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Please discuss the validity of the above assertions. Please discuss any
corrective actions that you have taken or will take to correct any
jdentified deficiencies, Please discuss the ovp=rability of the reactor
coolant flow transmitters if the surveillance procejure used on these
instruments contains these deficiencies.

Background

Vhile performing a calibration of the RCS flow transmitters, questions
arose as to the intent and adequacy of the calibration procedure SP2402A.
A reviev of the procedure vas done, and a revision to incorporate tvo
changes and resolve several comments was completed in October 1990, The
comments vere tracked by I&C memo #901012C.

Response

NNECO concliucded as a result of the procedure review that the existing
procedure 5P2402A, nev. 3 adequately addressed the subject of static
alignment of the transmitters. NNECO, hovever, decided that clarification
and incorporation of the vendor's allovable tolerance on the alignment

vould be added to Revision & as an enhancement. 1t is true that an
alignment check is completed after the alignment activity is done.
Hovever, this is not considered to be a deficiency. It is standard

practice to perform an alignment check after any alignment adjustments are
made .

As a result of the questions raised during the calibration activity,
additional reviev of the proced re and the calibration methods being used
is being performed. Additiona’ refinement of the procedure is expected as
a result of these activities.

The RPS bistable setpoint va’ ies are determined by engineering reviev of
full flov system performs=- and actual RPS flow trip bistable input values
during zero flow and full flow conditions. This method allows for the
calculation of trip setpoints that are based on actual flow channel input
values during these conditions. There are no "input resistance values"
associated with the process.

As no significant deficiencies existed, there vas no compromise of system
operability.

Issue 4
The RPS turbine trip is not tested monthly.

Please discuss the validity of the above assertion and the adequacy of the
testing program for the turbine trip.
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Background

The RPS turbine trip input is tested prior to reactor startup as required
by Technical Specification 4.3,1.1.1. This issue vas raiced by an employee
via I&C memo file number 9010120 written on October 12, 1990. This
information was provided to the employee in a wvritten response on
October 17, 1990,

Response

The RPS turbine trip is not tested monthly. There is no requirement or
need to test the trip on a monthly basis. The performance of the equipment
has not varranted any additional testing.

After our reviev and evaluation, ve find that none of these issues taken
either singularly or collectively present any indication of a compromise of
nuclear safety. Ve appreciate the opportunity to respond and explain the
basis for our actions. Please contact my staf{ if there are any further
questions on any of these matters.

Very truly yours,

NORTHEAST NUCLEAR ENERGY COMPANY

Senior Vire President

ce: W, J. Raymond, Senior Resident Inspector, Millstone Unit Nos, 1, 2,
and 3
E. C. Venzinger, Chief, Projects Branch No. &4, Region 1



