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Abstract

This Aging Management Guideline (AMG) provides recommended methods for effective
detection and mitigation of age-related degradation mechanisms in Boiling Water Reactor (BWR)
and Pressurized Water Reactor (PWR) commercial nuclear power plant motor control centers
important to license renewal. The intent of this AMG is to assist plant maintenance and
operations personnel in maximizing the safe, useful life of these components. It also supports
the documentation of effective aging management programs required under the License Renewal
Rule 10 CFR Part 54. This AMG is presented in a manner that allows personnel responsible for
performance analysis and maintenance to compare their plant-specific aging mechanisms

(expected or already experienced) and aging management program activities to the more generic
results and recommendations presented herein.
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AGING MANAGEMENT GUIDELINE FOR
MOTOR CONTROL CENTERS

1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

1.1 Purpose and Objective

Continued operation of nuclear power plants for periods that extend beyond the original
40-year license period may be a desirable option for many U.S. nuclear plant operators. To allow
operation of the plant to continue beyond the original licensing period, utilities must show that
the components important to license renewal either do not age or will not age to the extent that
they are incapable of supporting required functions. Therefore, to allow operation during a
license renewal period, operators of nuclear power plants must manage the aging of components
such that proper function is ensured.

The purpose of this aging management guideline (AMG) is to provide guidance for the
effective management of aging of motor control centers (MCCs) used in safety-related and non-
safety-related applications in nuclear power plants. An effective aging management program will
ensure that MCCs will continue to perform their functions during the current and license renewal
term.

The objective of this AMG is to provide an analysis of the potential age-related
degradation mechanisms for MCCs and to provide acceptable guidelines for developing aging
management programs for controlling significant degradation mechanisms. Use of these
guidelines will provide utilities with a basis for verifying that an effective program for managing
age-related degradation of MCCs is in place.

1.2 Scope

Motor control centers consist of switching and interrupting devices used to control and
protect various types of electrical apparatus and circuits. The equipment covered by this
guideline includes molded-case circuit breakers (MCCBs), motor starters and contactors, relays,
wiring, terminal blocks, fuses, and the supporting MCC housing and buswork. Metal-clad
switchgear is not within the scope of this guideline, but is covered by the Aging Management
Guideline for Electrical Switchgear.

Motor control center components important to license renewal are addressed by this
report. The group of equipment that is important to license renewal includes more equipment
than just safety-related MCCs. For example, the definition of important to license renewal
includes any component or system subject to a limiting condition for operability requirement in
the plant’s Technical Specifications. The definition of important to license renewal is contained
in Section 2.5. The evaluation of the effect of this definition on the scope of a utility’s aging
management program for MCCs is discussed in Section 3.1. Although the types of MCCs
contained in the giouping "important to license renewal” that are not safety related are essentially

1-1
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the same as safety-related MCCs, they may not have been maintained in the same mar  as the
safety-related MCCs. Therefore, utilities may choose to extend their maintenance practices used
on safety-related MCCs to the additional MCCs covered by the scope of important to license
renewal, or to otherwise demonstrate that these practices are not required to effectively manage
the aging of the additional equipment.

The general classifications of MCCs that are contained within the grouping of MCCs
important to license renewal are:

e 600-Vac”
e 250- and 125-Vdc.”

These MCCs typically supply single-phase, three-phase, and direct current motors ranging
from fractional horsepower (hp) ratings up through non-reversing motors rated at 200 hp. The
power and control cables connected to MCCs are not included within the scope of this document.
The MCC housings, buswork, disconnects, circuit breakers, relays, contactors, fuse holders,
wiring, and terminal blocks are within the scope of this document.

1.3  Conclusions of This Study

This study evaluated the stresses acting on MCC components, industry data on aging and
failure of MCC components, and the maintenance activities performed on MCCs. The study
evaluated the main subsystems within the MCCs, including MCCBs, magnetic contactors and
starters, relays, control transformers, terminal blocks, wires, and fuse holders. The potential
aging mechanisms resulting from environmental and operating stresses on MCCs were identified,
evaluated, and correlated with actual plant experience to determine if the potential aging
mechanisms were actually being experienced. Then, the maintenance procedures used by plant
operators were evaluated to determine if the potential and actually experienced aging mechanisms
were being identified and managed. Where an aging mechanism was properly managed, the
procedures were deemed to be "effective.” Where an aging mechanism was not fully managed
or not considered, additional plant-specific activities to manage the aging mechanism were
identified.

1.3.1 Potentially Significant Component/Aging Mechanism Combinations
Managed by Effective Programs

Evaluation of the components of the MCCs, the stressors acting upon the components, and
the operational history data indicates that nearly all MCC components have significant aging
mechanisms that can affect their function. Evaluation of the failure history coupled with review
of existing utility maintenance procedures shows that these aging mechanisms can be managed
in the current and license renewal periods. The following list provides a summary of the
components and the aging mechanisms, coupled with the maintenance and surveillance technique
that manages the aging mechanism. Note: Many of the maintenance activities listed below (i.e.,

* The 600-Vac, 250-Vdc, and 125-Vdc designations will be used throughout the remainder of this document
even thought some plants use systems with slightly different nominal voltages, such as 480 or 575 Vac.
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visual inspections, cleaning, etc.) may be conducted concurrently, thereby allowing relatively
rapid completion. Details of the inspection frequency are provided in Chapter 5. Appendix A
provides definitions of the terminology used throughout the report.

MCC Components

Aging Mechanism(s) Activities That Mitigate Effects of Aging Mechanisms

MCC Structural
Components
(including buswork,
insulation, and
housing)

Loss of insulator mechanical
and insulating properties

High resistance electrical

. * .
connections, loss of bolt
integrity

Loosening/loss of fastener
components

Molded-Case Circuit
Breakers™
(MCCB)

Deterioration of contact
surfaces

Material fatigue and
embrittlement

Wear or binding of internal
MCCB components

Wear of external operating
handle

Deterioration of bus/cable
connections

Variation of setpoint of
bimetallic trip element

Deterioration of lubricants

Visual inspection for insulation tracking paths, signs of
overheating, surface contamination, surface irregularities,
cracking, embrittlement, and discoloration: cleaning;
nsulation resistance testing

Visual inspection of MCC buswork, ground bus, and
chassis ground for loose or overheated electrical
connections; warping; verification of tightness of
connections and buswork bolts; infrared thermography

Verification of proper torque on the housing bolts and
hardware; replacement as required

Periodic operation for removal of contaminants and
oxidation from contact surfaces; individual pole
resistance test, operational testing

Visual inspection of MCCB casing for cracks, chipping,
or signs of overheating

Operational testing, freedom of movement of operating
mechanism

Visual inspection for wear, inadequate lubrication, loss of

tolerances; lubrication, cleaning, or adjustinent;
operability testing

Visual inspection and mechanical verification of MCCB
bus and load terminations

Operational trip test

Verification of the freedom of motion of the operating
handle/mechanism during cycling

* . . . . . . . . .
The aging mechanism of high resistance electrical connections is applicuble to all power path components
within the MCC enclosure; hence, it will only be described for this component.

"“Includes the MCCB as well as the external operating handle and linkage.
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MCC Components

Aging Mechanism(s)

Activities That Mitigate Effects of Aging Mechanisms

Molded-Case Circuit
Breakers (continued)

Magnetic Contactor/
Starter

Thermal Overload
Relay

Current-limiting fuse”
failure

Surface current tracking/loss
of insulating properties

Insulation deterioration

Prolonged energization

Cyclic fatigue of armature/
contact assembly

Wear/binding of contactor,
auxiliary contacts, or
interlock mechanisms

Contact surface degradation

Degradation of heater or
bimetallic lement

Binding of mechanical
components

Contact surface degradation

Thermal degradation of
organic materials

Functional trip test

Visual inspection of insulation for tracking paths, signs of
overheating, surface contamination, surface irregularities,
cracking, embrittlement, and discoloration; cleaning of
internal components and insulating surfaces; insulation
resistance testing"

Visual inspection of coils for damage, deterioration, and

signs of overheating or localized burning; verification of
freedom of armature movement (identifies melting of coil
materials)

Visual inspection of coil and other components for signs
of overheating, flowing, or burning of materials

Visual inspection of the coils for cracks, damage, and
verification of the freedom of motion of the armature

Visual inspection for dirt, contaminated lubricant, wear or
loss of tolerances of components; operational testing;
cleaning, adjustment, lubrication, and replacement as
required

Cleaning/burnishing of contacts; visual inspection for
cracking, burning, pitting, wear, and corrosion;
refinishing or replacement if necessary

Visual inspection of elements for overheating or other
damage; operational testing; replacement

Verification of component freedom of movement,
inspection; lubrication, adjustment, or replacement

Visual inspection; cleaning or burnishing

Visual inspection of heater support and other relay
components for overheating, embrittlement, cracking, or
other damage; cleaning or replacement as required

“Only applicable to MCCBs with current-limiting fuses installed.

“*These activities are possible only for MCCBs with accessible internal components.
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MCC Components Aging Mechanism(s)

Activities That Mitigate Effects of Aging Mechanisms

Miscellaneous Relays Prolonged energization;

organic material breakdown

Contact surface degradation

Wear and binding of contact
mechanism/armature

Control Transformers Insulation degradation

Conductor failure

Terminal Blocks Degradation of organic

materials

Degradation of hardware

Loss of insulating properties

Failure of insulation and/or
conductor

Control Wiring

Fuse Holders Fatigue of fuse clip

High resistance/worn contact
surfaces

Visual inspection of coil and other relay components for
overheating, burning, or flowing of materials

Visual inspection for corrosion, wear, or oxidation of
contact surfaces; resistance testing; cleaning/replacement
as required

Visual inspection; freedom of movement, operational
tests

Inspection of overheating, cracking, or burning of
insulation; infrared thermography; replacement

Continuity/resistance measurement; replacement

Visual inspection of terminal block for signs of
overheating, embrittlement, cracking, or other damage;
cleaning or replacement as required

Visual inspection for terminals, nuts, screws, sliding
links, fuse holders (it equipped), and mountings for
damage, deterioration, or loss; tightening, repair, or
replacement as required

Visual inspection of block for tracking paths,
overheating, surface contamination, surface irregularities,
cracking, embrittlement, and discoloration; cleaning or
replacement as required

Visual inspection of insulation for cutting, chafing,
cracking, overheating; inspection for bending, twisting,
breaking of conductor; cleaning and replacement as
required

Visual inspection for tatigue or wear of fuse clip and
adequate pressure on ferrules; replacement as required

Visual ingpection for signs of oxidation, corrosion,
contaminants, or overheating; cleaning/burnishing;
replacement

Table 5-1 provides additional detail for the MCC components listed above. All of the
significant aging mechanisms were amenable to aging management through currently available

maintenance and surveillance techniques.
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1.3.2 Non-significant Component/Aging Mechanism Combinations

The review of MCC component aging mechanisms identified a potential for structural
deterioration of the metal housing of the MCC caused by material degradation, fatigue, or loss
of fastening of components. A review of the operational history of the MCC identified no cases
in which MCC housing failure has occurred to date. (Note: Failures of other associated
subcomponents, such as interlock switches, have occurred; however, no actual failures of the
metal housing or other structural components have been documented). In typical nuclear plant
applications, this equipment is located in relatively cool, low-moisture and contaminant-free
environments such that the presence of corrosion or other degradation mechanisms is minimized.
Any instances of significant housing degradation would also likely be detected during routine
plant maintenance and surveillance efforts and addressed so that their continued effects would
be mitigated. Based on these observations and assumptions, the conclusion that MCC housings
will not experience significant degradation during the license renewal period is warranted.
Therefore, unless the MCC is located in high moisture/corrosive environments, structural
deterioration of the metal housing is not a significant aging mechanism. In those cases where
the equipment is located in such a corrosive environment, aging of the housing and structural
components during both the current and license rencwal terms may be significant, and must be
addressed by appropriate inspection and maintenance practices. Aging mechanisms associated
with MCC housings are further discussed in Section 4.2.

1.3.3 Potentially Significant Component/Aging Mechanism Combinations
Requiring Plant-Specific Management

Section 5 of this report evaluates the maintenance procedures for MCCs and concludes
that MCCs maintained in accordance with the guidance in Section 5.2 and Table 5-1 will be
subject to an effective maintenance program as required for license renewal, subject to the
following possible limitations:

» Molded Case Circuit Breakers. Molded case circuit breakers constituted the highest
fraction of failures noted in MCC components. Diagnostic techniques (such as
overcurrent trip and pole resistance testing) that are employed at many plants to
evaluate molded case breaker performance appear effective at identifying failed
breakers and subcomponents, yet the ability to identify degradation in the breaker
prior to the point of failure is limited. This is evidenced by the fact that roughly two
of every five MCCB-related failures were detected during plant operations.

o Breaker Operating Handles/Linkages.  Motor control centers from several
manufacturers appeared to have problems associated with the external breaker
operating handle and linkage; current maintenance procedures do not appear to
completely address these types of failures. In certain plants, these components may
affect the safety function of the associated load during accident conditions.

e  Starter/Contactor Mechanical Assemblies. Industry failure data indicate that current
maintenance procedures may not be fully effective at mitigating main contactor,
interlock, and auxiliary contact mechanism failures.
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Accordingly, nuclear plant operators experiencing substantial rates of in-service MCCB,
external operating handle, and starter/contactor mechanism failure should consider implementing
the following actions:

1. Review and evaluate the adequacy of existing maintenance and testing programs with
relation to the manufacturer’s recommendations and other industry guidance.

2. If existing testing and maintenance procedures appear to be adequate, then conduct
further analysis of component failures to identify problematic equipment types or
failure modes. If existing testing and maintenance procedures are not adequate,
upgrade the procedures as necessary.

3. If significant failure trends are noted for MCC components, conduct a root-cause
evaluation. Implement those corrective actions necessary to mitigate the effects of
the identified causes.

In addition, plant-specific review of the maintenance program is required if:

¢ The MCC and its internal components are exposed to temperatures in excess of 104°F
for extended periods. Then: The periodicity of maintenance and surveillance must
be reviewed to verify that organic materials (such as lubricants, greases, or epoxies)
used in various subcomponent applications have not been adversely affected by the
operating temperature.

o« The MCC is required to be qualified for accident environments. Then: The
maintenance requirements for aging management must be consistent with maintenance
requirements driven by equipment qualification rules (such as periodic replacement
of components at set intervals).

e Individual MCC subcompcnents are subject to high cycle* operation (e.g., loads
controlled by these components are repetitively cycled or actuated on a very frequent
basis, such as temperature-controlled fans or level control pumps). Then: The
periodicity of maintenance for these components should be reviewed to determine if
maintenance should be performed at a frequency consistent with the elevated number
of cycles.

More information on these issues is contained in Section 6.

Review of the operation history of plant MCCs as portrayed by Nuclear Plant Reliability
Data System (NPRDS) and Licensee Event Report (LER) data, as well as other industry studies,
indicates that additional attention may be warranted for some subcomponents of certain
manufacturers’ equipment. The data indicate that certain subcomponents degrade or fail at a

" The definition of high cycle will vary based on the individual component; for example, contactor assemblies
may be designed for a hundred thousand or more cycles, whereas molded case breakers may be designed for only
several thousand cycles. Applicable standards and manufacturer’s guidance should be consulted to determine the
endurance rating for a given MCC component.
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higher frequency than other subcomponents in the same type of MCC. These specific concerns
are detailed in Section 6.1.3. Plant-specific review of the operating history of these MCC types
and their applications will determine if these subcomponents require heightened attention. In
addition, existing plant maintenance procedures should be reviewed to verify that sufficient depth
of detail exists with regard to the inspection and evaluation of these potentially more problematic
components.

Additional considerations for MCC Maintenance include the use of component "as-found"
condition information, analysis and characterization of the equipment’s normal operating
environment, and the insights of plant maintenance organization personnel. Complete and
accurate documentation of this information (as well as component failures data) is an important
part of an effective maintenance program; detailed history and knowledge of component failure
rates, modes, and causes permits a more precise application of corrective and preventive
measures.

1.4 References

None.
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2. INTRODUCTION

2.1 Background

The DOE-sponsored Plant Lifetime Improvement (PLIM) Program, in cooperation with
the Electric Power Research Institute (EPRI) Life Cycle Management (LCM) Program, is
establishing and demonstrating a predictable license renewal process for existing light water
reactors (LWRs) in the United States An important element of this program was the
development of Nuclear Management and Resources Council (NUMARC) License Renewal
Industry Reports (IRs), which cover critical classes of equipment such as reactor pressure vessels,
reactor coolant pressure boundary piping, containment structures, and electrical equipment. To
support continued demonstration of PLIM and LCM concepts, there is a need for further industry
development of guidelines that describe and evaluate acceptable aging management approaches
for several groupings of equipment not evaluated in the IRs. This Aging Management Guideline
(AMG) evaluates motor control centers (MCCs) determined to be important to license
renewal.[2.1]

Continued operation of nuclear power plants for periods that extend beyond the original
40-year license period may be desirable for many U.S. nuclear plant operators. To allow
operation of the plant during a license renewal period, utilities must show that the aging of
components impor‘ant to license renewal that are subject to age-related degradation unique to
license renewal has been managed such that these components will not degrade to the extent that
they are incapable of supporting required functions. Therefore, to control the aging of
components important to license renewal during the license renewal period, operators of nuclear
power plants must identify and perform activities necessary to manage the aging of components
so that proper function is ensured.

For components to retain function during the license renewal period, activities such as
preventive maintenance and refurbishment may be necessary during the current license period
even though some of these activities may not have been necessary to guarantee function during
the current license period. These activities would be necessary to ensure that there is no loss of
required functions, no unacceptable reduction in safety margins, and that higher rates of challenge
to plant safety systems do not occur during the license renewal period.

2.2 Purpose and Objectives

The purpose of this AMG is to provide cost-effective, practical methods to plant technical
staff for the effective management of aging of motor control centers used in commercial nuclear
power plants. An effective aging management program will ensure that each MCC component
will continue to perform its function or will not prevent performance of a required function
during the license renewal term.

The objective of this AMG is to provide an analysis of the potential degradation modes

for motor control centers and to provide acceptable guidelines for developing effective aging
management programs that control significant age-related degradation mechanisms.
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This AMG is intended for use by nuclear plant personnel performing motor control center
aging evaluations and to provide additional information and guidance in the formulation of their
aging management programs. This AMG also provides additional value to nuclear plant
operators as follows:

1.

The AMG is a well-researched technical document that can be used by maintenance
and system engineering personnel for the identification, characterization, and
management of age-related degradation in MCCs. It can also be applied to a variety
of the proposed approaches for the Integrated Plant Assessment (IPA). For example,
the AMG can be used to resolve aging issues and devise effective programs for the
management of aging occurring during both the current and license renewal periods.
Failure data presented in the guideline may also be used to help justify that current
maintenance practices are effective at mitigating equipment functional failures.

The results in this AMG are based on an extensive literature search. Therefore,
nuclear plant personnel can use this AMG as a primary source document for relevant
information about motor control centers. Some of the references used include:

e EPRI Reports

e« EPRI Nuclear Maintenance Applications Center (NMAC) Reports and
Maintenance Guides

e U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) Bulletins, Information Notices,
Circulars, Generic Letters, and Reports

* Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)
¢ Vendor Manuals

e American National Standards Institute (ANSI) and Institute of Electrical and
Electronics Engineers (IEEE) Standards

» Foreign References and Technical Papers

This AMG consolidates historical maintenance and industry operating information
into one source. The plant maintenance/system engineer will find this useful for both
the identification of age-related degradation (including root causes) and the
verification of appropriate corrective action. Issues discussed in the AMG include:
» Equipment design differences relevant to aging considerations

* Equipment obsolescence as it affects aging management

¢ Service environments
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Operating and maintenance history from the Institute for Nuclear Plant Operation
(INPO) NPRDS and NRC LER databases

Additional operating and maintenance history from responses to plant surveys

MCC aging phenomena are described in detail. This will be useful for MCC
maintenance interval and reliability evaluations. The following topics are discussed:

Stressors acting on MCCs and their components

Aging mechanism identification

Significance of aging mechanisms using "if-then" criteria
Age-related degradation of MCCs

Potential failure modes

The AMG can be an effective tool for MCC aging management and personnel
training. That is, it:

Identifies the need for aging management and compliance with maintenance rule
requirements;

Contains a correlation between the scope and frequency of maintenance practices
and MCC performance and rate of degradation;

Presents information that can be used in the construction of meaningful life-cycle
management charts and to improve the accuracy of cost/benefit determinations;

Discusses both conventional and non-conventional maintenance techniques, and
considers how these practices can be utilized to effectively manage equipment

aging;

Characterizes initiation and progression of equipment aging for use in training
personnel responsible for maintenance and inspection activities; and

Identifies concepts, principles, and methods for evaluating MCCs not in the scope
of this guideline.

Contents of Aging Management Guideline

Motor control centers are systems of related electrical components used to control and
protect various types of electrical apparatus and power circuits. MCCs are used in various
applications throughout a nuclear plant. Plant ventilation, containment isolation, and emergency
service water are just a few of the systems that are served by MCCs. The equipment covered
by this guideline includes circuit breakers (the molded-case variety); motor starters and
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contactors; control, protective, and timing relays; control wiring; control transformers; terminal
blocks; fuses and fuse holders; and the supporting MCC housing and buswork. Motor control
centers and components from the following manufacturers are addressed in this report:

o Cutler-Hammer

* General Electric

o ITE/Gould

* Klockner-Moeller

*  Westinghouse

In addition, failure data (where available) were reviewed for a variety of viher MCC
component manufacturers, including:

* Agastat/Amerace

e Allen-Bradley

* Arrow

e Furnas

¢ GTE-Sylvania

e Heinemann

e  MSD/Struthers-Dunn

* Power Conversion

¢ Siemens-Allis”

e Sola
e Square-D
e Zurn

The general classifications of MCCs that are contained within the classification of MCCs
important to license renewal are:

e  600-Vac
e 250- and 125-Vdc™"

" Siemens, Siemens-Allis, and ITE may be synonymous for certain equipment.

