
Example: Consider an inspection finding that involves the unavailability of the battery
charger for one of two safety-related DC buses and the facility does not have an installed
spare. The exposure time associated with this inspection finding is 1 day. The loss of DC
bus special initiator is located in Row IV of Table 1, "Categories of Initiating Events," for the
affected plant. As a result, an Initiating Event Likelihood of 6 would normally be assigned
when solving loss of DC bus accident sequences; but, because the inspection finding
increases the likelihood of a loss of DC bus event, an Initiating Event Likelihood of 5 would
be used. Each of the sequences on the loss of DC bus worksheet would then have to be
solved because the loss of DC bus initiating event frequency is a'component in each of
these sequences. In addition, each of the worksheets specified by Table 2, "Initiators and
System Dependency," for the equipment powered by the affected DC train need to be
solved considering this equipment unavailable.

2.0 DETERMINING REMAINING MITIGATION CAPABILITY:

2.1 Inspection Finding that Degrades Mitigation Capability and Does Not Reduce
Remaining Mitigation Capability Credit to a Value Less Than Full Mitigation
Credit

i-- Rule: For inspection findings that involve the. unavailability of mitigating system equipment,
such that sufficient mitigation capability remains to receive full mitigation credit.for the
affected safety function, solve all of the: worksheet sequences that contain the safety
function giving full mitigation credit.

Basis: All of the worksheet sequences that contain the safety function are solved giving
full mitigation credit because the increase in risk due to the degradation is less than one
order of magnitude.

Example: Consider an inspection finding that involves the unavailability of one steam
generator power operated relief valve (SGPORV) on one of four steam generators. Each
steam generator has one SGPORV and four safety relief valves. In accordance with
Table 2, "Initiators and System Dependency," all of the worksheets except those for
medium and large break loss-of-coolant-accident initiators would need to be evaluated
considering one SGPORV unavailable. A review of the safety functions oneach .of these
worksheets will reveal that the safety functions impacted by the inspection finding are
secondary heat removal and rapid cooldown and depressurization. However, because all
four steam relief Valves are available on the affected steam generator, sufficient'mitigation
capability remains to receive full mitigation credit for these functions. Therefore, each
sequence on these worksheets that contain these safety functions. needs to be solved
giving full mitigation credit for the function.

2.2 Inspection Finding (Normally Split Train Support System) that Does Not
Increase the Likelihood of an Initiating Event and the Impact on Mitigating
System Capability Can Be Explicitly Determined

Rule: For inspection findings that involve the unavailability of one train of a normally split '))
train support system that does not increase the likelihood of an initiating event, determine
the impact on the mitigation capability of the supported systems and evaluate each of the
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