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listed, but not the ejectors themselves. The small tank TK-C-500 is labelled on the
drawing as Corrosion Inhibitor, but listed in the table as Corrosion Seperator {(and
misspelled also). While most of the hand valves are shown, many of the control
valves anc  essure regulators are not listed.

Nowhere in the Evaporator IAR does it say these lines or valves were even looked
at, or how they were assessed to conclude they are fit for use. Many of the
components are outside the scope of the IAR or the permit. It appears the IQRPE
simply identified every component on the drawings and made an unsubstantiated
statement about each.
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Sections 11.2, App. C
The reboiler dye test is confusing.

The inspection report from 6/28/2017 (1* attempt) says fluorescein dye was
injected into the reboiler loop and 5 samplesv e collected and sent to the 222-S
Labs for analysis. Where are those i resufts? They wouldn’t have been in the
results from Southwest Res: nstitute.

After the 1% attempt at the reboiler leak test, there was an Evaporator campaign
and thena 2™  ktest was attempted on 8/21/2017. What happened to all the
fluorescein dye that was injected for the 1% atte  ited reboiler leak test? Was it
drained back to AW-102, was it evaporated and sent to LERF with the PC, or
pumped to the slurry receipt tank? * ;is not addressed in RPP-PLAN-61365 Rev 0,
242-A Evaporator Facility E-A-1 Reboiler Vessel Integrity Test Plan.

There were several Slurry Side Initial Concentration samples collected (see RPP-
RPT-59914  )le 2). Then the test proceeded for 24 hours. Why were there no
slurry side final concentration samples collected? The final concentration could
then be compared to the initial concentration. This would assuage any questions
as towhe r the fluorescein dye had degraded or somehow dissipated during the
test.

Dye was injected in the waste side and samples of the steam condensate collected
and analyzed for the presence of dye as an indicator of a leak. The Evaporator IAR
says “Atthe ti : of this writing, the results from the laboratory have not been
returned.” Several months after the E  )orator IAR was issut  the lab results
were reported in RPP-RPT-59914 Rev 0, 242A Evaporator Facility E-A-1 Reboiler
Vessel Integrity Test Report. Without the leak test results, what was the basis for
the IQRPE to say in the Evaporator IAR that the E-A-1 Reboiler is fit for use {p C-3)?
This would seem to conflict with the certification statement required by WAC 173-

Southwest Research Institute performed the dye concentration analyses for the
Reboiler leak test. The leak test conclusion is reported in RPP-RPT-59914.

Questions regarding fate of the fluorescein dye used for the first, aborted test, are
not relevant to the integrity assessment.

The fluorescein dye test draft report was made available to the IQRPE prior to its
eventual publication.

IQRPE: In developing these responses to these RCR’s, we have recently reviewed
the Rev O of report RPP-RPT-59914. We believe the dye testing is error prone
methodology. As stated in the assessment Section 9.1.4, we feel the radiation
detector and boroscope prove there have been no leaks and would provide a
better methodology than the dye testing.

Therefore, my recommendation as IQRPE is for the next IAR to be in 15 years is
unchanged by the Rev. 0 report RPP-RPT-59914.
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