*"The 600-Vac, 250-Vdc, and 125-Vdc designations will be used through the remainder of this document
even though some plants use systems with slightly different nominal voltages, such as 480 and 575 Vac.
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Power distribution and control cables (up to the point of termination within the MCC) are
not within the scope of this document.

Section 3 lists and describes the components evaluated, component boundaries and
discusses manufacturers’ design differences. It also includes a discussion of the design
requirements that apply to MCCs, including applicable Codes, Standards, and Regulations.
Lastly, Section 3 includes a detailed study of the operating history of the components evaluated
from LER data, NPRDS :1ta, and from other sources.

Section 4 discusses stressors acting on the subcomponents. Stressors acting over time
produce aging mechanisms that ultimately can cause component degradation. The results of
aging studies are used to describe aging mechanisms known to cause degradation. An aging
mechanism is significant when, if allowed to continue without detection or mitigation measures,
it will cause the component to lose its ability to perform its required function. Aging
mechanisms for the subcomponents are identified and evaluated. Operational demands,
environmental conditions, failure data, and industry operations and maintenance history are
considered, and the significance of the aging mechanisms determined.

Section 5 discusses effective aging management techniques for aging mechanisms
determined to be significant in Section 4. Common maintenance, inspection, testing, and
surveillance techniques or programs are described. A brief discussion of less common activitics
and techniques is also included. The effectiveness of these techniques or programs to manage
the significant aging mechanisms is studied. Variations in plant aging management programs or
techniques are considered. Requirements for an effective technique or program are presented in
the form of "if-then" criteria whenever possible.

Section 6 discusses management options to deal with action items identified in Section 5.
Refurbishment criteria are also discussed.

2.4 Generic License Renewal Requirements

10 CrR 54.21[2.2] describes the requirements for the content of technical information
in the license renewal application. Section 54.21 states that a supplement to the Final Safety
Analysis Report (FSAR) must be prepared that contains an IPA that must:

. identify and list all systems, structures, and components (SSCs) important to license
renewal.

2. identify those structures and components (SCs) that contribute to the performance of
a required function or could, if they fail, prevent an SSC important to license renewal
from performing its required function.

(98]

for the identified SCs, determine those that could have age-related degradation that
1s unique to license rencwal.

(3]
n
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To identify the age-related degradation* that is unique to license renewal (in item (a)(3)
of Section 54.21), the definition of age-related degradation unique to license renewal must be
applied. Age-related degradation unique to the license renewal period is degradation:

1. that occurs during the term of the current operating license, but whose effects are
different in character or magnitude after the term of the current operating license (the
period of extended operation); or

2. whose effects were not explicitly identified and evaluated by the licensee for the
period of extended operation and the evaluation found acceptable by the NRC; or

3. that occurs only during the period of extended operation.

The criteria for determining SSCs important to license renewal, the criteria for evaluating
whether an SC is necessary for the performance of a required function, and the technical criteria
used to determine whether an SC is subject to age-related degradation unique to license renewal
must be defined.

For each of the SCs having age-related degradation that is unique to license renewal, the
age-related degradation must be addressed by an effective program or shown not to need to be
addressed by an effective program. An effective program is a documented program to manage
age-related degradation unique to the license renewal period that ensures that an SSC important
to license renewal will continue to perform its required function or will not prevent the
performance of a required function during the period of extended operation.

The effective program must:
1. identify and mitigate age-related degradation unique to license renewal

2. contain acceptance criteria against which the need for corrective action can be
evaluated and ensure timely corrective action when the acceptance criteria are not met

3. be implemented by the facility operating procedures and reviewed by the onsite
review committee.

10 CFR 54.21 continues with a discussion of changes to the current licensing basis and
plant modifications, which are outside the scope of this report.

Additionally, this AMG supports the determination that existing aging management
practices are satisfactory for fulfilling license renewal requirements and meeting review
conditions stated in the draft version of NUREG-1299, "Standard Review Plan for the Review
of License Renewal Applications for Nuclear Power Plants."{2.3] Components included in
the classification of "important to license renewal” are identified, and stressors, aging
mechanisms, and failure modes for these components are defined. Furthermore, this AMG states

* See list of definitions for aging terminology used in this report.
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the type of existing practices that are acceptable for the management of aging as well as areas
requiring further plant-specific evaluation. Exemptions and requests for relief (pursuant to 10
CFR 50.12 and 10 CFR 50.55a, respectively) were not considered under this AMG because these
areas are plant-specific in nature and therefore must be considered on a plant-by-plant basis.

This report will evaluate motor control centers with respect to the requirements of 10 CFR
54.21 and will provide a discussion of the types of MCCs important to license renewal and the
age-related degradation affecting components and subcomponents of this equipment. The
following sections detail the analysis leading to the determination of age-related degradation and
the means necessary to address it.

2.5 Method Used to Define Components Important to License Renewal

To determine the MCCs covered by license renewal requirements, the definition of SSCs
important to license renewal[2.1] must be evaluated. The current definition of SSCs important
to license renewal includes:

1. Safety-related SSCs, which are those relied upon to remain functional during and
following design basis events to ensure:

(i)  The integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary;

(i) The capability to shut down the reactor and maintain it in a safe shutdown
condition; or

(iii) The capability to prevent the consequences of accidents that could result in
potential offsite exposure comparable to the 10 CFR Part 100 guidelines.

2. All non-safety-related SSCs whose failure could directly prevent satisfactory
accomplishment of any of the required functions identified in paragraphs (1) (i), (ii),
or (iii) of this definition.

3. All SSCs relied on in safety analyses or plant evaluations to demonstrate compliance
with the Commission’s regulations for fire protection (10 CFR 50.48), environmental
qualification (10 CFR 50.49), pressurized thermal shock (10 CFR 50.61), anticipated
transients without scram (10 CFR 50.62), and station blackout (10 CFR 50.63).

4. All SSCs subject to operability requirements contained in the facility’s Technical
Specifications’ Limiting Conditions for Operation.

The evaluation of this definition with respect to MCCs and the components determined
to be important to license renewal is given in Section 3.1.

2.6 Method Used to Define Aging Mechanisms Assessed in This Study

To define the aging mechanisms assessed in this study, a two-part evaluation was
performed. First, the effects of stressors, such as temperature, humidity, voltage, operating
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cycles, and radiation, on equipment operation were determined. The aging mechanisms
associated with those stresses that cause degradation were then determined. This evaluation is
contained in Section 4.1.

Second, industry-wide operating experience (particularly that reported in U.S. NRC LERs;
‘nformation Notices, Bulletins, and Circulars; and the NPRDS data) was examined. A review
of the NRC Information !otices, Bulletins, and Circulars was conducted to identify age-related
failures. The aging mechanisms associated with reported age-related failures were then
determined. Events described in the NPRDS data and LERs were then anaiyzed for age-related
deterioration and failures to identify the numoers of particular types of failures. The aging
mechanisms associated with these failures were then determined. This review of industry-wide
operating experience is contained in Section 3.6 of this guideline.

This multi-source analysis (i.e., using data from NPRDS and NRC documentation in
conjunction with other industry studies) provides a descriptive characterization of equipment
aging by using actual plant and vendor data to substantiate and refine those aging mechanisms
postulated to occur because of stressors.

After a list of all possible aging mechanisms was developed, the significance of each
aging mechanism was determined. Those aging mechanisms that were confirmed by operating
or overhaul experience, had a high probability of occurrence, or would result in a loss of
functionality having a large impact on equipment operation were designated as significant aging
mechanisms Those aging mechanisms designated as significant are discussed in Section 4.2.1.
The remaining aging mechanisms were then reviewed to determine if:

1. They were fully controlled by current preventive maintenance programs, and
2. Sufficient time had passed for the effects of the aging mechanism to be identified.

Items not prevented by current preventive maintenance programs but that had not had time
for the effects to become detectable (by standard detection means) were deemed to be significant.
Those remaining aging mechanisms that had sufficient time to be recognizable but had not
occurred were designated non-significant and are discussed in Section 4.2.2. The aging
mechanisms that are not addressed by current maintenance programs are discussed in Section
5.4.2. Effective management options for these aging mechanisms are identified in Section 6.1.

It should be noted that aging mechanisms and their associated degradations were not
categorized either as occurring in the current license period or as being unique to license
renewal. Aging as a whole is covered in this document. There is no generically applicable
methodology that has been agreed upon for identifying those age-related degradation mechanisms
that are unique to license renewal. Therefore, the approach herein identifies those techniques that
manage aging mechanisms to preclude adverse effects during the current and license renewal
periods. Because the age-related degradation unique to license renewal screen was not used, the
scope of components important to license renewal in this AMG may be significantly larger than
if the screen were used.
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To provide a basis for the discussions of stressors, aging mechanisms, and failure modes,
Section 3 describes MCCs that are in common use in the nuclear industry. Appendix A provides
definitions of aging terminology used in this report.

2.7 References

2.1 10 CFR 54.3, "Requirements for Renewal of Operating Licenses for Nuclear
Power Plants — Definitions," Federal Register, Vol. 56, No. 240, December
13, 1991, pp. 64976-64977.

2.2 10 CFR 54.21, "Requirements for Renewal of Operating Licenses for Nuclear
Power Plants — Contents of Application — Technical Information," Federal
Register, Vol. 56, No. 240, December 13, 1991, p. 64978.

2.3 NUREG-1299, "Standard Review Plan for the Review of License Renewal
Applications for Nuclear Power Plants," U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission;
Draft Report for Comment, November 1790,
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3. EQUIPMENT/COMPONENTS EVALUATED

3.1 Results of Methodology Used to Select Components important to License
Renewal

For each plant entering license renewal, an assessment must be performed to identify
MCCs that are important to license renewal. Per Paragraph | of the definition of license renewal
provided in Section 2.5, all MCCs deemed safety related are important to license renewal.
Paragraph 2 of the definition generally would not bring additional motor control centers into the
scope of important to license renewal, whereas Paragraph 3 may by virtue of station blackout
equipment requirements. More MCCs may be added to the list based on any Limiting Conditions
for Operation (LCOs) existing in the Technical Specifications (see Paragraph 4 of the
definition).[3.1] Reference 3.1 is representative of similar references.[3.2, 3.3, 3.4,
3.5, 3.6,3.7, 3.8, 3.9]

3.2 Listing of Components Evaluated

Each MCC component determined to be important to license renewal in Section 3.1 must
be evaluated to determine if it could degrade during the license renewal period.

The following components are common to MCCs (although not all MCCs contain all of
these components):

Motor control center structural components
(including metal housing, bus structure, terminals, and disconnects)

Circuit breakers (molded case)

Magnetic contactors/starters

Control, timing, and general purpose relays

Control transformers

Thermal overload devices

Terminal blocks

Control wiring

Fuses/fuse holders

Switches

All of these components are described further in Section 3.4. Only control wiring
contained within the MCC housing is included in the evaluation of MCC components. The
control and power cabling connecting the MCC to other equipment is not within the scope of this
document (see Section 3.3).

3.3 Boundaries of Components Addressed in This Study

The scope of this study is limited to MCCs, both ac and dc powered units, that contain
a number of motor starters and other auxiliary devices. The study concentrates on MCCs in the
600-Vac and 250/125-Vdc classes, which typically supply single-phase, three-phase, and direct

current motors ranging from fractional power ratings up through non-reversing motors rated at
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149 kW [200 hp]. The mechanical boundaries include the steel cabinets housing the starter units
(and other components) and the interconnecting devices between all vertical cabinets constituting

the MCC.

The power feed to the MCC cabinet, the load components (e.g., motor, motor operated

valves, or transformers), and the power supply cables outside of the MCC are not within scope;
however, the power cables within the wire troughs and channels of the MCC are within scope.

The overall boundary for components discussed in this document shall be the MCC itself,
all components within the structural confines of an MCC are within scope. On a component
basis, the following boundaries are set:

Structural Components — includes all structural components of the MCC including
the metal housing, horizontal and vertical buses, stab disconnects, and removable
buckets.

Molded-Case Circuit Breakers — includes the physical case of the breaker and
internal subcomponents; also includes external electrical connections that are
physically part of the breaker, as well as the external (cabinet mounted) breaker
operating handle and related linkage.

Magnetic Starter/Contactor — includes contactor and starter subcomponents including
the main contactor, interlock mechanism, and auxiliary contacts, as well as any other
electrical connections that are part of the starter/contactor assembly itself.

Thermal Overload — includes typical stand-alone thermal overload units used for
protecting motor circuits from overloads.

Relays — limited to timing or control relays that are part of MCCs and that arc
mounted within the confines of the MCC.

Control Transformer — limited to the physical transformer used to step down line
voltages for control functions within MCCs.

Terminal Blocks — includes the base, cover (as applicable), and electrical terminals/
hardware.

Control Wiring - includes control wiring between components within the bucket
structure as well as main power wiring from the MCC bus structure to the motor
starter in the bucket structure.

Fuses/Fuse Holders — includes the fuse, fuse holder assembly, as well as any
associated electrical connections or indicating devices.

10. Switches — includes any locally mounted switches and their electrical connections.
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3.4 Description of Components Evaluated

A motor control center is defined by IEEE Standard 649 as a floor-mounted assembly of
one or morz enclosed vertical sections having a common horizontal power bus and principally
containing combination motor starter units. These units are mounted one above the other in
vertical sections. The sections may incorporate vertical buses connected to the common power
bus, thus extending the common power supply to the individual units. Units may also connect
directly to the common power bus by suitable connections.[3.10]

Each MCC is complete and installed as a unit. Typically, electrical load centers,
switchgear, power transformers, and other electrical power and control equipment are grouped
in centralized areas of the plant. Because a typical nuclear plant may contain more than 1000
motors with voltage ratings of 600 volts or lower, 40 or more MCCs may be installed throughout
the plant. In addition to motors, these centers provide controls for other electrical equipment,
including inverters, lighting, and auxiliary devices. Spare cubicles are generally inciuded within
a given MCC to allow for future equipment additions or expansion.

MCCs are low-voltage (600 volts or less) controllers whose functions are to control and
protect plant loads. MCCs are used in a wide spectrum of applications, including pumps, fans,
and motor-operated valves. The controller may also provide supplementary functions, such as
operation at multiple speeds, reversing motor direction, or reducing levels of current/motor
torque. MCCs can also provide control for auxiliary equipment such as brakes, clutches,
distribution power panels, welding receptacles, solenoids, and space heaters. Although a motor
coatroller :s typically used to control a single motor, groups of motors can also be controlled.
A basic description of each of the MCC components listed in Section 3.2 follows.

Motor control centers are defined in NEMA Standard ICS 2-1983, Section 322[3.11]
based on their class as follows:

I. Class 1 - Class I motor control centers consist of a mechanical grouping of
combination motor control, feeder tap assemblies, and other units arranged in a
convenient assembly. They include connections from the common horizontal power
bus. They do not include interwiring or interlocking between units or to remote
devices and do not include system engineering.

to

Class IT - Class II motor control centers consist of a grouping of combination motor
control, feeder tap assemblies, and other units designed to form a complete control
system. They include electrical interlocking and interwiring between units and to
remote devices, including connection to the common power bus.

Within each class of MCC, several distinct types are manufactured; these types can
generally be differentiated based on their individual features. For example, terminal boards and/
or wiring may or may not be provided depending upon the Type (A. B, or C) of Class |
MCC[3.12] procured. Figure 3-1 shows a typical motor control center.
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. Bottom Front Plate

. Va Turn Latch Assembly
. Door Interiock

. Unit Support Bracket

. Vertical Bus Bar

. Vertical “U" Channel

. Vertical Bus Brace

. Diagram Pocket

. Lifting Eye Bolt

. Heater Coil Selection Table
. Instruction Manual

. Horizonta! Bus Support
. Horizontal Bus

Figure 3-1.

NOMENCLATURE
14. Roof Plate 27. Bottom Side Cover Plate
15. Top Front Plate 28. Bottom Plates
16. Horizontal Bus Barrier 29. Wire Harness Clamp
17. Litting Bracket 30. Ground Bus
18. Terminal Biock and Channel 31. Front Sill

19. Top Side Cover Plate

20. Vertical Door Strip

21. Right Hand Side Frame

22. Stab Hole Cover

23. Horizontal Cross Channel (16" or 20")
24, Vertical Wireway Door

25. Stab-In Opening

26. Vertical Bus Cover

Typical Motor Control Center (MCC).{3.13]
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3.4.1 Description of Predominant Types of Equipment in Grouping

3.4.1.1 Motor Control Center Structural Components (Including Metal Housing,
Bus Structure, Terminals, and Disconnects)

An MCC is a group of combination starters, controllers, and protective devices mounted
in free-standing cubicles. Vertical cubicles can be joined together and electrically connected to
form a continuous assembly. A common horizontal bus runs throughout the top of cach section.
Each section has a separate vertical bus to which the control units and other components are
connected. Individual "control units" are housed in separate metal, enclosed compartments, each
with its own door. Seismic braces and bolts can be used to stiffen the sections and overall
structure.

The typical vertical section of an MCC enclosure is 229 cm [90 inches] high, 51 cm [20
inches] wide, and 36 to 51 ¢m [14 to 20 inches] deep. Individual control units vary in height,
depending on size. Generally, they are standard depth, permitting front only or back-to-back
arrangement of units in the 51-cm- [20-inch-] deep section. Each vertical section typically has
approximately 183 c¢m [72 inches] of control unit mounting space, enabling the use of up to six
NEMA size | combination starter units. Sections are fabricated from sheet steel, shaped, and
reinforced to form a rigid enclosed structure in single or multiple section lineups.

Power is typically distributed in an MCC through a system of horizontal and vertical
buses. A main horizontal bus is generally located at the top of the section and carries power
from the source to the MCC. The main horizontal bus may be secured to fiberglass-reinforced
plastic bus supports by carriage bolts that are, in turn, secured to the top horizontal channel and
a horizontal angle bar used specifically for locating the main bus. The bus supports are typically
non-creeping and/or non-hygroscopic and comply with appropriate industry flammability
standards.

The vertical bus assembly is often a "sandwich" of a combination of organic materials
(such as polyester and fiberglass) enclosing the three-phase bus work. This assembly is usually
held together using threaded fasteners, and may have steel banding (when required for higher
levels of short-circuit withstand capability). The assembly is bolted to plates on each side, and
the vertical bus/plate assembly is riveted or bolted to the enclosure side channels for support.
The vertical bus is also usually bolted to the main bus. The ground bus and neutral bus, when
required, are generally installed at the bottom of the enclosure in the horizontal wireway or
trough. Space heaters can be installed in this area when required by the individual application.

Power is usually distributed from the horizontal bus to one or more vertical buses, one
per MCC section, for use by each motor control module. The vertical bus may be sized to carry
varying currents, depending on the application (usually 300 to 600 amperes), and is attached to
the main horizontal bus. Main horizontal bus bars are typically sized for currents ranging from
600 to 2000 amperes. Horizontal and vertical bus bars are generally made of tin-plated
aluminum or copper (with copper being used in nuclear plant applications).

To isolate the buses from the wiring compartments, doors can be provided in small
channel guides in front of the bus work or around the wire channels. The vertical wireway is
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covered by hinged doors and is adjacent to each vertical unit compartment. It provides space for
control and load wiring from individual units to the horizontal wireway and outg>ing conduit or
cable trays. This wireway can be common to the components on either side of the compartment
or may service only a specific vertical line of compartments. The wireways are typically free
of energized electrical equipment and are provided with cable tie straps for supporting wire
bundles and cables.

As indicated above, MCC units contain motor control and distribution components. Each
unit generally consists of a "C" shaped case with upper and lower barrier plates and a component
mounting panel. The upper and lower barrier plates are the means of isolating the cubicle from
units mounted directly above and below in the structure. These barrier plates also provide the
mounting tabs for unit support brackets, latches, and lifting handles for unic removal. These
assemblies (commonly referred to as "buckets") can be removed from and reinstalled into the
MCC enclosure with minimal difficulty. The component mounting panel carries the motor
starter, distribution, and other electrical components. The mounting panels generally vary in
height from 30.5 to 182.9 cm [12 to 72 inches], depending upon the load the unit is servicing.

The component mounting panels are also equipped with stabs that engage the vertical bus
bar (i.e., the starter unit has self-aligning stabs on the rear of each pan unit). The stabs are
usually made from hard, tempered copper alloy and provide multi-point contact when engaged
onto the vertical bus. In addition, they are designed to increase contact pressure on the vertical
bus during a high current surge. Stabs provide the MCC with disconnect capability, which
facilitates maintenance and component removal. The insulator material, a molded glass-
reinforced resin, is used for its high dielectric and impact strengths, tracking resistance, and low
moisture absorption.

Mechanical interlocks may also be provided within the MCC to ensure that only the
circuit breaker with the correct voltage, current, and interrupting ratings for the MCC is inserted
into the MCC compartment. Typical MCC safety and interlocking features include:

1. Unit doors cannot be closed unless the unit is fully inserted.

2. A test position is provided for the unit supported in the structure but disengaged from
the bus. Padlocking is possible in this position.

3. Handles are provided on both top and bottom barrier plates to facilitate unit handling.

4. Doors are equipped with a mechanical interlock to prevent the door from being
inadvertently opened when the unit is energized.

