.2.4, the TDCC process has been Judged to be acceptable.

However, EA will continue to monitor this area and the effectiveness of the C/A programs as
part of the EA oversight activities,
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4.C DETAILS BY DISCIPLINE

This section provides detailed information regarding the discipline review results by activities, A
brief general description of the project actions and the EA review is included for each of the
following activities:

® Restart test activities

¢ Change document evaluations

¢ System evaluations and corrective actions

® Transitional design change control

* DBAVP Unit 1| Phase | Report

4.)



4,1 Nuclear
4.1.1 Backgroynd

The Nuclear discipline of the EA Team evaluated project action and verified implemented C/As
for an action item associated with the following activity:

¢ (Change document evaluation (Action Item N1-002 R1)

4.1.2 Details

Ore Nuclear discipline action item was evaluated. At the time of issuance of the EA-OR-OC
report, the action item was in an unresolved status; that is, project C/A was not agreed to
by the EA Team,

4.1.2.1 Change Document Evaluation
Action Item N1-002 R)

The EA Nuclear review of change documentation had a restart concern unresolved on ECN L6180
for which the Project had issued PIRSQNEESSB24. This PIR cocuments the concern about the
effect of the engineering change of ECN L6180 on the Main Control Room Habitability Zone
(MCRHZ). [Reference: section 6.5.1.1 (Action Item N1-002 R1) of EA-OR-003).

Project Action

The Project submitted a response (Reference 1) summarizing two concerns with the unresolved
Action Item N1-002 R1 on ECN (6180 to replace a temporary alternation change form (TACF) as
follows:

(1) Material compatibility with the existing installation, in relation to the WCRMZ
pressure boundary and (2) the effect on the MCRHZ if the tumporary installation should
fail during an isolation event. For concern (1), the TACF as currently installed does
not appear to conform to TVA Code Class C, thereby violating pressure boundary
requiremnnts for the MCRKZ. Fram a pressure boundary standpoint, if the temporary
installation should fail, plant safe operation is not adversely effected. Recent
testing performed by S1-144.2 documents high pressurization levels provided by the
Control Building Emergency Pressurization System. The sensing )ine leading to the
outside is less than 1" diameter and therefore would be an insignificant outleakage
path of pressurization air (i.e., an insignificant pressure loss). Thus, this concern
does not pose any threat to safe plant operation at restart, For concern (2), if the
temporary installation should fall, the functional requirements of 0-POT-31A-14 could
be adversely affected, causing the solenoid valve operation for the modulating damper
FCO-31A-14 downstream of the Contro) Building Normal Pressurization tans to
malfunction, potentially over-pressurizing the lower elevations of the Control
Building with respect to the MCRMZ. If this over-pressurization were to occur, this
condition would be in violation of design criteria SON-DC-v-13.9.6, Section 3.1.9,
allowing the potential infiltration of unfiltered outside air into the MCRMZ fram the
lower floors of the Control Building. This condition cannot occur at restart because
SONP OCN X00051C (825 871008 S06) authorized the locking out of the Contro) Bullding
Normal Pressurization Fans and the locking open of modulating dampers FCO-31A-14
and -15. This DCN action was taken because of a malfunction in the contols
maintaining the proper ‘essurization level. With this equipment out-of-service at
Festart, the potential for concern (2) does not exist for an event after plant startup
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4.2 Electrical

4.2.1

4.2.2

4.8.2.)

Background

The Eiectrical discipline of the EA Team evaluated project actions and verified implemented
C/As for action items associated with the following activities:

® Change document evaluations (Action Item E1-007)
® System evaluations and C/A (Action Item E1-013)
® Transitional design change control (Action Items E1-016, 017, and -018)

Details

A tota) of 5 Electrical discipline action items which were determined to be restart issues
were evaluated for this report. At the time of issuance of the EA-OR-003 report, one of the
action items (E1-013) was in a resolved status; that is, C/A was agreed to by the EA Team a-
project implementation of C/A and EA verification of C/A were required. Two action items
(E1-007 and E1-016) were in an unresclved status; that is, project C/A was not agreed to L.
the EA Team. No response was received by the EA Team for the remaining 2 action items
(E1-017 ang E1-018).

change Document Evaluation

Action It 1007

The EA Electrical's review of DB&VP change document ECN L5346 (Reference 1) resulted in
Action Item E1-007 which involved verifying a Unit 1 C/A which was not addressed by CAQR
SQPB71335 R3, Additionally, EA questioned whether other CAQRs which the DBYP took credit
for correcting Unit | problems a'so had the appropriate C/A defined to address Unit 1,
(Reference section 6.5.2.1.4.4 of EA-OR-003 Report)., The Electrical discipline of the .
Team evaluated the adequacy of the Unit | C/A for CAQR SQP871335 R3 (Reference 2)

Project Actions:

1. A work request WRB255922 (Reference 3) was initiated to install a caution tag for the
alternate OC feeder to the AFWPT, The C/A of CAQRSQPB71335 R3 will be revised
postrestart to reflect the WR 8255922 which implemented C/A for Unit 1,

