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Reply to laspection Follow Observations 498; 499,/92026
Followup Observation - Item 1

Actuator run thrust capability determined using the actual degraded
voltage .. *' compared to the minimum required thrust value are
adequate for the rirst pass to determine MOV operability. However,
there is a need to investigate inaccuracies asscciated with torqu~
switch repeatability between static and dynamic testing.

Response:

Actual test results willi be adjusted appropriately te include all
applicable inaccuracies and uncertainties. For valves which can
not be dynamically tested at 80 to 100 percent of tfull differential
pressure, the results wil! be extrapolated to 100 percent and
adjusted to include the allowance for Load Sensitive Behavior,

The weak link and Maximum Expected Differential Pressure (MEDP)
analysis for the High Head Safety Injection (HHSI) syscem valves
A1SIMOVOOO6A, C1SIMOVOO06EC, A1STMOVOCOBA, A25IMOVOD06A, and
A2SIMOVO0O0OSBA were reviewed. The calculations contain a scenario,
in which these valves could be exposed tu higher differential
pressure, however, the calculations for the minimum required thrust
were based on the lower differential pressure. The calculations
did not document the reasons for using the lower differential
pressure.

Response:

The subject calculations require additional documeatation to
demonstrate acceptance of the lower ditferential pressure value.
Calculations will be amended with documentation which supports the
selection of the lower differential pressure in *‘he subject
calculations and all other calculations where a lower differential
pressure is used.

IR\92-26:.002
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Followup Observation -~ Item 5

The NRC indicated that the STP approach to deal with actuator over-
thrust is good, but Kalsi has a peer group review in progress and
STP should wait until the results of this review become available
prior to incorperating the Kalsi up-rating program intc the STP MOV
test plan.

Response:

STP will monitor the Kalsi peer review development prior to
incorporating it into the STP MOV test plan. As discussed during
the September 3-4,1992, visit, STP expects to finish 1RE04 without
leaving any MOVs in an overthrust condition.

Followup Observation - Item €

The NRC will conduct a follow-up visit during the 1REO4 outage and
during the week of November 16, 1992,

Response:

The MOV test schedule has been provided to the NRC resident
inspector. This schedule is firm. However, if you plan to witness
any specific activity, it would be beneficial to confirm the
schedule one weak prior to your arrival to be sure that there are
no changes.
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