[3.12, 3.14, 3.15, 3.16, 3.17, 3.18, 3.19, 3.20, 3.21, 3.22,
3.23)

3.4.1.2 Molded-Case Circuit Breakers

A circuit breaker is defined in NEMA standards as a device designed to open and close
a circuit by non-automatic means, and to open the circuit automatically on a pre-determined
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overcurrent, without damage to itself, when properly applied within its rating.[3.24, 3.25]
The circuit breakers installed in MCCs are of the molded-case type. Molded-case circuit breakers
(MCCBs) are low-voltage circuit breakers assembled as an integral unit into an enclosed housing
of molded insulating materials. MCCBs protect connected equipment (in low-voltage distribution
systems) against fault current and overload in certain applications. Figure 3-2 shows a typical
MCCB and its internal components,

MCCBs can perform two functions: (1) a manual switching operation to open and close
a circuit by means of a toggle handle and (2) an automatic opening of the circuit under sustained
short-circuit or overload conditions.

The primary components in an MCCB are as follows:

Molded Case (Frame)

The function of the molded case is to provide an insulated housing and structural support
to all of the circuit components and to ensure that the circuit breaker can withstand and interrupt
an electrical fault. The cases are typically molded from phenolic or glass polyester material that
combines ruggedness and high dielectric strength in a compact design. The case must be strong
enough to withstand mechanical forces caused by fault currents, thermal stresses produced during
normal operation and fault current interruption, and internal pressure caused by gases produced
during arcing.

For a given manufacturer, each different size and type of molded cases is assigned a
frame designation to facilitate identification. For example, frames are identified by letters such
as EB, JB, or LB. This frame identification refers to a number of important characteristics of
the breaker, including the maximum allowable voltage and current, interrupting capacity, and the
physical dimensions of the molded case. Each breaker manufacturer uses a somewhat different
identification system because of differences in the breaker’s physical characteristics. For
example, a 400-ampere, 600-volt breaker supplied {rom two different manufacturers may have
different physical dimensions and interrupting capacity.

Operating Mechanism

The operating mechanism provides a means of manually opening and closing the breaker
contacts. During closing, the operating mechanism charges a spring that later provides the
necessary force for quick opening of the main contacts, initiated either manually or by an
automatic trip. The operating mechanism contains an external breaker handle whose position
indicates the contact status: closed (ON), open (OFF), and tripped. The breaker is in the tripped
condition when the handle is approximately midway between ON and OFF. MCCBs are
designed trip-free, meaning the breaker will trip under overload or short-circuit conditions even
if the breaker handle is held in the ON position. To restore service after the breaker trips, the
breaker handle must first be moved from the tripped position to OFF (to reset the mechanism),
and then to ON. Some MCCBs include a push-to-trip mechanism (in addition to the operating
handle) that provides a manual means of tripping the circuit breaker. When the push-to-trip
button is pressed, a plunger rotates the trip bar, causing the breaker to trip.
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Molded Case (Frame)

Operating Mechanism

Arc Extinguishers

Terminal Connectors
Contacts

Trip Bar

Figure 3-2. Molded-Case Circuit Breaker (MCCB) and Internals.[3.26]
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Many MCC breakers are also equipped with external operating handles (and linkages):
these allow operation of the breaker by means of some device mounted externally on the MCC
(such as a rotary handle). These devices simply translate the rotary motion imparted to the
external handle into linear force on the MCCB handle (described in the preceding paragraph) and
allow operation of the MCCB as a switch without opening the MCC cubicle door.

Breaker Contacts

The breaker contacts function to physically make or break the power circuit.  During
normal operations, they are closed and allow current to flow. Under faulted or overload
conditions, they open to provide current interruption. Typically, the contacts are opened by
spring force, and are equipped with a toggle mechanism that causes the contacts to make and
break quickly. Hence, the speed with which the contacts open or close is independent of the
speed at which the breaker handle is operated.

The contacts play a critical role in the design of a breaker. In the closed position, the
contacts must have a low resistance, allowing current to be conducted without overheating or
excessive voltage drop. When the contacts are opened, an electrical arc forms and the contacts
must withstand these electrical arcs. An ideal contact has a low resistance when closed, high
immunity to damage by arcs, and high structural strength to withstand the mechanical impact of
closing. A significant objective of breaker design is the protection of the surfaces of the contacts
from erosion caused by arcing and damage caused by mechanical operation. The closing
operation should also cause a wiping/cleaning action as the contacts meet; this helps clean the
contacts and maintain low contact resistance.

Arc Extinguishers

Arc extinguishers redirect and quench arcs formed between breaker contacts during current
interruption. The basic arc extinguishing mechanism consists of an arc-chute. Arc extinguishers
are designed to channel the arc away from the mating surface of the contacts and into the arc-
chute, where it is safely extinguished, preventing contact damage. The ability of the arc-chute
to contain the arc being dissipated greatly reduces the possibility of a phase-to-phase or phase-to-
ground fault, especially under the extreme conditions resulting from fault current interruption.

The arc extinguisher consists of closely spaced steel plates that are insulated from one
another and function to cool and dissipate the arc and allow gas to deionize. The breaker contact
surfaces arc usually made of an alloy of a high conductivity material, such as silver or tungsten,
which is resistant to damage by the high temperatures that may accompany an arc. Upon the
opening of the breaker contacts, the air space between the contact faces is ionized, and current
(the arc) continues flowing. The arc current then produces a localized magnetic field that pulls
the arc into the steel plates where it is divided and cooled.

Two naturally occurring phenomena, the thermal effect and the presence of a magnetic
field, aid 1n current interruption. The thermal effect, which occurs because of the higher local
temperatures of the arc, refers to the establishment of an upward air flow through the arc-chute.
As the warm, ionized air around the arc rises, it is replaced by cooler air flow through the arc-
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chute., This cool, un-ionized air helps to cool and weaken the arc and move it into the arc-
chute.[3.27]

Trip Elements

Trip elements function to automatically trip the circuit breaker in the event of circuit
overloads, component short circuits, or ground faults. Current interruption is accomplished using
either a thermal (bimetallic), magnetic (electromagnet), thermal-magnetic (a combination of both
thermal and magnetic), hydraulic-magnetic, or solid-state device.

Thermal trip or time delay trip protection opens the breaker in the event of sustained
overcurrent conditions. The trip action is achieved through the use of a bimetallic device,
through which current flows. The temperature of the bimetallic trip device increases proportional
to the level of current flowing through the circuit breaker. As the current increases, the different
thermal expansion coefficients of the constituent metals cause the bimetallic strip to bend until
it strikes the trip latch. By virtue of the fact that the temperature change of the metals does not
occur instantaneously, a time delay between the increased current and breaker trip exists. This
time delay is inversely proportional to the current passing through the circuit breaker. Therefore,
the trip device will not react to current transients of relatively short duration.

Although thermal overload protection may be associated with MCCBs in some
applications, the majority of MCCs use separate thermal overload devices to protect against
overload conditions. The principle behind these devices is described in Section 3.4.1.4.

Magnetic trips (also known as instantaneous trips) are actuated without any appreciable
time delay. They function in the event of a large current caused by short circuit or fault. When
a short circuit occurs, the fault current passing through the circuit breaker generates a magnetic
field that attracts the magnetic trip device, thus actuating the breaker trip latch. This process
typicaliy occurs within one cycle of the electrical power source and, thus, is considered
instantaneous.

Magnetic trip elements, depending on the breaker type and frame size, are either fixed or
adjustable. For example, most thermal-magnetic breakers on MCCBs rated 250 amperes and
above have adjustable magnetic trips. Adjustable magnetic trips are calibrated at the factory for
a specific range. Adjustment knobs located on the front of the trip unit can be used to set the
breaker to specific requirements. The adjustment typically varies the size of the air gap between
the magnetic trip coil and the armature; this gap, in turn, determines the magnetic trip current
setting of the breaker.

Molded-case circuit breakers containing only an instantancous overcurrent trip unit are
sometimes used in conjunction with thermal overload units for motor circuit protection.  This
type of MCCB is often referred to as a motor circuit protector (MCP).

Thermal-magnetic trip devices are simply a combination of the thermal and magnetic
devices described in the preceding paragraphs; these devices provide the benefits of both types
of elements in one unit. Thermal-magnetic breakers can be used to provide overload and short
circuit protection for non-motor branch circuits,
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Hydraulic-magnetic devices generally use a solenoid coil surrounding a movable magnetic
core that travels through a liquid fill; during normal operation, the magnetic flux produced by
the coil is insufficient to move the core (because of a retarding spring).  During overload or
overcurrent conditions, however, the flux overcomes the spring force and moves the core at a
speed controlled by the liquid (thereby inducing a time delay in the trip). When the core moves
a sufficient distance, an armature piece is attracted to the core and the breaker trips.  In some
models, the time delay is removed, thereby producing an instantancous trip.[3.28]

Solid-state (or electronic) devices differ considerably from the thermal/magnetic trip units
in that no bimetallic strip or direct electromagnet is used to accomplish the trip function. Instead,
a current transformer is generally used to sense the current through the breaker, and this
transformer develops a signal proportional to the current level, which is then fed to a solid-state
control unit that interprets the signal and produces an output signal depending on the required
response. This output signal is then fed to an actuating device (such as a trip coil or solenoid)
to accomplish the desired function. Typically, solid-state trip units such as this are inherently
more accurate than their thermal or magnetic counterparts (approximately £5% as opposed to £20
to 25% for the thermal/magnetic units). Trip point stability (e.g., lack of drift) is also enhanced
on the solid-state devices. Figure 3-3 shows a typical solid-state MCCB.

Some MCCBs (generally older models) are equipped with current-limiting fuses; these
fuses provide high fault current protection similar to that of the magnetic trip unit described
above. As with other multi-phase fuse applications, however, current-limiting fuses can not be
reset (i.c., must be replaced after fuse failure) and are susceptible to single-phasing.

The major vendors of circuit breakers typically offer several different breaker frame sizes,
cach applicable to a particular range of operating current. Tripping devices with varying settings
are then used within a frame size to provide flexibility. The standard thermal-magnetic circuit
breaker used in non-motor applications has a non-adjustable short circuit magnetic trip. In
contrast, magnetic-only circuit breakers designed for motor circuit applications are generally
provided with adjustable short circuit magnetic trips allowing for accurately controlled short
circuit protection.

Auxiliary Devices

Other devices often associated with the MCCB include the shunt trip device (coil) and
the auxiliary contact mechanism. The shunt trip device is used to trip one or more MCCBs on
command {rom a remote operating switch or button.  This device is composed of a coil-type
solenoid that actuates a portion of the internal breaker trip mechanism upon movement of the
solenoid plunger. Auxiliary contacts (or switches) are used to provide remote indication, alarm,
control, and interlocking functions; most auxiliary contact units are configured as cither an "A”
contact (contact open when breaker open or tripped), "B" contact (contact closed when breaker
is open or tripped), or both (multiple contacts in one unit).[3.12, 3.24, 3.25, 3.26, 3.27, 3.28,
3,29, 3.30, 3.31, 3.32, 3.33, 3.34, 3.35, 3.36, 3.37, 3.38,
3.39]
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Figure 3-3. Solid-State MCCB.[3.26]
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3.4.1.3 Magnetic Contactor/Starter

The terms "magnetic contactors” and "starter” are generally used interchangeably to
describe devices used to provide power to and control of connected loads.  The contactor
provides the function of starting and stopping its load through a set of movable power contacts.
A starter combines the functions of the contactor and thermal overload relays. Thermal overload
devices are discussed in further detail in Section 3.4.1.4. Contactors, by themselves, are normally
used for hign current, non-motor loads where overload protection is not required.  Starters, in
contrast, are generally used for motor loads where overload protection is desired and not
otherwise furnished by a separate device. Figure 3-4 shows a typical motor starter assembly,

A typical motor starter is connected between the power supply from a load center and the
motor being controlled and protected.  Figure 3-5 provides a wiring diagram of a single motor
control unit.  The complexity of the arrangement described increases as functions such as
reversibility and speed control are added.

There are two basic categories of motor starters: manual and magnetic.  The primary
difference between a manual starter and a magnetic starter is the use of an electromagnet in the
magnetic starter. In the magnetic starter, current flowing in the coil of the electromagnet induces
a magnetic field that interacts with another ferro-magnetic material serving as an armature, or
moving component. The armature is mechanically connected to a set of contacts such that when
the armature is attracted to the magnet the contacts close to start the motor load. When the coil
has been energized, and the armature has moved to the closed position, the controller is said to
be "picked up.” The manual starter, in contrast, uses some external manual force (such as that
from a pushbutton) to close the contacts. In both types of starter, a "seal-in” circuit maintains
the coil energized (and thus the contacts closed) after release of the actuating device (i.c.,
electromagnet or pushbutton). Manual starters are rarely used in MCCs and are generally not
used in safety-related applications.

An important subcomponent of the magnet armature assembly in an alternating-current
(ac) contactor is the shading coil. A shading coil is a single turn of conducting material
(generally copper or aluminum) mounted on the face of the magnet assembly or armature. An
alternating magnetic flux is produced in an ac contactor or relay; this occurs as the current
applied to the coil varies in magnitude from zero to its maximum value.  As the current
approaches zero, the magnetic pull generated on the armature is reduced accordingly, and the
armature will tend to open.  As the magnitude of the current again increases, the force on the
armature increases. This operation causes a characteristic humming noise in an ac device. With
the presence of a shading coil, the alternating main magnetic flux will induce a current in the
shading coil; this current sets up an auxiliary magnetic flux that is out of phase from the main
flux. The auxiliary flux produces a magnetic force that is out of phase from the force produced
by the main flux: this torce helps keep the contacts engaged when the main flux falls to zero.
Direct-current (de) coils are not subject to a zero current condition; hence, de devices do not
exhibit the phenomenon described above, and do not need shading coils.
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CONTACTOR
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Figure 3-4. Typical Motor Starter (with Integral Overload Relay).[3.37]
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Figure 3-5. Typical Wiring Diagram of Motor Controller.
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Power circuit contacts are used to supply and interrupt power to the motor load. The
starter must be capable of carrying the full load current without exceeding the design temperature
rise, as well as making and interrupting the motor circuit under locked rotor conditions. The
physical characteristics of the starter (including its current carrying and interrupting capability)
determine its NEMA size classification.

There are two types of contactors frequently used in motor starter design, the bell crank
type and the horizontal action type. Both types operate on similar principles, using a magnet and
coil arrangement to effect the closure of the contacts. The bell crank armature and magnet
contactor assembly is unique in that it is designed to have a lower seal-in voltage than pick-up
voltage, thus extending contact life and reducing contact damage under abnormal operating
conditions. Simplified bell crank and horizontal action contactors are shown below in Figures
3-6 and 3-7, respectively.

The contactor coil consists of turns of insulated copper wire wound on a spool and
protected by an epoxy molding. A ferrous armature (core) is acted upon by the coil; when the
contactor is in the open position, an air gap exists between the armature and the coil assembly.
Because of this air gap, the impedance of the coil is relatively low so that when the coils are
energized a fairly high current is drawn. As the armature moves closer to the coil assembly, the
air gap is reduced (and with it, the coil current), until the armature has reached the limit of its
travel. The current generated during the initial inrush is approximately 6 to 10 times the current
experienced with the armature at its travel limit. This ratio varies with differences in design.
After the controller has been energized for some time, the coil will become hot. This will cause
the coil current to fall to approximately 80% of its value when cold because of the increased
resistance of the heated coil wire.

Magnet
Contacts

Coil

Armature

Figure 3-6. Bell Crank Type Magnetic Contactor,
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Figure 3-7. Horizontal Action Type Magnetic Contactor.

In addition, the changing magnetic fluxes produced by alternating currents induce
electromagnetic forces in the ferrous core that, in turn, produce eddy currents that circulate in the
core. Eddy current losses and heating effects are reduced by laminating the magnetic assembly
and armature. The faces of the armature and the magnet assembly generally have very close
tolerances to provide the maximum force to close the contacts and help ensure quiet operation.
[3.12, 3.29, 3.36, 2.37, 3.39, 3.40, 3.41, 3.42, 3.43, 3.44, 3.45, 3.46]

3.4.1.4 Thermal Overlioad Relays

A large portion of MCCs serve motor loads used in various plant systems. A majority
of these motor loads have separate overload devices for protection of the individual motors from
currents in excess of the rated current. In general, there are two types of overcurrent conditions
against which the MCC is designed to protect: electrical faults and overload currents. Electrical
faults are characterized by nearly instantaneous increases in current, usually to extremely high
levels. As discussed in Section 3.4.1.2 above, these transients are expected to be terminated by
the MCCB. Overload conditions, in contrast, are characterized by currents much closer to (yet
still above) the design maximum rating of the connected load that potentially could exist for
extended periods of time. Protective devices used to mitigate the effects of an overload condition
must not trip upon the inrush starting current of the load: for a motor, these currents can be many
times the normal full-load running current and last several seconds.[3.12] At the same time, the
device must provide protection for small overloads (slightly above full load current) lasting for
a lengthy period. Thermal overload devices ("thermal overloads™) arc designed to satisty these
requirements.  Figure 3-4 shows a typical thermal overload relay/motor starter arrangement.

Overload relays can withstand repeated trip and reset cycles, and possess the desirable
trait of an inverse time characteristic (i.e., higher current results in a shorter time to trip) that
allows them to perform the required function of a thermal overload device. The majority of
overload relays in use today incorporate thermal devices that rely on the heat generated by the
current passing through the circuit during an overcurrent condition to trip.
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Overload relay characteristics closely resemble those of the motor heating curve: line
current drawn by the load will be directly proportional to the heat dissipated by the heater
elemsnt in the overload relay. The overload relay trip is designed to disconnect the motor from
its line source just before motor overheating occurs for all values of load current.  In magnetic
starters, an overload opens a set of contacts within the overload device itself. These contacts are
wired in series with the starter coil in the control circuit of the magnetic starter. Breaking the
coil circuit causes the starter contacts to open. disconnecting the motor from the line. In a
manual starter. an overload generally trips a mechanical latch that causes the starter contact to
open, discennecting the motor from the line. Increasing overload current results in shortening
the time until the overload relay trips: this is characteristic of an inverse time delay.

Thermal overload relays can be classified as either melting-alloy or bimetallic. Magnetic
overload relays operate only in response to the increased magnetic field generated during current
excesses, and are not significantly affected by temperature.  These magnetic devices are not as
common as the melting-alloy or bimetallic thermal overload relays. Melting-alloy, bimetallic,
and magnetic overload relays are discussed individually in the following paragraphs.

Melting-Alloy Thermal Overload Relay

Melting-alloy thermal overload relays, also referred to as solder pot relays, consist of a
heater element. eutectic alloy. allov pot. ratchet wheel, pawl, spring, and contacts (see Figure
3-8).[3.12] The line current drawn by the load is directly proportional to the heat dissipated by
the heater and acting upon the eutectic alloy. The spring-loaded pawl is held in place by the
ratchet wheel securing the pawl and keeping the contacts shut. The shaft of the ratchet wheel
is normally secured by the sohidified eutectic alloy, and the contacts remain in a closed position.
Should the current drawn by the motor become excessive for a sufficient period of time, the heat
dissipated by the heater will melt the eutectic alloy, allowing the ratchet wheel to rotate. The
spring-loaded pawl is then free to move. allowing the contacts to open, which, in turn, de-
cnergizes the control circuit and the starter.  When the allov has cooled and subsequently
hardened. the unit can be manually reset.

Thermal Relay Unit

o c?%/jfl O

To Motor
M ”““
— Sy
To Magnet Coil

Figure 3-8, Melting Alloy Thermal Overload Relay.
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Bimetallic Thermal Overload Relay

Bimetallic relays use a bimetallic strip (as opposed to a eutectic alloy) to sense heat as
current is increased. Figure 3-9 illustrates the operating principle of a bimetallic overload relay.
The bimetallic strip is designed to flex a predetermined amount at a specific temperature because
of the use of two metals with differing thermal expansion coefficients. The temperature is chosen
as the temperature corresponding to the point at which the motor must be disconnected from the
line to avoid damage to the motor insulation. When this temperature is reached, the bimetal strip
bends, thereby applying force to the contact mechanism, which, in turn, opens the contacts and
disconnects the motor.

Bimetallic relays offer both advantages and disadvantages when compared with the
melting alloy relays. Bimetallic units have the ability to be converted from manual reset to
automatic reset. The automatic reset feature is not normally desirable, as it most often leaves the
root cause of the problem unsolved. The automatic reset function could potentially allow the
motor to heat up, be disconnected, cool off, and restart repetitively until the motor eventually
fails (assuming no operator intervention). However, the automatic reset does have a place in
protecting a motor that is isolated or where it would be more desirable to allow the motor to
deteriorate rather than immediately lose the function that the motor provides.[3.12]

‘_

Motar Circuit

Bimetal

Heater

Normal Motor

+1—P- Control
[&+—P- Circuit
Contacts

Closed

Motor Circuit

++—7P- Control
[&+—Pp- Circuit
Contacts

Open

Figure 3-9. Bimetallic Thermal Overioad Relay.
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Another desirable feature of bimetallic relays is the ability to adjust the trip point. This
feature allows the trip point to be set from approximately 85% to 115% of the rated trip current.
Most bimetallic overload relays offer the added flexibility of removable, interchangeable heater
elements; this allows for easy changing of the current rating without removing the entire thermal
relay.

Bimetallic thermal elements may be modified so that they automatically compensate for
variations in ambient temperature. Compensation is obtained by using an additional bimetal strip
that counteracts the effect of ambient temperature changes on the overload bimetal. This
temperature compensated trip provides a near constant current rating over a wide range of
temperatures and may be useful in situations where the motor and its associated overload relay
are in different areas of the plant, as is often the case.