2. The project randamly selected and evaluated the following six CAQs fram the Unit 2
punchlist which were reviewed by the DBVP for roll-over into the Unit 1 punchlist:
CAQRSQTBT0150, SCRSQNEEBBT42, SCRSQNEEBBT43, SCRSQNEEBBT73, SCRSQNEEBBTTT, and
SCRSONEEBBT99 (References 4 through 9). This review did not identify any other
breakdown in implementation of NEP 9.1 or the SQA-190 or SQA-203 procedures.
Therefore, the project concluded that the extent of this concern was isolated to this
single occurrence.
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Resylt of EA Evaluation:

EA Electrical reviewed Work Request 8255922, the above six CAQs, the SQAZ03, Attachments A
dated Ma~ch 21, 1988 and March 6, 1988 (References 10 and 11) and a TROI Report dated
August 14, 1988 (Reference 12). EA electrical concurred in the project's assessment of the
concern and found the project's C/A and CAQR reviews to be adequate. In conclusion, EA
Electrical considers the project's C/A adequately addresses the Unit | restart concern with
only a documentation of a CAOR C/A rev'sion remaining for completion in Phase 11. This
action item is resolved and will be closed pending EA Electrical's postrestart verification
of the revision to the C/A for CAQRSQPB71335R3 to include WR 8255922,

t valuati luding C/A Restar 7ization
Acti 1 1.013

The EA Electrical's evaluation of the Auxiliary Feedwater System Evaluation (System 38)
resulted in Action Item €1-013 which was resolved but required varification of project's
C/A revision of PIR SQNMEBB6108 (Reference 13). The Electrical discipline of the EA Tear
evaiuated the adequacy of the revised C/A of PIRSQNMEBB6 108 to address Unit | restart wo
of replacing the motor operators of certain Unit | motor operated valvas for inadequate
torque and/or excessive stroke time. (Reference: section 6.6.7.1.b 0f EA-OR-003 Report.)

Project Actions:

The project issued Revision 2 of PIR SQNMEBB6 108 which addressed the Unit ) restart work of
ECN L7185,

Result of EA Evaluation:

EA discipline reviewed PIR SONMEBSE 108R2 dated July 28, 1988 and verified that the PIR C/A
was revised to include the Unit ! restart work of ECN L7185 and to indicate that the ECN
Must be fleld complete prior to the restart of Unit 1. EA Electrical found the projects
action acceptadle and closed this action item,

Transitional Design Change Control

Action ltems €1-016, -017, and 018

EA Electrical's review of the transitiona) design change control process resulted in 3
action items (£1-016, EV-017, and €1-018). At the time of 'ssuance of the EA-OR-003
"EpOrt, the project's response for Action [tem E1-016 was being assessed for adequacy while
project responses for Action !tems E1-017 and E1-018 were not received. The Electrica)l
discipline assessed the project s responses for these action items to ensure that the
concerns raised are adequately addressed. (Reference: section 6.7.2.) of the EA-OR-003
Report . )

8. Action Item £1-016

EA Electrical's review of ECN L7211 identified severa) documentation inconsistencies in
the ECN package.

Project Actions:

The project responsded to EA's concerns raised in Action Item £1-016 as fo!lows:
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(1) The Modification Criteria N2-7211-011, section 6.1 marked "v," for Safety Analysis
Report affected and data sheet required was not in conflict with the ECN cover
sheet which indicated that no Nuclear data sheet was required. Since the
Electrical discipline was responsible for the affected Sections of the FSAR,
Section 6.1 of the Modification Criteria indicates that an electrical data sheet
is required per Section B of the cover sheet to handle the revision to the FSAR,

(2) The USQ Screening Review Form dated July 21, 1987 for ECN L7211 (Refrence 14) was
prepared using preliminary informa*ion concerning potential effects on the FSAR
and the diese] loading. The ECN package was inadvertently issued without being
updated to the latest modification criteria and completed Calculation SQN-EPS-010
(Reference 15). Subsequently, the discrepancies noted by EA were independently
corrected by the project through the SQEP-13 process of campleting the
modification. Revision C of ECN L7211 (Refererce 16) was subsequently issued to
include a Safety Evaluation Form (No. 2EEBO40) and an update to the Updated Final
Safety Analysis Report (UFSAR),

(3) Since the ECN cover sheet was not in error and the affects upon the FSAR and the
diese) transient loading were addressed through the normal SQEP-13 process, a
review of the additional 7000 series ECNs for similar problems to determine the
extent of the concern is not warranted by the project.

Results of EA Evaluation

EA Electrical reviewed the Safety Evaluation Form dated June 2, 1988 and the update to
the UFSAR contained in the revised ECN L7211C package and found them both technically
acceptable. EA concurs with the project assessment and closed Action Item E1-0186.

Action Item E1-017R0

Action Item £1-017 RO involved technical Justification memorandums for ECNs L7130 ane
L7129 which were issued in Vieu of c