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3. Is the margin of
Yes _., No, Secause:ty, es defined in the basis for any Technic =I Specification, reduced?

'

. Qp ,(),,g
i

* Note:
Any answer checked "YES" should be reported in the Annual Recort.

|

to the NRC

'
|

Per!cemaa. .:t gcts 6 / h:y '

.

*
-

1 Appreund 17 g A' 3k-
|

_ _ _ _ _ _ . _ . _ _ _
._ _ _

._
:

- - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ -



'^ ' - - - -

; , y. < .
,

.-- . .
I.AP-820.-2

'_

. . ~ . ~ . . .. - ..t ._,
, g, g , g

ATTACanEur g 19
.. - -. . ,. April 7, is~

- *-

el (Page 2 of 2) 21 finaf-_,,, .
,

-
' * , .

SAFETY EVALUATION CHECKLIST (10 CFR 50.59)-

,

g-

TEST / PROCEDURE No. 42*//D0 EJ--

E| RE'/I SION % J., -

-

- . -

. -

Does this constitute a change to procedures-
>i ' ,

as described in Safety Analysis Report?'

#
.

[ (2: ( )
,7 ?!C M
.i..,}fnvolste?lis a =anga in == "tennical Icecifica:1cn -

- .(- 'to ()4. -

,\
-

sac-a f CIAt '!ATICit:
- ...

and ;r sids,s:scific reascas justifying ce tectsfen:Ansmer ?.s felicwing questiens wi:3 4 'yd' N 'S$',

1.
Is taa ;r:bability of (n, ce=- snes. et :::nsecuence of in

i
,

evatustad in me Final Safety Analysis Acces. Incrisse?ac:hane, or =alfun=tica of safety etla:sd acuf:=snc, t2 ;rtit:u:!yf- Yes W |ta, 6%& & W ''-%
.

Ag .acyrm+. -

P
[ 2.

ty;t can any ;rtvicusly evalustad in : e Fina! Saft:-Is ce ;cssthif f ty fer an ac: Man ce saifunett:n of a tilfar:d:
..^

%,

Reccr: crua:at?el * / -. :ly:f sYss Mta, g$ Pa"A t-
-

3..
.G . is the ariin of safety, as defined in ce Dtsis f:r <Scacific1:4:n, reducast

Yes W No, ny ~<=M:11y 44,
__ /7

~- g- '

a u.

. L any Ansuer ~ Y'es ( ) V
ATT Answers Ma &

; .

\XtCut:* Lnt .*t 1!*It IEUCitat" -]'

I
?.2y"J ! 2 **.-"i C4.W.s.$ ICM

Lt==:- n-1 = !ar 9:ee..

1 .

[ '

':-
s ==.- n:t:n anca1iee ( ) |_
u

k
-

.
-

Int:1ata 7r:cauurt/Tes: _.L !CTI:
!=olsmenta:1:ni.

An*/ in3'.ser Cat:*tt0 'yag'" " * '

Sn0uld ha et:0**
antraal er: r :: c l': *n2 Et!"#0r" led Dy

_-

'

= .';EC.
'

. % __

r' Oata h'!~ b-
-

_

. O

.

.
. ==

_, W"N--'- - - - ' - ,,--r
_- -

_

,-9 - -- y



- ~ ~ _;.az _
* *

f' ' , ' . '
ATTACHMENT F

-

} l AP 8202 ,2.

@aga 1 cf 21 Rsvis L:n 19.
" ,7;; f, jaf10CFR50 59 FcRNAT FOR SAFETY EVALUATION
4

STATION _ I

UNIT _ ~

SYSTEM _ M
T
..EST/ PROCEDURE No

.

M/ /NO ~d#

TEST / PROCEDURE TITLE W * td*x**M*At**_e-.

AT N M8(EVISl0N _I
.

EqulPMENT NAME - - -

EQUIPMENT NUM8ER _ __
.

..
-

DESCRIPTION OF TEST / PROCEDURE '-

f W",''? f Mw - n m - s<ae m m.v
.

.
.-

.

r ,

,
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1. Is the probability of an occurrence or the con =squence of en occident, or malfunctica el
!

' -

ecpipment i.w..t to safeges previously evolueted in the Final Safety Analysis Report '

increased? Yes No, Because:
. A/o % g/4 % 4^,e
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2. Is the possia'ility for en accident or malfunction of a different type then any previously
evolueted in the Final Safety Analysis Report created? Yes V No, 3eccus.a: '

W# ik N W- ;
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! 3. Is the margin of safety, as defined in the basis 'or any Technical Specification, reduced?'

Yes % No, Sacausa:
'
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* Note: Any answer checked "YES" should be reported in the Annual Report.
to the NRC.
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Is the probability of en occurrence or the corsequence of en ec=ident, or malfunction of
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Is the pansraility for en accident or malfunction of a different type then any previouslyYes X No, E couse:2.
evolueted in the Final Safety Analysis Report created?
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Is the margin of saisif, as defined in the basis for any Technic =1 Specific =rion, reduc =d?3.
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reasera justifyirg the decisform
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Is the probo' ility of en occurrence or the con ==quence ei en accident, or malfunction of-

t a S Resort
equipment ir.,-.6.t to safety as previously ewluoted in the . inal Sciety Analysis1.' -
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increased?
Yes 1No, Secamss:
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Is the possTollity fer on accident or malfunction of a different type th=n any previouslyYes T No, Because:2.
evolunted in the Final Safety Analysis Report created?
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Is the margin of say* ty, as defined in the basis for any Technical Specific:ston, reduced?3.
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