Magnetic Overload Relay

The magnetic overload relay does not rely on the heating effects of an overload condition,
but instead makes use of the magnetic field established when a current is carried through a
conductor. A magnetic overload relay generally has a movable magnetic core inside a coil that
carries the motor current. The flux established inside the coil exerts a force that pulls the core
longitudinally with respect to the coil. If the core moves a sufficient distance, it trips a set of
contacts that ultimately disconnect the load. Core movement is slowed by a piston contained in
an oil-filled dashpot; this dashpot acts as a dampener to allow for fluctuations of relatively short
duration without tripping the device. Tripping current is adjusted by changing the core’s position
on a threaded rod, whereas the tripping time is varied by uncovering oil bypass holes in the
piston. Because the magnetic core relay has adjustable trip levels and times, it is sometimes used
to protect motors having long accelerating times or unusual duty cycles. The magnetic overload
relay is similar to magnetic instantaneous trips found in MCCBs except the instantaneous trip
device does not have an oil-filled dashpot.[3.12, 3.29, 3.30, 3.36, 3.37, 3.39, 3.40, 3.41, 3.42,
3.47]

3.4.1.5 Miscellaneous Relays

A relay is an electromagnetic device whose contacts are used in the control circuits of
magnetic starters, contactors, solenoids, timers, and other relays. Figure 3-10 shows a typical
control relay. Relays are mainly used for low-current control applications and function in the
same manner as contactors, with the exception that contactors are for power applications. Relays
are generally used to amplify the contact capability or multiply the switching functions of a
remote switch or sensing device. The following examples illustrate a few of the functions for
which relays may be used within an MCC.

Figures 3-11 and 3-12 demonstrate how a relay amplifies contact capacity. Figure 3-11
represents a current amplification. Relay and starter coil voltages are the same (220 volts), but
the ampere rating of the temperature switch 1s too low to handle the current drawn by the starter
coil (M). A relay 1s interposed between the temperature switch and starter coil. The current
drawn by the relay coil is within the rating of the temperature switch, and the relay contact has
a rating adequate for the current drawn by the starter coil.
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fagure 3-10. Typical Control Relay.[3.37]
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Figure 3-11. Relay Used for Current Amplification.

3-20




AGING MANAGEMENT GUIDELINE FOR MOTOR CONTROL CENTERS

CR
. A~
)
I M oL
s
CR
ao Ll
| Y - 3 phase) 50 HP
| | ase
L2 i 11 :M X : rgotor Motor
3 7

Figure 3-12. Relay Used in Voltage Interface.

Figure 3-12 represents a voltage change for interfacing two different control voltages. A
condition may exist in which the voltage rating of the temperature switch is too low to permit
its direct use in a starter control circuit operating at some higher voltage. In this application, the
coil of the interposing relay and the pilot device are wired to a low-voltage source of power
compatible with the rating of the pilot device. The relay contact, with its higher voltage rating,
is then used to control the operation of the starter.

Figure 3-13 represents another use of relays, which is to multiply the switching functions
of a pilot device with a single or limited number of contacts. In the circuit shown, a single pole
pushbutton contact can, through the use of an interposing 6-pole relay, control the operation of
a number of different loads such as a starter, contactor, solenoid, and timing relay. Relays are
commonly used in complex controllers to provide the logic to set up and initiate the proper
sequencing and control of interrelated operations.

Relays used in MCC applications may fulfill a variety of different functions, such as
timing or load control. They differ in voltage ratings (150, 300, or 600 volts, for example), basic
configuration, number of contacts, contact convertability, physical size, and in attachments to
provide special functions (such as mechanical latching).[3.12, 3.27, 3.29, 3.30, 3.36, 3.37, 3.39,
3.40, 2,41, 3.48]
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Figure 3-13. Relay Used to Multiply Switching Functions.

3.4.1.6 Control Transformers

In ac MCCs, power for auxiliary functions associated with the control circuits (e.g.,
indicating lamps and solenoids) and other functions (such as contactor energization) may be
obtained from the input line voltage present at the starter or from other sources external to the
MCC. Generally, the use of a control voltage lower than 480 or 600 Vac is advisable. To
generate control power at the reduced voltages, control power transformers are used within the
MCC. The line voltage of the power supplied to the motor determines the required primary
rating of the control power transformer. The secondary of the transformer must be rated to
provide the desired control-circuit voltage and to match the voltage of the contactor operating
coil. In addition, the continuous secondary current rating of the transformer must be sufficient
to sustain both the magnetizing current of the operating coil and the inrush current generated
during initial coil energization. Standard control power transformers have a 120-volt secondary,
which provides a good balance between reliability and safety.  As an industry standard, the
minimum size for control power transformers is generally two and one-half times the contactor
scaled volt/ampere rating.  Usually, the transformers are larger than this to allow for the
flexibility of added auxiliary relays and devices.

Control power transformers may be furnished for each individual starter or, alternatively,
one large control power transformer may provide control power to multiple starters.  Although
both schemes are satisfactory, individual control power transformers provide greater system
reliability. Transformers can be obtained with fused or otherwise protected sccondaries to meet
code requirements on control-circuit overcurrent protection. If a single large control power
transformer fails or a protective fuse blows, the loads served by that unit are accordingly de-
energized. With individual control power transformers, only one starter would be affected by a
single fault.[3.49]

[3.12, 3.29, 3.36, 3.37, 3.39, 3.40, 3.41]
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3.4.1.7 Terminal Blocks

Terminal blocks are often used to organize and simplify connections within an MCC.
Terminal blocks are devices that are mounted in fixed positions inside the MCC where a number
of wire connections must be made. They are typical components found in MCCs even for the
simplest control circuitry.  Terminal blocks simplify the connection of wires from different
components. Because of their fixed position, controlled grouping and routing of wires inside
MCC enclosures is possible.  This orderly layout permits rapid, accurate wire installation and
speeds maintenance and troubleshooting operations.

The common one-piece terminal block usually comes in standard units of 2, 4, 6, 8, or
[2 terminals on a single base. The terminals can be located on a rigid insulating member or
between barriers. The barriers may be open (allowing easy access to the contacts) or closed
(protecting the contacts from external effects). The terminals themselves are made of conducting
material and generally use a post/nut type arrangement for fastening the wire termination to the
terminal. Terminal blocks may also include other optional attachments such as protective covers
and fuse holders.

Another common terminal block configuration uses a sliding metal link (hence the name
sliding link terminal block) that allows easy wire installation and electrical disconnection of the
two posts during testing (thereby avoiding wire removal). A clamp-and-bolt arrangement is used
to form the sliding link between the two posts. Other features are similar to those of the one-
piece terminal blocks described above.

[3.12, 3.29, 3.36, 3.37, 3.39, 3.40, 3.41]
3.4.1.8 Control Wiring

Control wiring is used in MCCs to interconnect various electrical components within the
starter cubicle and MCC structure. Control wiring used in MCCs is primarily routed via troughs
or bundles between terminal blocks, although it may also enter and/or exit the MCC or connect
components directly. Wiring used in MCCs is typically rated at 600 Vac, although control
circuits aund devices usually operate at reduced voltages by virtue of the control power
transformer(s). It may have single- or multi-stranded conductors, and is generally insulated with
a suitable organic material such as ethylene propylene rubber or cross-linked polyethylene.
Control wiring may vary in size and type within a given MCC or even within a given cubicle.
It may also be equipped with varying types of terminations (such as crimped lugs or plug-in style
connectors).

[3.12, 3.29, 3.36, 3.37, 3.39, 3.40, 3.41]
3.4.1.9 Fuses and Fuse Holders

Fuses are among the oldest types of overcurrent protective devices and are used for some
applications instead of MCCBs. Current flowing through the fuse generates heat proportional to
the current: at a specified current, the fusible link (which may exist in a variety of configurations,

such as silver wires or cutectic alloy solder joints) will melt and open the conducting path. This
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fusible link cannot be reset; hence, the affected fuse must be replaced prior to resuming
operation.  Fuses are typically used in units with low current ratings, whercas MCCBs are
preferred on higher current rating circuits.

Fuses are used in MCCs to provide protection of either power or control circuit
components. Power fuses are emploved in the motor power path (one per phase in ac systems)
as protection against overcurrent conditions.  Control fuses, on the other hand, are installed
between the control power source (which may be the control power transformer or some external
source) and the control components; these fuses are designed to protect the control components
from overcurrent conditions. Power fuses usually have substantially higner voltage and current
ratings than control fuses. Current-limiting fuses are sometimes used to protect MCCs from very
high fault current.

It should be noted that circuit breakers have an advantage over fusible elements; a fault
on one pole of a multi-pole breaker actuates a common trip bar that opens all poles
simultaneously, thus avoiding single phasing a motor circuit (as could occur in a fusible device).
Some fuse assemblies, however, may be equipped with an anti-phasing device to eliminate this
problem.

Fuse holders and clips are devices used to support, protect, and clectrically connect the
fuses to the circuit or device being protected.  Fuse holders (sometimes called carriages) are
usually located in conspicuous, casily accessible locations to allow a failed device to be readily
identified and replaced. In addition, many fuse holders will be equipped with visual inspection
ports or indicating lights to alert the operator to the fuse failure. Many different configurations
of fuse holders cxist: some employ simple metal spring clips to allow easy insertion/removal of
the fuse and to ensure proper contact pressure; still others use a cylindrical holder with a screw-
on cap. Contact surfaces may be coated with a conductive, corrosion-resistant plating to preclude
oxidation and corrosion of the surfaces and, thereby, potential interruption of the current path.

[3.12, 3.29, 3.36, 3.37, 3.39, 340, 3.41]
3.4.1.10 Switches

Electrical switches may be used on MCCs for a variety of functions ranging from space
heater control to metering functions. These components come in many different configurations
(c.g., size, ampere rating, number of contacts) based on their function. Generally, the failure of
these components will not preclude the fulfitiment of a required MCC function; hence, they are
considered non-significant.  Switch failures are included in the historical analysis (Section 3.6)
for illustrative purposes.

3.4.2 Discussion of Manufacturers’ Design Differences

There are numerous types of MCCs in existence, many of which are still in commercial
production today. Vendors for MCCs and their components are listed in Section 2.3 of this
guideline. Throughout the nuclear industry, different model lines from the various manufacturers
(such as the GE 7700, ITE 9600, and Westinghouse Type W) have been used, depending upon
the time at which the nuclear facility was constructed.  Furthermore, several different
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configurations of a given MCC may exist, based on the components and options installed and the
loads serviced.  Hence, a potentially large number of component combinations and MCC
configurations are in usc in nuclear plants today.

Despite the significant number of different MCCs/components in use, there is a large
degree of similarity among them. For example, although the external appearance, features (such
as the operating handle or locking devices) and installed components used in these MCCs vary
from one manufacturer to another, their internal construction (buses, terminals, etc.) and structural
design are largely consistent. Additionally, MCC dimeunsions are generally dictated by the size
of the starter and other components used as well as the number and type of loads to be serviced.
Examination of manufacturers’ literature on individual MCC components, such as molded-case
breakers and contactors, shows little variation in principles of operation and materials of
construction. Hence, although substantial variations in MCC configuration and features may
exist, the constituent components and construction techniques appear to be very similar.[3.11,
3.12,3.14, 3.15, 3.16, 3.17, 3.18, 3.19, 3.20, 3.25, 3.28, 3.29, 3.32, 3.33, 3.36, 3.37, 3.38, 3.39,
3.40, 3.41, 3.43, 345, 347]

3.5 Design Requirements: Codes, Standards, and Regulations

3.5.1 Design/Licensing Requirements for Components and Compliance with
Applicable Elements of Standard Review Plan, NUREG-0800

3.5.1.1 Design/Licensing Requirements for Motor Control Centers

The basic requirements for development of electric power distribution systems for nuclear
power plants are contained in General Design Criteria 17 and 18 of Appendix A to 10 CFR 50.
[3.50, 3.51] These criteria provide guidance with respect to design of the application
of motor control centers.

The FSARs for various plants provide varying levels of detail regarding MCC licensing
commitments. For 480-Vac MCCs, FSARs for the older plants list continuous ratings on the
order of 600 amps (with a 25,000-amp rms symmetric bracing for the horizontal bus) or 300
amps (with a 25,000-amp rms symmetric bracing for the vertical bus); MCCBs are indicated to
have a symmetric minimum interrupting rating of 25,000 amps rms. FSARS for the newer plants
are similar to the older plants with continuous ratings of 600 amps (42,000-amp rms symmetric
bracing for the horizontal and vertical buses) an: MCCBs with a symmetric minimum
interrupting rating of 22,000 amp rms and a symmetric integral current limiter rating of 14,000
amp rms.

In general, although few standards are quoted as licensing commitments related to MCC
design, many industry standards are quoted as purchase specification requirements. This ensures
that the MCCs are manufactured and tested to current industry standards before they reach the
purchaser. The following standards have been used in purchase specifications (Note: other
standards may also be applicable):

* ANSI C37.13-1981, "Low-Voltage AC Power Circuit Breaker Used in Enclosures.”
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(C37.50-1981, "Test Procedures for Low-Voltage AC Power Circuit Breakers Used In
Enclosures."

C57.16-1958, "Requirements, Terminology, and Test Codes for Current-Limiting
Reactors."”

C68.1-1978, "American National Standard Techniques for Dielectric Tests."
C89.2-1974, "Dry-Type Transformers for General Application."
N45.2-1971, "Quality Assurance Requirements for Nuclear Facilities."
755.1-1967, "Gray Finishes tor Industrial Apparatus and Equipment.”
NEMA AB-1-1986, "Molded Case Circuit Breakers."

NEMA ICS-1-1978, "General Standard for Industrial Control Systems."
NEMA ICS-1-1985, "General Standard for Industrial Control Systems."

NEMA ICS-2-1983, "Standards for Industrial Control Devices, Controllers and
Assemblies.”

NEMA 1CS-4-1983, "Terminal Blocks for Industrial Control Equipment.”
NEMA ICS-6-1983, "Enclosures for Industrial Controls and Systems."
NEMA ST-20.72-1978, "Dry-Type Transformers General Applications.”

ICEA S-66-524-1980, "Cross-Linked-Thermosetting-Polyethylene-Insulated Wire and
Cable for the Transmission and Distribution of Electrical Energy."

NEMA 70-1978, "National Electric Code."

NFPA 70-1987, "National Electrical Code, Article 430-52."

UL 44-1983, "Standard for Rubber-Insulated Wires and Cables."

UL 489-1986, "Molded-Case Circuit Breakers and Circuit Breaker Enclosures.”
UL 508-1984, "Electric Industrial Control Equipment.”

UL 512-1987, "Fuse Holders."

UL 845-1980, "Electric Motor Control Centers."

AWS D1.1-1988, "Structural Welding Code, Steel."

AWS D1.3-1980, "Structural Welding Code, Sheet Steel."

SSPC PA-1-1982, "Shop, Field, and Maintenance Painting.”

One generic issue that applies to safety-related MCCs is the ability of the equipment to

function under seismic conditions. Seismic qualification licensing commitments vary with the
time of the docketing of the application to the NRC for a construction permit. The earliest plants
pre-date explicit seismic qualification requirements for electrical equipment. The applicability
of the various versions of Regulatory Guide 1.100[3.52, 3.53, 3.54] and of IEEE
Standard 344[3.55, 3.56, 3.57] was determined on a plant-by-plant basis during the
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licensing process. The "For Comment" version of Regulatory Guide 1.100[3.52] indicates that
the guidance of IEEE Standard 344-1975[3.56], as amended by the Regulatory Guide, would be
applicable to plants with application for construction permits dated by November 15, 1976.
Revision | to Regulatory Guide 1.100[3.53] also endorses and amends IEEE Standard 344-1975,
but does not state explicit dates of applicability. Revision 2 to Regulatory Guide 1.100[3.54]
endorses and amends IEEE Standard 344-1987, and is applicable to plants whose construction
permit is issued after June 30, 1988, or whose operating license application is dated after
December 30, 1988.

Those plants licensed to Regulatory Guide 1.100 and IEEE Standard 344 had to
seismically qualify the equipment by either test or analysis. Most of the MCC designs for more
modern plants were subjected to seismic tests. [EEE Standard 344 provides guidance on
performing seismic analyses and seismic testing of electrical components. 1EEE Standard 344-
1975 indicates that when physical testing is performed, five operating basis earthquakes and one
safe shutdown earthquake shall be simulated on a specimen. If single axis testing is to be
performed, the testing is to be performed for each principal axis. Multi-axis simultaneous testing
is also allowed and has become the preference of the industry.

Most MCCs are located in mild environments that do not experience significant changes
in temperature, pressure, humidity, and radiation during design basis event (DBE) conditions.
As such, MCCs are not usually subject to formal environmental qualification programs by their
manufacturers. In certain plants, some MCCs are located in areas that can experience moderately
harsh environments in the event of an accident. The environmental qualification of these
components is discussed in Section 3.5.2.

IEEE Standard 323-1974 provides gel. ral guidance for demonstrating and documenting
the adequacy of electrical equipment used in all Class 1E and interface systems. IEEE Standard
649-1980 has been prepared to deal specifically with MCC equipment, using IEEE Standard 323-
1974 as the parent document for guidance. IEEE Standard 649-1980[3.58] describes the
basic principles, requirements, and methods for qualifying Class 1E MCCs for outside
containment applications.

The National Electrical Manufacturer’s Association (NEMA) publishes standards that are
applicable to the continued use of MCC components in industrial applications. NEMA Standard
Publication No. AB-2. "Procedures for Field Inspection and Performance Verification of Molded-
Case Circuit Breakers Used in Commercial and Industrial Applications,"[3.59] provides
guidance on inspection and preventive maintenance of MCCBs.

[3.60, 3.61]

3.5.1.2 Compliance with Applicable Elements of Standard Review Plan,
NUREG-0800

Section 8.1 of NUREG-0800[3.62] provides a Standard Review Plan (SRP) for the
NRC review of electric power systems. Although the SRP does not form the licensing basis for
the older plants, the SRP was reviewed to identify the issues and concepts related to aging
management for motor control centers.

3-27




AGING MANAGEMENT GUIDELINE FOR MOTOR CONTROL. CENTERS

Table 8-1 of the SRP lists the "Acceptance Criteria and Guidelines for Electric Power
Systems.” Review of this table indicated that the following documents apply to onsite ac power
systems:

¢ General Design Criteria (GDC) 17, "Electrical Power Systems”[3.50]

o GDC 18, "Inspection and Testing of Electric Power Systems”[3.51]

¢ Regulatory Guide (RG) 1.32, "Criteria for Safety-Related Electric Power Systems for
Nuclear Power Plants"[3.63]

e RG L.118, "Periodic Testing of Electric Power and Protection Systems”{3.64|
Each document was reviewed for specific criteria related to the control of aging of MCC

components important to license renewal. No such criteria were located during this review. A
summary of the results of each review is included below for completeness.

Document Content

GDC 17 Provides requirement for electrical system redundance, independence,
and testability.

GDC 18 Provides requirements for electrical system design for periodic testing
by component or as a whole.

RG 1.32 Describes methods of complying with GDC 17 and GDC 18 with

respect to the design, operation, and testing of safety-related electric
power systems in all types of nuclear power plants. The criteria,
requirements, and recommendation in IEEE Standard 308-1974 are
generally acceptable to the NRC staff and provide an adequate basis
for compliance.

RG 1.118 Describes a method of complying with the NRC's requirements
concerning periodic testing of the protection system and electrical
power system for systems important to safety. RG 1.118 also
provides supplementary guidance to that included in RG 1.32
regarding periodic testing of electric power systems. The
requirements and recommendations contained in IEEE Standard 338-
1974 are considered acceptable methods for periodic testing of
electrical power and protection systems.

IEEE Standard 308-1980, "IEEE Standard Criteria for Class |E Power Systems for
Nuclear Power Generating Stations,"{3.65] is a general standard that applies to the design
criteria and features of Class |E power systems for a broad grouping of components.  Although
aging is not addressed in this standard, MCC equipment is included in the scope of the standard
as "executive features.”
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Regulatory Guides offer guidance and interpretation relating to federal law as set forth
in 10 CFR 50 and as applied to the design and operation of nuclear facilities. Two Regulatory
Guides discuss topics applicable to MCCs and their components.  Neither of these Regulatory
Guides deals specifically with aging.

Regulatory Guide 1.63, "Electrical Penetration Assemblies in Containment Structures for
Nuclear Power Plants,"[3.66] endorses TEEE  Standard  317-1983, "IEEE Standard for
Electrical Penetration Assemblies in Containment Structures for Nuclear Power Generating
Stations,"[3.67] which sets forth requirements  for the design, construction, testing,
qualification, and installation of electric penetration assemblies in containment structures of
nuclear power plants. The regulatory position is based on limiting maximum short circuit flow
through containment penetrations to a representative value of the operating time of an MCCB.
Regulatory Guide 1.106, "Thermal Overload Protection for Electric Motors on Motor-
Operated Valves,"[3.68] deals with the setting of thermal overloads that are integral with the
motor starter for electric motors on motor-operated valves. The regulatory position describes
methods of ensuring adequate overload protection and continuity in applications that operate
intermittently.

