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SAFETY EVALUATION CONCLUSIONS:

The proposed change, test or experiment:

(4 Does Not ( ) Does increase the probability of occurrence or
consequences of an accident or malfunction of equipment important to1.

safety previously evaluated in the FSAR.

( W Does Not ( ) Does increase the possibility for accident or
malfunction of a different type than any evaluated previously in the2.

FSAR.

( 4 Does Not ( ) Does decrease the margin of safety as defined in the
*

|

3. basis for any technical specification.
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Safety Evaluaticn-

No.: J4t* 1c)$7 Rea |
SAFETY EVALUATION

PILGRIM NUCLEAR POWER STATION
Rev. No. Z

'

A. APPROVAL

(14) (v7 This proposed change does not involve a change in the Technical
.

Specifications Ref.10CFR50.59(c).

(14) (v1 Thisproposedchange,testorexperimentdoes()doesnot(g
involve an unreviewed safety question as defined in 10CFR, Part
50.59(a)(2).

(15) (-r" This proposed change involves a change to the FSAR per 10CFR
50.71(e) and is reportable under 10CFR50.59(b).

(15) ( ) Comments:

(16) The safety evaluation basis and conclusion is:

( [ Approved () Not Approved

F N a - Tela dzr/g (17)
Discipline Group Leader /D' ate Supporting Discipline Group Leader /Date

B. REVIEW APPROVAL
.

(18) ( ) Comments:

(19) U N hl @
O S8$A Group Leader /Date'

C. ONC NEVIEW

! (20) ( ) This proposed change involves an unreviewed safety question and
a requests for authorization of this change must be filed with
the Directorate of Licensing, NRC prior to implementation.

j

1

(20)"( d This proposed change does not involve an unreviewed safety
question.

(21) ORC Chairman b Date (,//C,/FC (21)
,

() U'

| (22) ORC Meeting Number F4 - Po

! cc:
! Exhibit 3.07-A Rev. 2
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PILGRIM STATION
FSAR REVIEW SHEET

References:
I} N| Date:Ik N Rev. No.:Safety Evaluation:

Support a change

List FSAR test, diagrams, and indices affected by this change and
corresponding FSAR revision.

Revision to affected FSAR Section is shown on:Affected FSAR Preliminary Final
Section

b Attachment 1O f/(y

P1O Wktd W II Attachment 2
'

Y Attachment 3
L. as

vvv.
Attachment 4

Attachment 5

Attachment 6

PRELIMINARY FSAR REVISION (to be completed at time of Safety Evaluation
preparation).

Prepared by ,W /Uate: InII ? o 6v Kev 1eweo oy: niit tousu.

i i /
|

. O

Approved by: 2 /Date:
I

!

FINAL FSAR REVISION (Prepared following operational turnover of related
systems structures of components for use at PNPS). (1)

/Date: Reviewed by: /Date:
Prepartd by:

|

|

Attach completed FSAR Change Request Form (Refer to NOP).(1)
Rev. 2.Exhibit 3.07-A

Sheet 3 of 3
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Safety Evaltation
No.: 19 5 *

SAFETY EVALUATION WORK SHEET Rev. No. /

System Structure Component Failure and Consequence Analyses.A.

System
Structure Component Failure Modes Effects of Failure Comnents

1.
- bd ~

2.

3.

General Reference Material Review
CALCULATIONS REGULATORY

SECTION PNPS TECHNICAL SPECS. DESIGN SPECS PROCEDURES GUIDES STANDARDS CODESFSAR

a.s A T S . 3.5. A M- 2 69 Res . 0 loc M So k I
3N0 $.7. l. 3 | 8.9. l.f ASINF8+ PV W'

- . .

I
-

!

For the proposed hardware change, identify the failure modes that areFor each

likely for the components consistent with FSAR assumptions. failure mode, show the consequences to the system, structures or related
B.

Especially show how the failure (s) affects the assigned
safety basis (FSAR Text for each system) or plant safety functions FSAR
components.

Chapter 14 and Appendix G).

b - Date_'l'5fd6i
Prepared by ~U U

It is a requirement to include this work sheet with the Safety
NOTE:

Evaluation.
Rev. 2Exhibit 3.07-C
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ATTACHMENT 7

Plan and Schedule Details Regarding

Long Term Actions

i
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Additional Details ,

Item C (Spurious Isolation) Reference (C), Page 1

According to the most current Long Term Program, the EPIC
computer project implementation is scheduled for completion 3/31/87. That
completion date is based on a September 1986 refueling outage. Approximately
four months after return to power from the outage are required to complete
system acceptance tests allowing for contingency.

Refueling Outage 7 is being rescheduled to commence in
January, 1987. However, a firm start date and duration have not yet been
established. EPIC completion will be scheduled (4) months after return to
power from RFO #7.

Item C.6 Trend Surveillance History of 400 psig
Valve interlock for reliability. Reference (B), Attachment (4), Page 6 of 6

The results of Surveillance Test 8.M.2-2.1.8 of Pressure
Switches 263-52A and 52B for the RHR injection valve opening permissive have
been compiled for the five year period ending in April, 1986. The switch has
always actuated at a 100% rate. The incidence where recalibration was needed
to restore the setpoint to within Technical Specification limit is 3
occurrences out of 40 (20 tests per switch) or a 92.7% calibr-tion reliability
rate. The present calibration frequency is sufficient to assure proper
setpoint; therefore, an increase in test frequency is not warranted.

The recommendation of the RHR Task Force Item C.6 has,
therefore, been completed by this compilation and analysis.

Special Training Plan for Union and Management Operations Personnel Prior to

| Station Startup
|

Prior to the Union Operations Personnel resuming watch
standing duties they will receive training as outlined in the following

,

i schedule.

In addition, all Management Operations Personnel, including
STA's, will receive the following training prior to station startup..

A7-1
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SPECIAL REQUALIFICATION TRAINING SESSION 11A SCHEDULE

TIME:

8:00AM - 8:30AM Revised Training Schedule H. Balfour
T. Sullivan

8:30AM - 9:00AM Management Changes / Current P. Mastrangelo
Plant Status

9:00AM - 12:00PM Plant Modification Update
t

3
- Complete review of "BEC0 R. Woodard.

! Response to NRC Cal 86-10" G. Sherman
; (includina all related Temocrary Procedures)
'

MSIV i

RHR
Mode Switchj

- Temporary Modifications D. Hughes

86-14, Change feedwater
heater 105B outlet valve,,

M03480, from seal-in to jog
2

: 86-19, Diesel Generator "A"
1 Relaying Modification

| 12:00AM-12:30PM Lunch
-

.

: 12:30PM - 4:30PM Significant Industry Events J. Klein

; - SER 37-85 - Premature Critical-
ity Due to Control ;

'

Rods Being Improperly
Withdrawn,

!-
SER 13-86 - Control Rod Mis- J. Klein-

| operation
i

SER 18-84 - Diesel Generator D. Hughesj- -

Differential Relays
Non Seismically
Qualified-

:

a

|

|
1

i

i
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Miscellaneous Events J. Klein
R. Woodard

- Technical Specifications G. Sherman
Amendment #94

- Current Memos

Procedure Review

- 1.3.34 Conduct of Operations

- 2.1.1 Startup from Shutdown

- 2.1.16 N.P.O. Tour

- 2.2.22 R.C.I.C.

- 2.2.84 Reactor Recirculation
System

2.3.2.1 Panel 903 Left-

- 2.4.21 Double ended break of 3"
instrument air / nitrogen
line in drywell

- 2.4.31 Reactor basin / spent fuel
pool drain down

i
l

!
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