3.5.2 Qualification Limits for Components Exposed to Abnormal Environments

Most MCCs are located in mild environments, arcas that experience no significant change
in environment as a result of an accident in the plant. However, in some plants, some MCCs
may be exposed to secondary etfects of a loss-of-coolant accident (LOCA) or high-cnergy-line
break (HELB) outside containment.  These conditions exist because MCCs are frequently
distributed throughout a power plant and may be located in spaces subject to the effects of
HELBs or containing piping with circulating radioactive liquids. These units may be subjected
to radiation doses of a few megarads and high-temperature (70° to 82°C [160” to 180°F]), high-
humidity conditions as a result of an accident. In most cases, plants having MCCs in harsh
environment areas are older plants. The need to qualify the MCCs was frequently identified after
the plant was placed in service. Accordingly, generic manufacturers’ environmental qualification
programs rarely exist for MCCs, and plant-specific tests and analyses were performed.  In some
cases. these qualification programs may ha.c defined specific replacement schedules for
components with organic materiais. In other cases, the qualification test may have been purely
for accident conditions, and no additional normal maintenance requirements may have been
imposed. For plants with MCCs in potentially harsh environment areas, the specific qualification
documentation will have to be considered to determine any additional requirements for managing
aging during the current and license renewal periods driven by environmental qualification
considerations (e.g., parts replacement schedules).

3.6 Operating and Service History

A review of U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Information Notices, Circulars, and
Bulletins was conducted to determine the industry-wide operating cxperience with MCC
components.  Each applicable Notice, Circular, and Bulletin is discussed in Section 3.6.1 by
component. Those Notices, Circulars, and Bulletins that apply to MCCs but were not considered
applicable 1o this report are listed in Appendix B with a justification for climination.[3.69,
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3.70, 3.71, 3.72, 3.73, 3.74, 3.75, 3.76. 3.77, 3.78. 3.79,
3.80, 3.81, 3.82, 3.83, 3.84, 3.85, 3.86] A summary of the
operating experience with MCCs is given in Table 3-1. This table is based on a key word scarch
and engineering review of content. It begins with the most significant components and ends with
the least significant ones.

Table 3-1. Summary of Operating Experience from Information Notices, Circulars,
and Bulletins up to March 1, 1993

Component Source Failure Cause Recommended Corrective Action
MCC Circular Fire High resistance at stab  Verity that maintenance procedures
Structural 77-03 connections leading to  contain adequate provisions to ensure

overheating and fire that the electrical stab connections are

properly aligned and full engagement
exists between connector stabs and
associated bus bars; ensure that bus
insulation and supports have sufficient
tlame retardant ratings

MCCBs Notice Degradation of Altered time-current Breakers should be analyzed for their
89-21 electrical system;  characteristic curves performance characteristics upon
premature tripping installation
Notice Failure of remote  Variations in tolerances Inspection for the presence of
92-03 trip functions; in accessory trip device undervoltage releases or shunt trip

premature tripping mounting, adjustment  devices in GE F-frame MCCBs:
of ambient bimetal and correction of condition
high temperatures in

MCCB
Magnetic Notice Malfunction of d¢  Epoxy compound turns Manufacturer updated processes and
Contactor/ 91-45 coil or sticking of  semi-fluid because of  procedures to check ftor fluid epoxy;
Starter device heat from energization inspect normally energized devices:
replace devices as necessary
Notice Fracture of Phenolic armature Inspection and replacement
92-43 armature carrier  carrier shrinks over

time, resulting in
inadequate clearances

Thermal None

Overloads

Misc. Relays Bulletin Open circuit/ Overheating of coils;  Inspect for defective coil style
76-05 excessive opening insulation breakdown;  (Westinghouse BFD) and replacement

times melting of coil solder  with newer version
Bulletin Defective coil Loss of arc gap caused Determine those Cutler-Hammer Type
78-06 by continuous energiza- M relays with a de coil and whether
tion of relay coil they are used in a continuously

energized mode
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Table 3-1.

Component

Summary of Operating Experience from Information Notices, Circulars,
and Bulletins up to March 1, 1993 (continued)

Source

Failure

Cause

Recommended Corrective Action

Misc. Relays
(continued)

Control
Transtormers

Terminal
B)()L"]\‘\

Circular
79-20

Bulletin
79-25

Notice
82-0”

Notice
82-04

Notice
82-13

Bulletin
84-02 and
Notice
R4-20

Notice
RE-8K

Notice
91-45

Notice
92-05

None

Notice
®0O-0OK

Failure of coil to
drop out

Relays stuck in
energized position
with coils de-
energized

Cotl burning and
failure

Pneumatic timing
diaphragm losing
fluid

Cracking and
melting of spool

Relay faifure

Drag on solenoid
armature

Malfunction of dc
coil or sticking of
device

Insulation
degradation

Cracking in shding

link

Notching caused by rod Verify armature operating rods of GTE

vibration (coil hum)

Epoxy compound fluid
binding the armature;
heat of energization

High ambient

temperature conditions:
inductive voltage spikes
upon de-energization of

the relay

Exposure to high

temperatures causes
leakage which affects

time delay setting

Heat causes surface
cracking and melting of

Nvlon and Lexan
spools

Deterioration of coil

insulation; melted

insulation deposits on

armature: binding

Degradation of the coil

potting compound

Epoxy compound turns
semi-fluid because of
heat from energization

Tape used in coil

moves allowing short

circuit of coil

U-shaped shiding link

cracks at threaded

screwhole resulting in

poor electrical
connections

Sylvania PM relays are not notched
and are operating freely

Westinghouse recommended a testing
method for identifying relays with
insufficient over-travel and
recommended replacement as necessary

Westinghouse provided test methods
for verification of operability of
normally deencrgized and energized
relay applications

Return to manufacturer (Agastat) for
inspection/possible replacement

Replace spool with GE Century-Series
Tetzel spool

Replace GE type HFA relays
containing Lexan coil spool wire.

Replacement of Westinghouse ARD
recommended

Westinghouse updated processes and
procedures to check for fluid epoxy:
inspect normally energized devices;
replace devices as necessary

Identification and replacement of
affected coils (Asea Brown Boveri)

Inspection/replacement of defective
components
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Table 3-1. Summary of Operating Experience from Information Notices, Circulars,
and Bulletins up to March 1, 1993 (continued)

Component Source Failure Cause Recommended Corrective Action
Terminal Notice Insulation Potential failure during Ensure installation, cleanliness, and on-
Blocks 82-03 deterioration accident conditions going maintenance
(continued)

Wires Notice Insulation Moisture, corrosion, Wire was required to be identified and
91-20 degradation of electrochemical replaced
wiring reaction
Fuses/Fuse  Notice Varying types of  Four different types of Various, depending on failure type
Holc ars 87-62 tuse element tailure, including
failures broken solder joints,

wire element
elongation, and ohmic
heating of eutectic
solder

Switches None

A review of MCC failure data from the NPRDS and NRC LERs was also conducted.
MCC component failures were analyzed in an attempt to identify significant failure mechanisms
and their likelihood of occurrence. These analyses are discussed in Sections 3.6.2 and 3.6.3.

A search of related industry studies was also performed to identify any additional
documentation related to industry-wide operating experience with MCCs. The summary of those
studies is presented in Section 3.6.4.

Conclusions concerning the overall historical performance of MCCs as represented by the
sources listed above are presented in Section 3.6.5.

3.6.1 Description of Industry-Wide Operating Experience with Components

Because of the great diversity of MCC/component manufacturers and equipment
configurations, a comprehensive list of specific components used in nuclear plant MCCs could
not be prepared. Accordingly, many of the NRC Circulars, Bulletins, and Notices reviewed were
included in the following discussion based on their generic relevance as opposed to applicability
to a specific piece of equipment. Some of these documents may, therefore, not be directly
pertinent to specific manufacturers’ equipment installed in MCCs. However, the discussions are
illustrative of the types of degradation and failures experienced in the various classes of MCC
components (i.c., molded-case breakers, relays, wiring, etc.).
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3.6.1.1 Motor Control Center Structural Components (Including Metal Housing,
Bus Structure, Terminals, and Disconnects)

IE Circular 77-03, "Fire Inside a Motor Control Center,"[3.87] discusses a fire inside
an ITE Imperial Series 5600 MCC caused by high resistance connection between the vertical bus
and the stab connector assembly of a combination breaker/starter unit. A similar fire had
occurred six months earlier at a different nuclear facility for the same reason. The high
resistance connection caused localized heating of the stab and ignited a vertical insulation
backwall made of fiberglass polyester. The fire essentially destroyed the entire MCC. ITE
issued a technical instruction letter to help preclude further occurrences. With regard to removing
a combination starter, ITE indicated that plug-in capabilities were incorporated in the design for
ease of component replacement and maintenance; however, deformation of the power stabs could
occur if units were not protected against mechanical damage. ITE also suggested. hecause of the
importance of loads associated with Class |E equipment, that stabs be visuaily inspected
periodically.

3.6.1.2 Molded-Case Circuit Breakers

NRC Information Notice 89-21, "Changes in Performance Characteristics of Molded-Case
Circuit Breakers,"[3.88] discusses the frequent alteration by MCCB manufacturers of the
time-current characteristic curves pertaining to a particular style or type of breaker without
changing the part number of the breaker or notifying the customer of the changes. Changes
ranged from minor alterations to the thermal portions of the curve to major alterations to the
magnetic instantaneous trip portion of the curves.

If not analyzed for performance characteristics, these breakers potentially could, when
installed, degrade the electrical protection system and/or cause premature tripping upon the
energizing of vital safety-related systems. The notice stated that many perceived failures of
circuit breakers detected during pre-installation or routine testing may be the result of unknown
changes in time-current characteristic curves.

The following suggestions were recommended to ensure that the breakers purchased
conform to a particular curve: (1) referencing of a specific curve (including the applicable
revision number) as part of the purchase requirements or (2) analysis of the new curve for its
effect on the overall system if the breaker was no longer manufactured to meet the specifications
of that specific curve.

NRC Information Notice 92-03, "Remote Trip Function Failures in General Electric F-
frame Molded-Case Circuit Breakers,"[3.89] discusses a problem with General Electric (GE)
MCCBs undervoltage releases (UVRs) and shunt trip devices that may prevent these internal
accessory remote trip devices from functioning properly under conditions that produce sustained
high internal temperature in MCCBs. GE reported that the failures were caused by assembly and
operational variations rasulting from tolerances in mounting accessory devices in the MCCBs,
tolerance in the adjustment of the ambient compensating bimetal, and sustained high temperatures
in the MCCBs. The cause of the high internal temperature could be traced to a continuous high
current load (greater than 50% of the rating for more than two hours) coupled with a high
ambient enclosure temperature or secondary heat source.
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3.6.1.3 Magnetic Contactor/Starter

NRC Information Notice 91-45, "Possible Malfunction of Westinghouse ARD, BFD, and
NBFD Relays, and A200 DC and DPC 250 Magnetic Contactors,"[3.90] discusses the
potential for certain Westinghouse-supplied relays and magnetic contactors to fail because of
degradation. Failures were attributed to an epoxy compound becoming semi-fluid when the coils
were energized for extended periods of time. The epoxy that encapsulates the relay coil was
softened by the heat of energization and flowed into the return spring. The failures are
widespread throughout the nuclear industry. The manufacturer recommends inspecting all the
relays and magnetic contactors that are normally energized, and testing them for epoxy softening
after a period of at least two hours of energization.

NRC Information Notice 92-43, "Defective Molded Phenolic Armature Carriers Found on
Elmwood Contactors,"[3.91] discusses fractures found in certain Elmwood and Fasco
electrical contactors. Elmwood/Fasco Model Series 2M, 3M, 30D, 30E, and 30F contactors
manufactured before April 13, 1992, employ a phenolic armature carrier that may shrink over
time such that the design clearance fit between the carrier and the steel armature may be
inadequate, ultimately resulting in the fracturing of the carrier. These fractured carriers have
resulted in the failure of contactors used in operating plant safety systems, thereby causing safety
system malfunction.

3.6.1.4 Thermai Overload Relays

There were no reports of MCC-related thermal overload failure in the Bulletins, Circulars,
and Information Notices.

3.6.1.5 Relays

IE Bulletin 76-05, "Relay Failures - Westinghouse BFD Relays,"[3.92] reports
defective BFD relays. One relay had an open circuit failure, whereas others exhibited excessive
opening times. It was determined that the relay failures were caused by overheating of the relay
coils, possibly because of continuous energization. Overheating may result in coil insulation
breakdown or melting of the coil solder joints, leading to open circuit failure. Also, the
overheating may result in deformation of the nylon coil sleeve in which the plunger travels, and
this may adversely affect the relay opening time.

IE Bulletin 78-06, "Defective Cutler-Hammer, Type M Relays with DC Coils,"[3.93]
reports the failure of four relays caused by loss of arc gap in the coil clearing contact where
continuous coil energization is the normal mode of operation. The loss of arc gap was caused
by an abnormal amount of heat-induced shrinkage of molded magnet carriers that are used in
subject relays manufactured between 1971 and 1976. The magnet carrier shrinks to a point
where the arc gap in the coil clearing pole becomes too small to break the inrush current of the
pickup coil winding, causing the coil to overheat and burn out. Coil burning may also result in
the relay being stuck in the energized position, preventing it from dropping out when the power
is removed from the coil. Only the dc'coils are affected because the ac coils do not use the coil
clearing contact feature.




AGING MANAGEMENT GUIDELINE FOR MOTOR CONTROL CENTERS

IE Circular 79-20, "Failure of GTE Sylvania Relay, Type PM Bulletin 7305, Catalog
SUI2-11-AC With a 120-Vac Coil,"[3.94] discusses relay failure caused by notching in the
armature operating rod. The notch is caused by coil hum where the rod vibrates against the
magnet assembly. Many relay failures can be attributed to this effect. This circular recommends
inspection of the armature operating rods for notches.

IE Bulletin 79-25, "Failures of Westinghouse BFD Relays in Safety-Related Systems,"
[3.95] reports of relays found to be stuck in energized positions with the coil de-energized.
The armature was sticking to the armature stop post. The condition was found to be a reseit of
heat generated by normally energized coils, which causes a softening and resultant flow of epoxy
adhesive used to attach the magnetic anti-stick disc to the top of the armature stop post, bonding
the armature to the stop post. Replacement of the relays was requested.

New NBFD relays were suggested as replacements; however, these relays were
determined to exhibit marginal or unsatisfactory armature over-travel. [t was recommended that
relays be tested for insufficient over-travel and replaced if necessary.

IE Information Notice 82-02, "Westinghouse NBFD Relay Failure in Reactor Protection
Systems at Certain Nuclear Power Plants,"[3.96] reveals that at high ambient temperature
conditions, relay coils (of BFD and NBFD relays) could burn open and fail because of the
inductive voltage spike generated by the de-energization of the relay coil.

IE Information Notice 82-04," Potential Deficiency of Certain Agastat E-7000 Series
Time-Delay Relays,"[3.97] documents a potential problem with the pneumatic timing
diaphragm bleeding fluid, based on exposure to high temperatures for extended periods. This
fluid may affect the diaphragm seal such that the time delay setting of the relay is shortened.
The temperature necessary to induce this effect was considered to be above that encountered in
most relay applications; however, it is still within that required for qualification under IEEE
Standards 323 and 344.

IE Information Notice 82-13, "Failures of GE Type HFA Relays,"[3.98] documents
surface cracking and melting in the Lexan or Nylon coil spools in GE type HFA relays. GE
Service Advice PSM 152.1 (April 28, 1976) advised all users of this problem and recommended
replacement of the spool with the new Century Series Tefzel spools (or replacement of the entire
relay with the Century model).

IE Bulletin 84-02, "Failures of General Electric Type HFA Relays in Use in Class 1E
Safety Systems,"[3.99] and IE Information Notice 84-20, "Service Life of Relays in Safety-
Related Systems,"[3.100] discuss the abnormally high failure rate of normally energized GE
type HFA relays. The failures, which resulted in the deterioration of the coil wire insulation,
were caused by shorted coil turns, which induced increased coil temperature:,. The high coil
temperatures caused the insulating material to vaporize and the coil spool to melt. These
materials then deposited on cooler surfaces of the relay, causing armature damage and/or contact
failure. According to the manufacturer, the ac HFA relays manufactured with standard Class A
insulation (Nylon or Lexan coil spools and standard temperature wire) that are continuously
energized can fail in approximately 10 to 12 years. Replacement with a new model line that uses
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a high-temperature coil spool and wire employing vacuum-impregnated insulation  is
recommended.

IE Information Notice 84-20, "Service Life of Relays in  Safety-Related
Systems,"[3.101] addresses problems noted with Agastat/Amerace GP series and GTE
Sylvania ac relays. With regard to the Agastat relays, casing shrinkage subsequent to relay
assembly was noted to cause a reduction in clearances and, in some assemblies, mechanical
interference between the moving relay contact arm and the stationary base of the relay casing.
A design change that provided additional clearance for the contact arm was instituted in 1977 to
address this problem. For the GTE relays, problems with the relay coil were noted; in at least
one instance the coil was observed to be smoking. The exact failure mode was not yet
determined, but was believed to be high coil resistance leading to overheating.

NRC Information Notice 88-88, "Degradation of Westinghouse ARD Relays,"[3.102]
addressed deficiencies in 125-Vdc ARD relays that were found to have increased drag between
the solenoid’s coil spool and the armature. The increased drag was caused by the deterioration
of the coil potting compound. The granules from the deteriorated potting lodged between the
solenoid’s coil spool and the armature. This corpound contains a sand-based material that has
since been diagnosed to decompose with age.

NRC Information Notice 91-45, "Possible Malfunction of Westinghouse ARD, BFD, and
NBFD Relays, and A200 DC and DPC 250 Magnetic Contactors,"[3.90] discusses the potential
for certain Westinghouse-supplied relays and magnetic contactors to fail because of degradation.
Failures were attributed to an epoxy compound becoming semi-fluid when the coils were
energized for extended periods of time. The epoxy that encapsulates the relay coil had softened
because of the heat of energization and flowed into the return spring. The failures are
widespread throughout the nuclear industry. The manufacturer recommends inspecting all the
relays and magnetic contactors that are normally energized, and testing them for epoxy softening
after a period of at least at two hours of energization.

Information Notice 92-05, "Potential Coil Insulation Breakdown in ABB RXMH2 Relays,"
[3.103] discusses the potential failure of this type of relay caused by a short circuit of the
coil at the point where the windings used in subsequent layers of the coil cross. Tape had
apparently been used to separate the beginning lead and subsequent windings during
manufacturing. This tape had been dislocated and the varnish insulation abraded such that the
short circuit could occur. ABB noted that the scope of this failure was limited to relays with that
particular coil design (type RXMH2, Models RK223068-EA and RK223069-EA manufactured
from March 1989 through September 1990).

3.6.1.6 Control Transformer

There were no reports of MCC-related control transformer failure in the Bulletins,
Circulars, and Information Notices.
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3.6.1.7 Terminal Blocks

IE Information Notice 80-08, "The States Company Sliding Link Electrical Terminal
Block,"[3.104] discusses defects with States sliding-link terminal blocks relating to cracking
between the threaded screwhole and the side of the U-shaped link. This crack widens when the
screw is tightened, resulting in a poor or intermittent electrical connection. The defective link
is impossible to cinch tightly and may be difficult to detect by visual inspection. This defective
mechanical connection can ultimately result in an electrical circuit malfunction.

IE Information Notice 82-03, "Environmental Tests of Electrical Terminal Blocks,”
[3.105] published the results of a test conducted to investigate the deterioration of terminal
blocks' insulators under accident conditions. The Notice describes the importance of cleanliness
of terminations and terminal blocks in safety-related circuits and discusses those regulations
required of licensees for establishing appropriate procedures for the cleanliness and installation
integrity of these devices. Licensees are reminded that the plant preventive maintenance program
in use at their facilities should ensure that (1) proper operation of all essential components is
achieved throughout the life of the plant and that (2) periodic inspection of those terminations
and terminal blocks for cleanliness and installation integrity is performed following any
maintenance activity affecting them.

3.6.1.8 Control Wiring

NRC Information Notice 91-20, "Electrical Wire Insulation Degradation Caused Failure
in a Safety-Related Motor Control Center,"[3.106] discusses the failure of a motor-operated
isolation valve to operate on demand during surveillance testing. Failure was attributed to a
foreign hardened coating on one of the contactors within the associated MCC. The source of the
hardened coating was traced to a green liquescent substance coming out of the dielectric
polyvinyl chloride (PVC) wiring used in the MCC. This substance was caused by a combination
of an electrochemical reaction, moisture from the environment, interaction between the corrosion
products formed on the surface of the copper wire, and the chlorine leaching from the wire’s
PVC insulation, which may have all been accelerated by the high voltage differential across the
control transformer. Other utilities reportedly found evidence of this wire breakdown in their
MCCs.

3.6.1.9 Fuses/Fuse Holders

Information Notice 87-62, "Mechanical Failure of Indicating-Type Fuses,"[3.107]
describes four separate events of pin indicating-type fuse mechanical failure. In the first case,
a Bussmann FNA-type fuse caused a main feedwater isolation valve to close when the fuse
element pulled loose from the solder joint inside the fuse. Of the spare fuses in stock, 8% were
also noted to have failed mechanically. The second event was also caused by mechanical failure
of an FNA-type fuse. The third event was related to the Bussmann MIS-5 type actuating fuse,
which uses two very thin wires (one silver wire acting as the fusible link and one nichrome wire
acting as the retaining mechanism for the fuse actuator); elongation of the wire(s) over time
significantly altered the current-carrying characteristics of the fuse over time. The fourth event
described in this Notice relates to Littlefuse FLAS-S type fuses, which use a fuse wire in parallel
with a resistor and cutectic alloy solder; heating of the resistor during overcurrent conditions
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produces excessive heat and causes the alloy to melt prematurely and the fuse to open
accordingly.

3.6.1.10 Switches

There were no reports of MCC-related switch failure in the Bulletins, Circulars, and
Information Notices.

3.6.2 Evaluation of NPRDS Data

To substantiate the stressors and aging mechanisms postulated for MCCs, actual plant
component failure data were sought. One of the primary sources of this type of failure data is
the NPRDS. Failure records contained in NPRDS include such information as the voltage class
and manufacturer, type of equipment, date of discovery, cause category, and a brief narrative
describing the event. NPRDS data are not focused directly on component aging, as it does not
typically address the root cause or mechanism of component degradation. Additionally, not all
degradations observed during maintenance activities are identified in the database. Not all plants
have provided NPRDS data, and those that have may not have reported for their entire period of
operation. As a result of these limitations, the database cannot be readily used to provide
probabilistic information about the reliability of a specific population of components with respect
to age-related degradation. However, the data can be used to identify those MCC subcomponents
that have a high incidence of degradation or failure relative to other subcomponents within the
same equipment.

By permission of the INPO, failure and deterioration data contained in the NPRDS
database were reviewed as part of this study. More than 3000 reports were generated through
the search of the database. Reports pertinent to MCC subcomponent failures were identified;
these reports were then individually evaluated to determine their applicability to aging and aging
mechanisms. Failure reports deemed to be applicable were then grouped by manufacturer and
component; ecach component failure grouping was then sorted by subcomponent and failure mode
(if known). The following subsections summarize the specific observations by manufacturer and
component. A summary of the overall findings of the NPRDS review is provided at the end of
this section.

As previously discussed, NPRDS data for MCCs were grouped by associated components.
No failures of the metal housing or bus structure components were noted; hence, thesc
components are not included in the following analyses. Further discussion of the housing/bus
structure is contained in Section 3.4 of this guideline. Hardware used in the assembly of the
MCC was generally associated with the component to which it was related (i.c., bolts used to
assemble the housing were included with the housing, nuts used on terminal connections were
included with the terminal blocks, etc.). Fuses (as distinguished from fuse holders) were not
considered in the analyses.

In several cases, the failed subcomponent and/or failure mode was not identified; these
reports were tagged as "unidentified." This was especially prevalent in the molded-case breaker
and relay categories, as these items are considered replaceable and in-depth lailure analysis is
rarely conducted. (In the case of MCCBs, the case is sometimes sealed and may not be readily
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accessible tor inspection/analysis.) These reports do, however, provide additional perspective as
to the fraction of reports (related to a specific component) that did not contain sufficient
information for analysis. In those cases where substantial percentages of the reports cannot be
attributed to any subcomponent or failure mode, the overall results may not be representative of
the total population. For example, if most of the "unidentified” failures for a given component
are, in fact, caused by one or two subcomponents (as opposed to being proportionately distributed
among all of the subcomponents), the data (and results) are accordingly skewed. In sum, the
accuracy of the conclusions is, to a degree, related to the percentage of "unidentified” reports
present for the individual component.

It should also be noted that "normal wear" was cited in numerous reports as the cause for
the component/subcomponent failure. In most cases, this term is not descriptive of the actual
failure mode; however, these reports were assigned their own failure mode category so as to
differentiate them from other failure modes and provide some indication of the fraction of total
failures that these reports constitute.

Many of the reports pertinent to this analysis also required a substantial degree of
interpretation; incomplete and even contradictory descriptions of the circumstances surrounding
the failure were sometimes noted. In cases where the ambiguity could not be resolved with any
degree of certainty, the report in question was not used. Because of the uncertainty inherent in
some of the data, the relative proportions of various types of failures may differ somewhat from
the "actual” values; this potential error was assumed to be evenly distributed (that is, reports
erroneously attributed were assumed not to affect one component, subcomponent, or failure mode
grouping disproportionately in relation to another),

Two other aspects of component failure were also considered as part of the NPRDS
analysis.  First, each failure report was examined to determine the method of detection; this
provides information on the relative proportions of failures which were identified during
maintenance, inspection, testing, and operations. These analyses are presented in each of the
applicable sections below. Second, those reports detected during operations were examined to
determine which failures impacted the functionality of the associated system and which did not.
It should be noted that a substantial percentage of these component failure reports (approximately
one-third of all failures detected during operations) did not contain sufficient information to
definitively determine the effect of the component failure on connected loads or systems.
However, a loss of system/connected load functionality was noted in the majority of those reports
(i.e., the remaining two-thirds) where a determination of system/load functionality could be made.
Additionally, the relationship between component failures and the functionality of systems
important te license renewal (ITLR) could not be determined from the reports since in general,
insufficient information regarding the function of each component was provided. Therefore, for
the purposes of this study, it was conservatively assumed that «/l component failures noted
adversely impacted the functionality of the system which they supported.

Component failure rate as a function of installed age was also considered during the data
evaluation. For some of the components such as the metal housing system, the in-service date
(which in most reports corresponded to the plant construction or initial criticality date) was likely
the actual installation date. However, these components had such a low overall failure rate that
no statistically meaningful correlation between age and failure rate could be made. For other
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components that may have been replaced several times subsequent to plant construction (such as
continuously energized relays or MCCBs). the in-service date was deemed unlikely to be the
actual installation date of the component. Because of these limitations, no attempt to correlate
failure rate with installed age was made for any of the components.

Those NPRDS reports stemming from prior equipment maintenance, modification, or
surveillance  testing  were  classified as  "maintenance-induced™;  failures  resulting  from
maintenance-induced causes were identified in each of the discussions presented below, yet were
not included in the component/failure mode analysis. Maintenance-induced events, although not
strictly an aging mechanism, do constitute a viable mechanism for MCC component degradation
over time. Section 3.6.2.5 of this guideline discusses maintenance-induced events in further
detail.

The subsections that follow analyze the NPRDS data in a number of different ways. First,
data for all manufacturers and MCC components are examined to determine the relative
proportions of subcomponent failures in general (Section 3.6.2.1). Second, data specific to cach
manufacturer of MCCT components are analyzed to determine the relative proportion of
component failures by manufacturer (Section 3.6.2.2). Third, data for all manufacturers and
components are collectively analyzed for subcomponent failures and failure modes (Section
3.6.2.3). Finally, subcomponent failures and failure modes are examined for components from
each manufacturer (Section 3.6.2.4). Collectively, these analyses present a comprehensive
characterization of MCC component/subcomponent failures as indicated by the NPRDS database.
(Note: Because of the inaccuracies and uncertainties present in the data, all percentage values
listed in the following sections are rounded to their nearest whole digit.)

Figures 3-14 through 3-25 arc pictorial representations of the analyses described in the
preceding paragraph. The "pie-chart” plots show the relative distribution of component failures,
subcomponent failures, tailure modes, and methods of detection. Histogram plots have been used
to show significant combinations of failed subcomponents and failure modes for a given
component. In most cases, minimum levels of significance were chosen for the histogram plots
(usually 5% of the total number of reports applicable to the component under consideration) to
climinate lesser subcomponent failure modes, yet still identify combinations of significance.

3.6.2.1 MCC Component Failure Analysis (All Manufacturers)

A total of 1097 failure reports were compiled for all manufacturers of MCCs and
components.  Of these reports, 60 (5%) were considered maintenance induced. Figure 3-14
shows a graphic representation of this data.  As evidenced by the figure, circuit breaker failures
constituted the highest percentage of failures (36%), followed closely by starters/contactor
assemblies (33%). The next most prevalent component to fail was thermal overload relays
(13%), followed by miscellaneous relays (9%) and wiring (4%). The remaining categories
(control transformers, switches, terminal blocks, and fuse holders) collectively made up
approximately 6% of the total.

With respect to method of failure detection, 39% of all failures (all types of components
and manufacturers) were detected during operations (see Figure 3-15). The next most significant

method of detection was surveillance testing, during which 29% of all failures were found.
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Failures detected during in-service inspections, special inspections, and routine observations
accounted for 18%, while the remaining 15% of the failures were noted during preventive or
corrective maintenance activities. Component-specific analysis for method of detection (for all
manufacturers) is shown in Table 3-2.

Table 3-2. Method of Detection for Individual MCC Components (All Manufacturers)

Component Operations Surveillance Maintenance Inspection
Circuit Breakers (376) 39Y% 23% 126 26Y%
Starter/Contactor (340) H1% 40% 8% 1%
Overload Relay (138) 28% 27% 294 16%
Misc. Relay (39) S4% 4% 3% 9G
Control Transformer (20) 65% 5% S% 15%
Wiring (35) 43% 234G PG 23G
Terminal Blocks (14) 506 36% 14% 0%
Fuse Holders (16) 44% 0% 126 34%
Switches (7) 14% 43% 20% 14%
Bus/Structure (2) SO% 0% 0% 50%

Note: Numbers in parentheses indicate the total number of reports applicable to that component.

When only those failures detected during operations are considered, 35% of these failures
were related to circuit breakers, 33% were related to starters/contactors, 10% to overload relays,
8% to miscellaneous relays, and 5% to wiring. This result very closely parallels that obtained
when all methods of detection are included, indicating little relationship between detection during
operation and the rate of failure for a given component.

3.6.2.2 MCC Component Failure Analysis (Manufacturer Specific)

Data for five major MCC/component manufacturers (General Electric, Westinghouse,
Gould/ITE, Cutler-Hammer, and Klockner-Moeller) are presented in the following sections.
Although NPRDS data for several additional manufacturers were present (including Heinemann,
Square D, GTE Sylvania, Agastat/Amerace, Allen-Bradley, Struthers-Dunn, Cooper, Furnas,
Arrow, Power Conversion, Siemens-Allis, Zurn, and Nelson/Sola), the data were numerically
insufficient to permit any inferences regarding component reliability. Additionally, not all
manufacturers produce cach of the components under consideration in these analyses. As a
result, only those manufacturers with both an adequate diversity of products and adequate number
of supporting failure records were chosen for the following analyses.
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Miscellaneous Relays (9%) Terminal Blocks (1%)

Control Transformers (2%)

Wiring (4%) Breakers (36%¢)

Thermal Overload Relays (13%)

/ Contactors (33%)

Based on 1037 Reports

(Note: Fuse Holders, MCC Structural Components, and Switches each <1% of total)

Figure 3-14, MCC Component Failures (All Manufacturers)
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Preventive/Corrective Maintenance (15%)

Operations (39%)

In-Service/Routine/Special Inspection (18%)

Surveillance Testing (29%)

Based on 1037 Reports

Figure 3-15. Method of Detection — MCC Component Failures (All Manufacturers)
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3.6.2.2.1 General Electric

A total of 361 failure reports were generated for General Electric MCCs and thewr
components. Nine of these reports (3%) were considered to be maintenance-induced events. As
shown in Figure 3-16, starters/contactors made up the largest percentage of the remaining failure
reports (42%). Reports associated with MCC breakers were next most numerous (31%), followed
by thermal overload relays (14%) and miscellaneous relays (5%). The remaining component
categories collectively amounted to less than 10% of the failures reported.

Miscellanecus Relays (5%) Terminal Blocks (2%)

Control Transformers (2%)

Wiring (3%)

Breakers (31%0)

Thermal Overload Relays (14%)

~ Starters/Contactors (42%e)

Based on 352 Reports (Note: Structure, Switch, and Fuseholder failures each - 196 0! totah

Figure 3-16. General Electric MCC Component Failures.
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General Electric component failures were most often detected during operations (40% of
all GE component reports), followed by those detected during surveitlance testing (31%) and
maintenance (20%). Component-specitic breakdowns of detection method are shown in Table
3-3.

Table 3-3. Method of Detection for Individual General Electric MCC Components

Component Operations Surveillance Maintenance Inspection
Circuit Breakers (108) 41 4% 20% 5%
Starter/Contactor (149) 41% 42% 1% 6%
Overtoad Relay (49) 17% 5% S6% 2%
Mise. Relay (18) 72% 16% 6% 6%
Control Transtormer (6) 66% 17% 17% 0%
Wiring (11} 45% 27% 9% 18%
Terminal Blocks (6) 50% 33% 17% 0%
Fuse Holders (2) 100% 0% 0% 0%
Switches (2) S0% S0% 0% 0%
Bus/Structure (1) 100% (V% 0% 0%

Note: Numbers in parentheses indicate the total number of reports applicable to that component

3.6.2.2.2 Westinghouse

A total of 344 failure reports were gathered for Westinghouse equipment; 30 of these
reports (9%) were maintenance-induced. Figure 3-17 depicts the relative distribution of
component failures for the remaining 314 reports; this distribution appears to be similar to that
for all manufacturers described in Section 3.6.2.1 above (Figure 3-14) with the exception that
thermal overload relays make up a somewhat larger percentage (19% vs. 14%) of the reports.

Westinghouse component failures were most often detected during operations (43% of
all Westinghouse component reports), followed by those detected during surveillance testing
(24%), inspection activities (229%), and maintenance (11%). The results of the component-
specific evaluation of method of detection is in Table 3-4.
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i o 0,
Misc. Relays (4%) Terminal Blocks (2%)

Control Transformers (3%)
Switches (1%)
Fuse Holders (3%)

Wiring (4%) Breakers (35%)

Thermal Overload Relays (19%)

Based on 314 Reports Starters/Contaclors (29%)

Figure 3-17. Westinghouse MCC Component Failures.

Table 3-4. Method of Detection for Individual Westinghouse MCC Components

Component Operations Surveillance Maintenance Inspection
Circuit Breakers (110) 51% 18% 12% 19%
Starter/Contactor (91) 42% 31% 9% 18%
Overload Relay (60) 32% 31% 15% 22%
Misc. Relay (10) 50% 30% 0% 20%
Control Transformer (9) 44% 23% 0% 33%
Wiring (18) 33% 17% 11% 39%
Terminal Blocks (§) 80% 20% 0% 0%
Fuse Holders (8) 38% 0% 12% 50%
Switches (3) 0% 0% 67% 33%
Bus/Structure (0) 0% 0% 0% 0%

Note: Numbers in parentheses indicate the total number of reports applicable to that component
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3.6.2.2.3 Gould/ITE

A total of 239 reports related to Gould/ITE MCC components were identified. Of these
reports, 13 (6%) were maintenance-induced. Breaker failures constituted more than half (54%)
of the remaining failures noted (see Figure 3-18); this is a significantly larger fraction than for
any other component manufacturer. In addition, the percentages of overload relay and
starter/contactor failures were somewhat lower than those noted for all manufacturers (see Figure
3-14).

Misc. Relays (9%)

Fuse Holders (1%)

Wiring (3%)

Overload Relays (6%)

Breakers (54%)

(Note: Control Transformers, Terminal Blocks, Structure, and Switches each <1% of total)

Based on 226 Reports

Figure 3-18. Gould/ITE MCC Component Failures.
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The fargest percentage of Gould/ITE component failures were detected during operations
(34%), followed by surveillance testing (31%), inspection activitics (29%), and maintenance
(6%). For each individual component, the results shown in Table 3-5 were obtained.

Table 3-5. Method of Detection for Individual Gould/ITE MCC Components

Component Operations Surveillance Maintenance [nspection
Circuit Breakers (122) 27% 25% S%4 3%
Starter/Contactor (53) I8% 50% 3% 9%
Overload Relay (12) 42% 25% 8% 25%
Misc. Relay (19) S3% 36% 0% 1%
Control Transformer (1) 100% 0% 0% 0%
Wiring (11) 64% 9% 9% 8%
Terminal Blocks (3) % 67% 0% 0%
Fuse Holders (2) 50% 0% S0% 0%
Switches (2) (% 100% 0% 0%
Bus/Structure (1) 0% 0% (V% 100%

Note: Numbers in parentheses indicate the total number of reports applicable to that component

3.6.2.2.4 Cutler-Hammer

A total of 44 reports were applicable to Cutler-Hammer MCC equipment; 2 of these
reports (5%) were maintenance-induced. Figure 3-19 shows the relative proportions of failures
for Cutler-Hammer MCC components; starters/contactors were responsible for the largest
percentage (52%) of the failures reported. Breakers, on the other hand, were responsible for only
10% of the reports noted. This result may be due, in part, to the potentially high statistical
variance in the data (i.e., with a low total number of reports, each additional report has a
disproportionate effect on the distribution).

Cutler-Hammer component failures were most often detected during operations (44 of
all reports), followed by surveillance testing (35%), inspection activities (12%), and maintenance
(9%). Because of the low total number of reports applicable to Cutler-Hammer equipment, no
component-specific analysis of method of detection was conducted.
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Misc. Relays (14%)

Breakers (10%)

Control Transformers (5%)

Thermal Overload Relays (19%)

Starters/Contactors (52%)

Based on 42 Reports

Figure 3-19. Cutler-Hammer MCC Component Failures.

3.6.2.2.5 Klockner-Moeller

A total of 28 reports were cited for Klockner-Moeller equipment. Only one of these
reports was considered maintenance-induced. As shown in Figure 3-20, starters/contactors
accounted for the highest fraction of failures noted (33%); breakers were responsible for 19%,
and wiring for 15% of the total. The remaining components each accounted for nearly equal
fractions (7%). The largest percentage of Klockner-Moeller component failures were detected
during surveillance testing (43%). followed by inspection activities (29%), operations (25%), and
maintenance (3%). However, because of the low number of reports applicable to this equipment,
these results may not be representative of the total population. No component-specific analysis
of method of detection was conducted for Klockner-Moeller equipment.
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Terminal Blocks (7%)

Miscellaneous Relays (7%) Breakers (19%)

Fuse Holders (4%)

Control Transformers (7%)

Wiring (15%) ,
/' Starters/Contactors (33%)

Thermal Overload Relays (7%)

Based on 27 Reports

Figure 3-20. Klockner-Moeller MCC Component Failures.

3.6.2.3 Subcomponent Failure Analysis (All Manufacturers)

To accurately represent the historical aging and degradation of MCC equipment, each of
the MCC components described above was broken down into its constituent subcomponents
(where applicable); each NPRDS report examined was attributed to the appropriate subcomponent
when identified. In addition to distinguishing these subcomponents, potential failure modes for
each of these subcomponents were also listed. This characterization process was ultimately used
to identify those combinations of failed subcomponents/failure modes that were significant

(because of their high frequency of occurrence relative to other subcomponent/failure mode
combinations).

The following paragraphs discuss the analysis of subcomponent failures (all
manufacturers) for each of five component categories (breakers, starters/contactors, miscellaneous
relays, wiring, and overload relays). These five categories were chosen based on the numerical
sufficiency of their supporting data; the remaining component groups (fuse holders, control
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transformers, switches, and terminal blocks) had an inadequate number of reports from which to
draw inferences regarding their relative reliability.

3.6.2.3.1 Breakers

A total of 389 reports were noted for MCC breaker failures. Of these reports, 3% (13)
were related to prior maintenance or testing of the equipment. The largest percentage of the
identified failures was attributable to breaker operating handles/linkages (18%). This was
followed by failures of the internal breaker operating mechanism (12%), the overcurrent trip
device (12%), and the trip mechanism (6%). A total of 32% of the failures were attributable to
unidentified subcomponents. However, a large fraction of these reports may be considered to
result from subcomponents internal to the breaker itself, because many of these reports cite (1)
replacement of the breaker as a unit as the ultimate corrective action, (2) the lack of any failure
analysis performed because of the breaker being sealed and/or expendable, and (3) identification
of the "breaker” as the failed component. Hence, the other subcomponent categories external to
the breaker (operating handle, external wiring connections, and hardware) may be considered to
be somewhat less significant when the reports with unidentified subcomponents are included in
the evaluation.

The most predominant failure modes associated with MCC breakers (all manufacturers)
was normal wear/aging (27% of all breaker reports). Unidentified failure modes constituted 23%
of all breaker reports, followed by loss of adjustment/calibration (10%), binding/sticking (8%),
and broken or deformed parts (7%).

A total of 17% of all reports had both an unidentified failed subcomponent and failure
mode. The most significant combinations of identified subcomponent/failure mode (see Figure
3-21) include normal wear of the operating handle/linkage parts (12% of the reports with
identified subcomponents and failure modes), normal wear of the breaker internal operating
mechanism (6%), inadequate lubrication of the operating mechanism (5%), loss of calibration of
the overcurrent trip device (5%), contamination, pitting, or corrosion of the main contact surfaces
(5%), and loose electrical connections (4%).

3.6.2.3.2 Starters/Contactors

A total of 345 reports were applicable to starters/contactors of all manufacturers. Of these
reports, less than 2% (5) were the result of maintenance or testing activities. Of the remaining
reports, 36% were associated with auxiliary contact assemblies; 21% were because of the main
contactor mechanism, 17% were related to the contactor coil(s), and 9% for each of the main
contact surfaces and mechanical interlocks. (Note: Mechanical interlocks may not be used in
all applications; hence, the failure rate of these devices may actually be higher than 9%.) A total
of 4% of the reports failed to identify the problematic subcomponent.

The predominant failure modes associated with starters/contactors were also analyzed.
Of all failures, 25% were the result of binding or sticking, 14% were caused by contaminated,
pitted, or corroded parts, and [2% were caused by normal wear/aging. A total of 1% of the
reports had unidentified failure modes.
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Based on 231Reports

Failure Mode

Failed Subcomponent

Number Failure Mode (X) Failed Subcomponent (Y)
1 Dirty/pitted/corroded Operating mechanism
2 Deformed/broken Latches
3 Heat damage Contact surfaces o
4 Cyclic fatigue Trip device
5 Binding/sticking Trip mechanism
6 Inadequate lubrication Aux. breaker contacts B
7 Open circuit - Casing
8 Fault Handle/interlock
9 Loose Electrical connections
10 Out of adjustment Terminations
11 Out of calibration Hardware
12 Normal wear Other
13 Cracked o
14 High electrical resistance )
15 Other ‘Em T o
Figure 3-21. Significant MCCB Subcomponent/Failure Mode Combinations

(All Manufacturers).
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Less than 3% of all reports had both an unidentified failed subcomponent and tailure
mode. The most significant combinations of identified subcomponent and failure mode (Figure
3-22) include binding and/or sticking of the auxiliary contacts (14% of all reports with identified
failed subcomponent and faifure mode), binding and/or sticking of the main contactor mechanism
(9%), and contamination, pitting, or corrosion of both the main contact surfaces (7%) and
auxiliary contacts (6%).

3.6.2.3.3 Thermal Overload Relays

A total of 155 reports were noted for MCC thermal overload relay failures.  Of these
reports, 17 (11%) were related to prior maintenance or testing of the cquipment. Of the
remaining reports, the largest percentage of identified failures was attributable to the overload
heater elements (17%). A total of 49% of the reports were the result of failures of unidentified
subcomponents. The remaining portion of the reports were distributed across other overload relay
subcomponents in lesser percentages (6% related to the contact mechanism, 3% ecach because of
mounting hardware, electrical connections, and support blocks, etc.).

With respect to failure modes, the most common reason cited for thermal overload relay
failure was normal wear/aging (36%). Unidentified failure modes constituted 28% of all overload
reports, followed by loss of adjustment/calibration (5%), heat damage (5%), loose subcomponents
(5%), and broken or deformed parts (5%).

A total of 19% of all reports had both an unidentified subcomponent and failure mode.
The only significant combination of identified subcomponent/failure mode noted was normal wear
of the heater clements (17% of the reports with identified subcomponents and failure modes);
normal wear of "other" components (9%) and open-circuiting of the heater element (8%) were
also noted (see Figure 3-23).

3.6.2.3.4 Miscellaneous Relays

A total of 89 reports were applicable to miscellaneous relays of all manufacturers. None
of these reports was the result of maintenance or testing activities. A total of 45% of the reports
failed to identity the problematic subcomponent. A total of 40% were associated with failure of
the relay coil; the remaining 15% of the reports were distributed among other subcomponents.

A total of 15% of all miscellaneous relay failures (all manufacturers) were associated with
a loss of calibration of the relay, 14% were caused by open circuits, and 12% were related to
electrical faults (short circuits). A total of 23% of the reports had unidentified failure modes.

Of all reports, 10% had both an unidentified failed subcomponent and failure mode. The
most significant combinations of identified subcomponent/failure mode include open circuits of
the coil (28% of all reports with identified failed subcomponent and failure mode) and short
circuits of the coil (21%). See Figure 3-24.
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Number of Failures

Failure Mode 2 T~ i Failed Subcomponent
4
Based on 297 Reports
Number Failure Mode Failed Subcomponent
1 Unknown Unknown
2 Dirty/pitted/corroded Connections
3 Deformed/broken Insulation {wiring)
4 Heat damage —coit
5 Cyclic fatigue Contact mechanism
6 Bindinéfsticking Contact surfaces )
T Inadequate lubrication Auxiliary contacts
8 Open circuit Interlock
9 Fault Hardware
10 Loose Other
11 Out of adjustment/alignment
12 Normal wear L
13 Cracked
14 High electrical resistance B
15 Other

Figure 3-22. Significant Starter and Contactor Subcomponent/Failure Mode Combinations
(All Manufacturers).
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Number of Failures

Failure Mode 10 11 Y
12
Based on 54 Reports
Number Failure Mode 7 _wq_liﬂlfg Subcomponent

1 Dirty/pitted/corroded Trip device
2 Deformed/broken Connections
3 Heat damage » Coil
4 Cyclic fatigue Contact mech.
5 Binding/sticking Contact surfaces
6 Open circuit Overload heater
7 Fault Bimetallic/eutectic device
8 Loose Hardware o
9 Out of adjushnent/aligr?hent Other
10 Normal wear
11 Cracked
12 High electrical resistance

Figure 3-23. Thermal Overload Relay Subcomponent/Failure Mode Combinations (All
Manufacturers).
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5 Binding/sticking T Hardware o
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10 Normal wear *j
11 High electrical resistance

Figure 3-24. Miscellaneous Relay Subcomponent/Failure Mode Combinations (All
Manufacturers).
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3.6.2.3.5 Wiring

A total of 48 reports were applicable to wiring.  Of these reports, 27% (13) were the
result of maintenance or testing activities. None of the reports failed to identity the problematic
subcomponent. A total of 63% were associated with failure of the wiring termination or
connector; 20% were related to failure of the insulation, 14% were caused by the conductor
failing, and the remaining reports were associated with other subcomponents (such as wiring
harnesses and other hardware).

With respect to failure modes associated with wiring, 37% of all wiring failures were
caused by loosening, 37% were caused by broken or deformed subcomponents, and 14% were
caused by electrical faults (short circuits). None of the reports had unidentified failure modes.

The most significant combinations of identified subcomponent/failure mode (Figure 3-25)
were loose connections/terminations (37% of all reports) and deformed or damaged insulation
(17%).

3.6.2.3.6 Other MCC Components

Because of the low number of failur:s reported for MCC control transformers, fuse
holders, switches, and terminal blocks (all manufacturers), no specific inferences can be drawn
concerning the reliability of their subcomponents or any associated failure modes. This relative
lack of failure reports (with respect to other MCC components), however, might also be
interpreted as an indication that no significant problems with these components exist.

3.6.2.4 Subcomponent Failure Analysis (Manufacturer Specific)

As previously indicated, the subcomponent and failure modes data associated with each
individual manufacturer of MCC equipment were evaluated; only four of the manufacturers
identified in Section 3.6.2.2 had subcomponent data that were sufficient to support this analysis.
The findings noted for these four classes of equipment are described in the following subsections.

3.6.2.4.1 General Electric
3.6.2.4.1.1 GE Molded-Case Circuit Breakers

There were 109 reports identified as applicable to GE MCC breakers; of these reports,
only one failure was identified as being maintenance-induced. Failures for GE breakers by were
distributed by subcomponent as follows: 29% were caused by unidentified causes, 17% were
caused by failure of the operating handle/linkage, 12% were caused by the overcurrent trip
device, and 1% were attributed to the operating mechanism.

With respect to failure modes, 27% of the GE breaker failures were caused by normal
wear/end of life, 20% were caused by unidentified causes, 15% were caused by loss or inability
of the breaker to be calibrated, and 9% each were caused by broken/deformed and binding or
sticking parts.
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Number Failure Mode Failed Subcomponent
1 Dirty/pitted/corroded Connections
2 Deformed/broken Terminations
3 Heat damage Insulator
4 Open circuit Conductor
5 Fault Other
6 Loose
7 Other

Figure 3-25. Wiring Subcomponent/Failure Mode Combinations (All Manufacturers).
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Thirty-seven of the 108 failure reports (34%) had either an unidentified subcomponent or
failure mode. Based on the remaining 71 reports, the most frequent subcomponent/failure mode
combinations for these breakers were "normal" wear and loss of adjustment of the operating
handle/linkage (7% each), normal wear of the internal operating mechanism (7%), and loss of
calibration of the overcurrent trip device (6%).

3.6.2.4.1.2 GE Starters/Contactors

A total of 152 reports were found concerning GE starters/contactors. Four of these
failures (3%) were identified as being maintenance-induced. Failures were distributed by
subcomponent as follows: 52% (77) of the noted failures were related to auxiliary contacts, 16%
were caused by failure of the main contactor mechanism, 11% were caused by coil failures, and
9% were associated with main contact surfaces.

Predominant failure modes were binding and sticking (26% or 38 reports), dirt, corrosion,
or pitting (15%), inadequate lubrication (9%), and unidentified causes (10%).

Fifteen of the 148 reports (10%) had either unidentified subcomponents or failure modes.
From the remaining 133 reports, the most significant combinations noted were binding or sticking
of the auxiliary contacts (23%), inadequate lubrication of the auxiliary contacts (10%),
deterioration of the main contact surfaces (9%), and deterioration of the auxiliary coniact surfaces
(8%).

3.6.2.4.1.3 GE Thermal Overload R~!ays

A total of 50 reports relating t rload relay failures were located; one of these
failures was maintenance-induced. 52% «.. lailures were caused by unidentified causes, 14%
were caused by failure of the heater element, and 12% were caused by a variety of other
subcomponents. In terms of failure modes, 52% (26) of the failures were caused by normal
wear/end of life, 12% by subcomponents being out of adjustment, and 10% were caused by
unidentified causes.

Because of the relatively high proportion of unidentified subcomponents and failure modes
present in these reports, no failure mode versus subcomponent inferences can be drawn about GE
overload relays in specific.

3.6.2.4.1.4 Other GE MCC Components

Because of the low number of failures recorded for GE MCC control transformers,
miscellaneous relays, fuse holders, terminal blocks, switches, and wiring, no specific inferences
can be drawn concerning these components.
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3.6.2.4.2 Westinghouse
3.6.2.4.2.1 Westinghouse Molded-Case Circuit Breakers

A total of 116 reports related to Westinghouse MCC breakers were found; 6 of these
failures (5%) were considered maintenance-induced. Failures were distributed by subcomponent
as follows: 36% were associated with failure of the operating handle/linkage, 10% were caused
by the overcurrent trip device, 9% were caused by the operating mechanism, and 29% were
caused by unidentified causes.

With respect to failure modes, 38% of the failures were attributed to normal wear/end of
life, 14% to unidentified causes, 10% to breaker components being out of adjustment, and 10%
to broken/deformed parts.

A total of 35 of the 110 applicable reports had either an unidentified subcomponent or
failure mode. Examination of the remaining 75 reports indicated the following
subcomponent/failure mode combinations as being most significant: normal wear of the
operating handle/linkage (27%) and breakage or deformation of operating handle parts (8%).

3.6.2.4.2.2 Westinghouse Starters/Contactors

A total of 93 reports were associated with Westinghouse starter/contactor assemblies; 2
of these reports were identified as being maintenance-induced. Failures were distributed by
subcomponent as follows: 27% were caused by failure of the main contactor mechanism, 23%
were associated with auxiliary contacts, 16% were caused by failure of the contactor coil(s), and
10% were caused by contamination, pitting, or corrosion of the main contact surfaces.

With regard to failure modes, 25% of the failures were attributed to normal wear/end of
life, 19% to binding and sticking of the mechanism, 10% to breaker components being out of
adjustment or alignment, 10% to unidentified causes, and 9% to dirty, pitted, or corroded
subcomponents.

Eleven of the reports (12%) did not identify either the failed subcomponent or failure
mode. The remaining 80 reports indicated that the most significant combinaiions of
subcomponent/failure mode were normal wear of the auxi..ary contacts (9%), binding or sticking
of the main contactor mechanism (9%), and normal wear of the main contactor coil(s) (8%).

3.6.2.4.2.3 Westinghouse Thermal Overload Relays

A total of 75 reports applicable to Westinghouse thermal overload relays were generated.
Of these 75 reports, 15 (20%) were maintenance-induced. Failures were distributed by
subcompenent as follows; 19% were caused by failure of the heater elements, 6% were caused
by contact surfaces and mechanisms, and 22% were related to other subcomponents. A total of
49% of the failures were associated with unidentified subcomponents.
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Predominant failure modes of the Westinghouse thermal overload relays were as follows:
30% of the failures were attributed to normal wear/end of life, 7% to electrical open circuits, 7%
to broken/deformed parts, and 33% to unidentified causes.

A totai of 39 of the 60 applicable reports failed to identify either the failed subcomponent
or the failure mode. No statistically significant subcomponent/failure mode combinations were
identified because of the small number of remaining reports (21).

3.6.2.4.2.4 Other Westinghouse MCC Components

Because of the low overall number of failures recorded for Westinghouse MCC control
transformers, miscellaneous relays, fuse holders, terminal blocks, wiring, and switches, no
specific inferences can be drawn concerning these components.

3.6.2.4.3 Gould/ITE
3.6.2.4.3.1 Gould/ITE Molded-Case Circuit Breakers

A total of 128 reports applicable to Gould/ITE MCC breakers were found. Six of these
failures (5%) were considered maintenance-induced. Failures were distributed by subcomponent
as follows: 32% were caused by unidentified causes, 18% were caused by failure of the breaker
operating mechanism, 15% were associated with the trip mechanism, and 12% were caused by
the overcurrent trip device.

With respect to failure modes, 30% of the failures were caused by unidentified causes,
12% to normal wear/aging, 11% to inadequate lubrication, 10% to binding/sticking, and because
of subcomponent loosening.

A total of 46 reports failed to identify either the affected subcomponent or failure mode.
The remaining 76 reports indicate the following significant combinations of failed subcomponent
and failure mode: inadequate lubrication of the internal operating mechanism (12%), binding or
sticking of the trip mechanism (11%), and electrical faults (short circuits) associated with the trip
device (10%).

3.6.2.4.3.2 Gould/ITE Starters/Contactors

A total of 55 reports applicable to Gould/ITE starters/contactors were found. Two of
these failures (4%) were considered maintenance-induced. Failures were distributed by
subcomponent as follows; 26% were caused by failure of the main contactor coil, 21% were
related to auxiliary contact assemblies, 13% each were caused by failure of the main contactor
mechanism and interlock mechanism, and 6% were caused by miscellaneous hardware associated
with the device.

Analysis of the starter/contactor failure modes produced the following results: 25% of the
failures were caused by binding or sticking, 17% to subcomponent loosening, and 11% to
contamination, pitting, or corrosion. A total of 19% of the reports had unidentified failure
moc 5. Eleven reports failed to identify either the affected subcomponent or failure mode. The
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remaining 42 reports indicated the following significant combinations of failed subcomponent and
failure mode: binding and sticking of the auxiliary contact mechanism (14%), binding or sticking
of the contactor interlock mechanism (10%), and loosening of the starter/contactor hardware
(10%).

3.6.2.4.3.3 Other Gould/ITE MCC Components

Because of the low overall number of failures recorded for Gould/ITE MCC overload
relays, control transformers, miscellaneous relays, fuse holders, terminal blocks, wiring, and
switches, no specific inferences can be drawn concerning these components.

3.6.2.4.4 Cutler-Hammer
3.6.2.4.4.1 Cutler-Hammer Starters/Contactors

A total of 23 reports related to Cutler-Hammer starters and contactors were identified;
none of these reports was considered maintenance-induced. Failures were distributed by
subcomponent as follows; 30% were caused by problems related to the auxiliary contacts, 30%
were caused by failure of the contactor coil(s), 21% were associated with the main contactor
mechanism, and the remainder were the result of other/unidentified subcomponents.

Contaminated, pitted, or corroded contact surfaces, mechanism binding or sticking, or
electrical faults each accounted for 17% of the total number of failures. The remainder of reports
were distributed among the other failure modes.

No statistically significant subcomponent/failure mode combinations were identified for
this component because of the overall low number (23) of reports.

3.6.2.4.4.2 Other Cutler-Hammer MCC Components

Because of the low overall numiber of failures recorded for Cutler-Hammer MCC breakers,
overload relays, control transformers, miscellaneous relays, terminal blocks, fuse holders, wiring,
and switches, no specific inferences can be drawn concerning these components.

3.6.2.5 Conclusions from NPRDS Review

As indicated above, the NPRDS data are not specific to age-related information. In many
instances, the scope was limited with respect to the number of plants and the time period
reported. Despite these limitations, several observations can be made about the various classes
of MCC components evaluated.

In general, breakers and starters/contactors are the MCC components subject to the highest
rate of failure; this can be substantiated by the high percentages of reports associated with these
components (35% and 32% for breakers and starters/contactors, respectively) in relation to other
MCC components. This behavior varies significantly, however, as a function of the manufacturer
of the equipment in question. For example, Gould/ITE MCCs appear to exhibit the highest rate
of breaker failure relative to other components within the same equipment; more than 53% of all

3-62



AGING MANAGEMENT GUIDELINE FOR MOTOR CONTROL CENTERS

reports related to Gould/ITE MCCs concerned breaker failures. This is in sharp contrast to
Cutler-Hammer equipment, in which only 9% of the reports were related to breakers. Similarly,
starter/contactor reports range from a low of 23% (Gould/ITE) to a high of 52% (Cutler-
Hammer). Hence, breaker and starter/contactor failures appear to be of varying concern based
on the manufacturer of the equipment installed. This also appears to be true of overload relays.
These components had the third highest percentage of failures (for all manufacturers combined),
yet this percentage varied from a low of 6% (for Gould/ITE) to a high of 22% (Westinghouse).

Whether considering individual components or all components as a whole, detection of
component failures was in general most prevalent during operations. A few components (such
as overload relays and switches) had smaller percentages of their total number of failures detected
during operation;, however, these were the exception. This result seems to indicate that in
general, substantial portions of MCC component failures (i.e., 39% of all component failures) go
undetected until 1) the component is called on to perform its required function(s), or 2) the
functionality of the component is interrupted as a result of the failure. This may stem in part
from the difficulty present in accurately assessing the condition of certain components (during
inspection, maintenance, or testing), or the lack of application of maintenance, testing, or
inspection techniques which are effective at identifying the types of problems which ultimately
result in component failure.

From the analysis of the affected subcomponent(s) and failure modes associated with the
failures of each MCC component, the following observations were made:

. Breakers. As indicated in Section 3.6.2.3.1, wear of the operating handle/linkage
accounted for the largest single percentage of identified failures for all manufacturers
(12%), followed by wear and inadequate lubrication of the internal operating
mechanism (11%). Little variation from this result was noted in the analysis of the
results for GE and Westinghouse equipment; however, the results for Gould/ITE
MCC breakers showed that binding, sticking, and inadequate lubrication of the
internal breaker mechanisms were predominant (collectively accounting for 23% of
reports for which the subcomponent and failure mode was identified). Also noted for
Gould/ITE equipment was the loss of calibration of the overcurrent trip device (10%).
Failure of the operating handle/linkage did not appear to be significant for this
manufacturer of MCC breaker. The data for the other equipment manufacturers
(Cutler-Hammer, Klockner-Moeller, etc.) were not sufficient to support any inferences
concerning subcomponent aging. Hence, for GE and Westinghouse equipment,
additional attention to the breaker operating handle/linkage mechanism is warranted.
Binding of the breaker internal operating mechanism (and/or deterioration of the
lubrication) appears to be much more significant in the aging of the Gould/ITE MCC
breakers.

o

Starters/Contactors. As noted in Section 3.6.2.3.2, binding and sticking of the
auxiliary contact assemblies accounted for the largest single percentage of identified
failures for all manufacturers (14%), followed by binding and sticking of the main
contactor mechanism (9%). Contamination, pitting, or corrosion of the main and
auxiliary contact surfaces collectively accounted for [3% of the identified failures.
These results were comparable to those noted specifically for General Electric
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equipment; however, for Westinghouse starters/contactors, wear of the main contactor
coil was indicated (8% of the reports for Westinghouse equipment), and binding or
sticking of the contact interlock mechanism and loose hardware were noted for
Gould/ITE equipment (each accounting for 10% of the Gould/ITE reports). Hence,
binding, sticking, and 'ubrication of the auxiliary contact mechanism associated with
all manufacturers’ MCCs is significant and warrants additional consideration.
Binding of the main contactor and interlock mechanism as well as deterioration of the
main and auxiliary contact surfaces may also be significant factors (depending on
manufacturer).

3. Thermal Overload Relays. As described in Section 3.6.2.3.3, the only significant
combination of failed subcomponent/failure mode was normal wear of the overload
heater elements (17% of reports with identified subcomponent and failure mode). No
other combinations occurred with sufficient frequency to support any meaningful
inferences. The overload relay data present for each of the specific manufacturers
were likewise insufficient for these purposes.

4. Miscellaneous Relays. As indicated in Section 3.6.2.3.4, the majority of failures of
relays used in MCCs were associated with the relay coil; 28% and 21% of the failure
reports (with identified causes) were the result of open and short circuits of the coil,
respectively. No other combinations occurred with sufficient frequency to support
any meaningful inferences. The relay failure data present for each of the specific
manufacturers were likewise insufficient for these purposes.

5. Wiring. Loose connections and terminations accounted for 37% of all identifiable
failures (see Section 3.6.2.3.5); this was followed by damaged or deformed insulation
(17%). No other significant combinations were noted. Because of the generic nature
of wiring and terminations, this result is deemed to be applicable to all manufacturers
of MCC equipment.

In general, other MCC components (i.e., terminal blocks, fuse holders, and switches) make
up a small percentage of the failures noted (both for each specific manufacturer and for all
manufacturers collectively). Hence, it can be assumed that the aging of these components is not
a significant cause of MCCs failing to perform their required functions.

Maintenance-induced events accounted for varying percentages of the total number of
failure events recorded in each category (i.e., component, subcomponent, failure mode, and
manufacturer); although not considered an aging mechanism per se, these events do represent a
factor to be considered in the aging of the equipment. A high incidence of maintenance-related
degradations and/or failures may result from several factors, including a high degree of difficulty
involved with performing the task, incorrect or inadequate maintenance procedures, maintenance
being conducted too frequently, and erosion of the skill/knowledge level of personnel maintaining
the equipment. The only component for which a significant fraction of maintenance-induced
events were noted was MCC wiring (27% of all reports related to wiring); this indicates that a
relatively high propensity for damage (or incorrect installation) of the wiring during or after
maintenance or testing exists.
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3.6.3 Evaluation of LER Data

NRC LERs are another source of MCC failure and degradation data. LERs are issued by
nuclear plant operators when equipment failures and plant operating events meet the reporting
requirements specified in 10 CFR 50.73.[3.108] As with NPRDS data, LERs are not
oriented directly toward recording data related to component aging. In addition, the criteria for
issuance of an LER do not encompass all component failures (especially those of little or no
consequence to plant safety). Hence, evaluation of LER data provides only a partial picture of
failure information; accordingly, the data may or may not be representative of general equipment
tailure behavior. LER data can be used, however, as support for the findings derived from other
data sources (such as NPRDS), as well as for verification of postulated aging mechanisms.

The LERs used in this analysis covered the period from carly 1980 through early 1992.
The abstracts of approximately 600 LERs were identified via keyword search of the LER
database maintained by Oak Ridge National Laboratory. Because of the structure of the LER
database, a variety of keywords (including MCC, MCCB, starter, contactor, relay, and control
transformer) were used in an attempt to locate all of the pertinent reports. Each of the reports
generated by this search was individually reviewed; in cases where the applicability of a given
report to a topic could not be reliably determined, the report was discarded. Of the 600 reports
reviewed, 47 were ultimately retained. These reports were then categorized by component and
subcomponent and failure mode; categorization by manufacturer was not practical because of the
lack of consistent component manufacturer data, as well as the low number of total reports. The
results of this analysis are tabulated in Table 3-6 and shown in Figures 3-26 through 3-28.
Detailed analyses of the LERs (for each MCC component) are included in Sections 3.6.3.1
through 3.6.3.10 below.

3.6.3.1 MCC Structural Components (Including Metal Housing, Bus Structure,
Terminals, and Disconnects)

The data contained in the LER database described seven events, from six separate plants,
related to the MCC structural components. Two events involved the misalignment of a cubicle
door, whereby the door would not shut properly, causing the tripping of an auxiliary transformer
and the binding of the interlock mechanism, respectively. Five of the events pertained to the bus
bar and power stabs and are broken down as follows: two of these five were caused by
inadequate contact between the stabs and bus bars (coupled with dust in ouc event), two failures
were caused by high resistance electrical connections, and one failure was maintenance induced
where the cubicle had not been properly secured and latched. No failures of the metal housing
itself were noted.

3.6.3.2 Molded-Case Circuit Breakers

The data contained in the LER database covered 14 plants during the period of the search.
A total of 20 events occurred. Of these, five failures (25%) were caused by "normal” wear-out
of the component, five (25%) were caused by loose connections on the breaker, three caused high
resistances leading to overheating or arcing of the breaker (one of which was a defect: ve internal
connection), one (5%) was maintenance induced upon installation, causing binding of the
undervoltage device cradle actuator blade against the breaker case; two failures (10%) were
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caused by an internal mechanical defect/failure of the mechanical latch, two originated from
internal electrical defects, and the last three (15%) were attributed to malfunctioning with no
stated source for the failures.

3.6.3.3 Magnetic Starters/Contactors

Ten reports were located relating to magnetic starters and contactors. Of these ten reports,
six (60%) were caused by binding or sticking of some portion of the starter/contactor mechanism,
and one failure each was attributed to normal end of life, heat damage, loss of adjustment,. and
unknown causes.

Table 3-6. Licensee Event Report (LER) Data, Motor Control Centers (All

Manufacturers)
Failed Component Failure Mode (see definitions below)

Total | | 2 3] 4 5 6 7 8 1| 9 |10 11} 12]13

Circuit Breaker 16 0 0 O] S 5 0 0 0 3 0 1 012
Thermal Overload I 0 0 O] 0f{0¢{0 0 010 0 1 n4i0
Starter/Contactor 6 0 4 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 G 0 010
Miscellaneous Relays 6 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 010
Control Transformers 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 010
Terminal Blocks/Wires 8 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 010
Housing/Bus Bar/Stabs 8 0 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 010
Fuse Holders 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
Other 1 0Ojyo0]10]10f[0710 oftoro}Lofgqo 010
1 5 6 |11 6 0] 0 1 6 | 3 7 0| 2

Failure Modes Defined

1 Inadequate/contaminated lubrication 8 PRroken weld

2 Mechanical binding or sticking 9  High electrical resistance (including
3 Out of adjustment pitted/dirty contacts)

4  Loose 10 Electrical fault

S Normal wear 11 Improper maintenance

6  Heat damage 12 Other

7  Broken cr deformed 13 Unknown




AGING MANAGEMENT GUIDELINE FOR MOTOR CONTROL CENTERS

Other 2%)

Bus Bars, Structure, and Housing (17%)

Circuit Breakers (34%)

Terminals/Wiring (17%)

Miscellaneous Relays (13%)

Control Transformer (2%) Overload Relays (2%)

Based on 47 Reports

Figure 3-26. Licensee Event Report (LER) Component Failure Data (All Manufacturers).
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Broken or Deformed (4%) Other (2%)

Maintenance Induced (13%)

- e 170s
Electrical Fault (6%) Out of Adjustment (13%)

High Resistance (13%)

Heat Damage (2%) Loose (23%)

Normal Wear (13%) ~

Based on 47 Reports

Figure 3-27. Licensee Event Report (LER) Component Failure Modes (All Manufacturers).



AGING MANAGEMENT GUIDELINE FOR MOTOR CONTROL CENTERS

Failure Mode

Based on 47 Reports

Number Failure Mode Failed Subcomponent
1 Inadequate lubrication MCCB
2 Binding Contactor i
3 Out of adjustment/calibration Overload
i 4 Loose Contro} transformer
5 Normal wear Misc. relays
6 Heat damage Wiring/terminations
7 Deformed/broken Bus bar/power distribution e
8  |Weld failure Other ]
9 #LHigh electrical resistance ]
10 [Fault

Figure 3-28. LER Component/Failure Mode Combinations (All Manufacturers).
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3.6.3.4 Thermal Overload Relays

The data in the LER search identified two failures pertaining to thermal overload relays.
One failure was caused by improper installation in which the overload relay trip coils were not
of sufficient capacity for the in-rush current. The failure to detect this deficiency was because
of inadequate inspection and post-installation testing. The second failure was not attributed to
a particular cause.

3.6.3.5 Miscellaneous Relays

The data in the LER search identified six tailures of MCC relays from six separate units.
Each of these six failures originates from six different failure mechanisms. These failures were
caused by the following: high resistance leading to coil failure, dirty contacts leading to cycling,
setpoint drift (attributed to unstated causes), a misaligned relay causing it to jam against its cover
plate, and a mechanical defect where the movable contact became dislodged from its spring
loaded mount; the final LER failure was maintenance induced, resulting in an incorrect tap setting
following calibration.

3.6.3.6 Control Transformer

One LER was identified for control transformers; in this case, the transformer faled
because of an electrical fault (ground) on the transformer winding. The cause of this fault was
unidentitied.

3.6.3.7 Terminal Blocks and Wires

The data in the LER search identified eight failures of the MCC terminal blocks and wires
from eight separate plants. Five of these failures were caused by loose connections or terminal
block mountings. One of the eight failures was caused by insulation breakdown, resulting in a
trip. One failure was caused by a fault (short circuit) in the wiring, and the last failure was
caused by improper installation of an MCC component, causing crimping of the wires.

3.6.3.8 Fuse Holders

One failure of the MCC control wiring system was noted; it was caused by metal fatigue
of a fuse holder.

3.6.3.9 Switches

No failures related to locally mounted MCC switches were noted in the LERS.
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3.6.3.10 Conclusions from LER Review
The following observations were noted with respect to the LERs:
. With respect to MCC breakers, no one single subcomponent or failure mode was

significant. Breakers identified in the LERs appeared to fail for a variety of reasons,
the most numerous being normal wear and/or loosening of some subcomponent.

o

Binding or sticking of the starter/contactor mechanism (which may include the main
contactor mechanism, auxiliary contacts, and interlock) appears to be the most
significant source of MCC subcomponent failures.

3. The data for overload relays, control transformers, and miscellaneous relays show no
clear trends with regard to affected subcomponents or failure modes.

4. Loose or broken wire connections and terminations resulted in a substantial
percentage (13%) of the failures noted.

5. Maintenance-induced events constitute a sizable proportion (15%) of the failures
reported.

It should be noted that the volume of LER data upon which these observations are based
(47 reports total) is small in comparison with the number of NPRDS findings; hence, LT'"
information must be evaluated in conjunction with the other data sources.

3.6.4 Studies Providing Industry-Wide Operating Experience for Motor Control
Centers

3.6.4.1 NUREG/CR-5053: Operating Experience and Aging Assessment of
Motor Control Centers

Brookhaven National Laboratory issued "Operating Experience and Aging Assessment of
Motor Control Centers,"[3.29] which documents data from LERs, Nuclear Power Experience
(NPE), NPRDS, and direct correspondence with several nuclear utilities over a 10-year period
(1976-1986) for an assessment of MCC aging. The report characterized aging effects that, if left
unchecked, could possibly lead to age-related degradation of MCC components, potentially
impacting plant safety. This report discussed those maintenance practices relevant to MCCs, as
well as their effectiveness at detecting significant component aging before a loss of functionality.

The predominant failure modes (defined in the study as the basic manner in which an
MCC component fails) identified in NPRDS, based on the approximate percentage of total
failures, include:

*  Failure to close (23%)

*  Open circuit (15%)

o Tripped (15%)

*  Would not operate (14%)
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Failed to open (8%)
Out of adjustment (7%)
Loose connection (6%)
Short/ground (6%)
Unspecified (4%)
Failure to trip (2%)

The predominant failure causes (defined in the study as the actual malfunction that led
to component degradation or failure) identified in NPRDS, based on the approximate percentage
of total failures, include:

Unreported (21%)

Other (19%)

Sticking/foreign material (13%)
Overheating (8%)

Setpoint drift (8%)
Mechanical failure (7%)
Normal operation (7%)
Binding (5%)

Surface deterioration (5%)
Mechanical interference (4%)
Other system failure (3%)

Figures 3-29 and 3-30 illustrate the breakdown of subcomponent failures (for NPRDS and
LER data, respectively) based on the research data of NUREG/CR-5053.{3.29] See also Figures
3-14 and 3-26.

The significant conclusions of this assessment are summarized below:

L.

(%]

A majority of age-related failures in MCCs were attributed to circuit breakers and
"miscellaneous” relays (collectively accounting for S0% of all reported failures noted).
Starters/contactors and overload relays had the highest occurrence of failure among
the remaining components.

The most frequent cause of MCC component failure was dirt and foreign materials,
causing electrical devices to stick.

A significant number of failures were caused by wear during normal operation.

Failures were more prevalent in systems functioning intermittently (during normal
plant operation or test conditions) rather than continuously.

LERs indicated that human error (improper maintenance, inadequate procedures, etc.)
constituted approximately 15% of the total number of reports.
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Relay (12%)

Circuit Breakers (36%)

Coil (12%)

Overload (11%)

Transformers (2%)
Contactor (10%)

Wire/Terminal (4%)

Trip Device (7%) Fuse (6%)

Figure 3-29. NUREG/CR-5053 Subcomponent Failures (NPRDS).
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Relay (23%) Circuit Breakers (33%)

Coil (7%)

Overload (9%) Transformers (3%)

Contactor (10%) Wire/Terminal (13%)

Trip Device (2%)

Figure 3-30. NUREG/CR-5053 Subcomponent Failures (LER and NPE).

3-74



AGING MANAGEMENT GUIDELINE FOR MOTOR CONTROL CENTERS

3.6.4.2 Wyle Laboratories: Comprehensive Aging Assessment of Circuit
Breakers and Relays for Nuclear Plant Aging Research Program,
Phase Il

"Comprehensive Aging Assessment of Circuit Breakers and Relays for Nuclear Plant
Aging Research Program, Phase I1"[3.30] assessed inspection, surveillance, and monitoring (ISM)
techniques used for aging management of MCCBs. The MCCB ISM methods consisted of nine
methods of testing currently used in the industry as well as eight additional advanced ISM
techniques. The test specimens consisted of 11 breakers of varying ages from five different
manufacturers that were solicited from various nuclear plant operators, non-nuclear facilities, and
manufacturers. The current and advanced ISM methods used in the study are listed below.

Current ISM Techniques Used

e Visual Inspection

e Operation

* Pole Resistance

» Insulation Resisiance

* Mechanical Actuation

» 100% Rated Current Hold-In
e 135% Rated Current Hold-In
e 300% Overcurrent

e Instantaneous Trip

Advanced ISM Technigues Used

» Infrared Pyrometry

* Infrared Scanning

¢ On-Contact Temperature
¢ Vibration Testing

¢ Acoustic Testing

* lon Detection

* 600% Overload

e Dielectric

Significant findings of the assessment include the followin;3:

1. Visual inspection and mechanical actuation of the 11 breakers proved beneficial in
predicting problems more evident in other ISM techniques. Evidence of overheating
and discoloration on some of the breakers was a somewhat reliable indication that
other tests performed subsequently on the breaker would result in identification of a
problem.

2. Pole resistance was measured in the as-received condition and after testing of the
breaker was completed. Pole resistance showed a tendency to increase with age. In
addition, a lack of operation appears to increase this resistance (i.e., the pole
resistance of the breakers being tested decreased as the breakers were operated more).
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In general, pole resistance variations or increases did not correlate with problems
found in other ISM techniques.

3. The 100% and '35% rated current hold-in tests indicated somewhat expected results
in that the 135% test produced temperatures averaging 10°F higher than those
produced by the 100% test. No significant results or trends (individually or in
correlation with other ISM methods) were noted.

4. The 300% overcurrent test resulted in a number of failures. An 18-year ITE
KMB2F800 breaker failed on one pole from the distortion of the thermal trip element,
which was traced to a loose connection. A 10-year old Klockner-Moeller NZMH6-
100 circuit breaker failed to trip on all three poles because of interference with the
thermal element from shrink tubing that was damaged by heating caused by the
bvercurrent. Visual inspection of one breaker showed failure attributed to overcurrent
effects. In addition, the 300% overcurrent test showed an age-related trend.

5. The instantaneous trip testing yielded failure in four of the 11 breakers tested. The
ITE KMB2F800 breaker failed because of overheating as it had during tests of its
thermal trip unit. The Klockner-Moeller NZMH6-40 failed because of distortion of
the trip pin. Two 18-year-old Westinghouse HFB31550 breakers failed as well. One
of these failures was attributed to a missing spring in the trip mechanism. No cause
was detected for the other failure.

The infrared pyrometry, infrared scanning, and on-contact temperature tests measured the
temperature of various MCCB components under varying conditions. No significant differences
between the devices at 100% rated current were noted in MCCBs during the infrared pyrometry
test. No significant age-related degradation was noted in the infrared scanning test. The on-
contact temperature test did, however, show a trend of increasing breaker temperature with age
(based on measurement of pole temperature at 100% rated current).

Vibration and acoustic tests showed differences in vibration and acoustic properties
between the various breaxers used in the study. However, these varying properties could not be
confidently attributed to age based on the diverse backgrounds of the breakers.

3.6.4.3 Environmental Testing of Class 1E AC Motor Control Center for
Nuclear Power Plants

"Environmental Testing of Class |[E MCC for Nuclear Power Plants (NPP)"[3.109]
reported on the testing of an MCC that was subjected to a high temperature/humidity
environment and pressure pulses simulating the effects of a high energy steam line break in a
BWR Mark I containment structure. This testing was based on an NRC requirement that plants
with Class 1E MCCs located in the reactor building demonstrate the MCC’s capability to
withstand a DBE. The capabilities of the starter (to start or stop the motors) and motor operated
valves were tested; the structural integrity of the MCC cabinet was also tested because of the
possibility it might impair the functional capabilities of the components contained within.
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Located within the MCC tested was a NEMA size 3 full voltage non-reversing starter and
a NEMA size 2 full voltage reversing starter. The reversing starter failed to operate on demand
after the temperature/high humidity test. Post-test inspection revealed a short circuit in the
control power transformer caused by insulation breakdown. Epoxy-encapsulated control power
transformers were installed and the MCC was retested. The results of the test were deemed
acceptable.  Subsequent similar tests proved that a dc MCC could also function in the post-
accident atmosphere.

3.6.4.4 Nuclear Maintenance Applications Center (NMAC) Maintenance Guide
on Molded-Case Circuit Breakers

EPRI NP-7410 (Volume 3) documents failure data for MCCBs used in nuclear plant
applications. The study reviewed failure reports collected from NPRDS, the NRC (i.e., NUREGs,
LERs, Information Notices. and Bulletins), and other sources. The results of this study (based
on NPRDS data and shown in Figure 3-31) indicate the following:

I. The single, most common type of failure associated with MCCBs relates to the
overcurrent trip device (37% of the reports analyzed). Damaged/broken parts, loss
of calibration, improper setting, and degraded material properties were noted as
applicable failure modes.

2. Nearly two-thirds (61%) of the failures noted in the data were attributable to the
overcurrent trip device and operating mechanism (collectively). Dried lubricant, loss
of alignment/adjustment, and worn or broken parts were cited as common failure
modes.

3. Electrical devices (relays, switches, auxiliary contacts, etc.) and main current-carrying
components (main contacts, arc chutes, and wiring terminals) each accounted for 12%
of the failures. Failure modes for the electrical devices included coil failure and
dirty/damaged contacts; those identified for the main current components were pitted,
eroded, or dirty contacts, and damaged or otherwise degraded arc chutes.

4. Wiring and cable terminations were responsible for 10% of the failures, loose, dirty,
mis-sized, and damaged wires, terminals, or connectors were cited.

5. There was little or no relation noted between insulation resistance and breaker
performance or failure.
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Operating Mechanism (24%) Overcurrent Trip (37%)

Electrical Devices (12%)

\\\ /
, . Frame (5%)

Main Current Devices (12%)

Wiring (10%)

Figure 3-31. Breaker Subcomponent Failures (NPRDS) EPRI/NMAC Molded-Case Circuit
Breaker Maintenance Guide.

3.6.5 Overall Conclusions Regarding Equipment Historical Performance

As discussed in the previous sections, three sources of historical information were used
in this guideline to characterize historical MCC component performance: (1) NPRDS data, (2)
LER data, and (3) information provided by previous analyses and reports relating to MCCs and
their components. These sources each provide a somewhat different perspective on MCC
component aging; however, because of differences in the scope and analysis techniques
employed, direct comparison of the results is not possible and may produce misleading results.
For example, the classification of several components, subcomponents, and failure modes varies
between each of the documents; a subcomponent specifically identified and separated in one
document may be grouped together with other similar subcomponents in another. Additionally,
the percentage of failure reports (of the total reviewed) in which failed subcomponents and/or
failure modes were unidentified is not provided in some documents; this introduces additional
uncertainty into the comparison of results from those documents that did account for unidentified
failures.
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Despite these limitations, several generic trends and problems associated with specific
MCC components (and operating conditions) can be identified in each of the sources described
above;, when viewed collectively, these sources provide the following insights into MCC aging
and degradation:

l.

Circuit breakers and starters/contactors failures are in general most prevalent;
however, this result will vary based on the individual manufacturer of the equipment.

Starter/contactor mechanisms appear to be susceptible to mechanical binding and
sticking. This appears to be especially prevalent in auxiliary contact assemblies, but
may affect other mechanisms such as the main contactor and the forward/reverse
contact interlock. Dirt, foreign material, and degraded or otherwise inadequate
lubrication was often cited as the root cause of these failures.

Wear, misadjustment, or binding of the operating handle/linkage for MCC breakers
(where equipped) was significant for several manufacturers of MCC (including
General Electric and Westinghouse). Similarly, problems associated with the internal
breaker operating mechanism (inadequate lubrication, binding, etc.) and overcurrent
trip device (loss of calibration) were common to all manufacturers.

Exposure of MCCBs to fault conditions may damage the breaker internals (including
the main current-carrying components) and may ultimately preclude its proper
performance. Damage to the breaker appears to be a function of the magnitude,
duration, and number of exposures to fault current.

Normal wear attributed to operation appears to be a commonly cited cause of
component failure. The evaluation of wear as being normal or abnormal cannot
realistically be conducted for each plant failure (especially in those components
whose failure cause may not be readily determined, such as MCCBs); accordingly,
many of the failures termed "normal" may, in fact, be caused by age-related
degradation or other anomalous conditions. Hence, these reports lack the degree of
specificity necessary to accurately assess their contribution to the failure rate/failure
mode data for a given component.

Loose, damaged, or high resistance electrical connections and terminations appear to
be a relatively significant cause of MCC failures; although wiring and wiring-related
failures were assigned a separate category for the analysis, evidence of loose or high
resistance electrical connections and terminations was present in all component
categories. A large fraction of failures associated with wiring, terminations, and
electrical connections appear to be caused by maintenance, inspection, or testing
performed on the equipment prior to the failure.

Thermal overload relay heater elements may be somewhat susceptible to aging

(compared to other parts of the overload relay), as these subcomponents were most
often cited in overload relay failure reports.
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8. Coil failure (open- or short-circuiting) appears to be a prevalent cause of
miscellaneous relay failure.

9. Failures associated with control transformers, switches, fuse holders, and terminal
blocks were far less numerous than those of the other components discussed above
(breakers, starters, overloads, etc.) and do not appear to occur with sufficient
frequency to warrant any special consideration.
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4. APPLICABLE STRESSORS AND AGING MECHANISMS

4.1 Determination of Stressors Acting on Components

During operation, MCCs and MCC components are exposed to a number of stressors that
can lead to deterioration. These stressors may act individually or in combination with one
another to produce an aging mechanism. The following discussion of stresses is provided to
facilitate development of the discussion of aging mechanisms and age-related degradation that
may occur in MCCs. The potential stresses are:

» Temperature (ambient and internally generated)
* Voltage

*  Mechanical/electrical cycling

* Non-seismic vibration

« Radiation

Although not directly producing stress, humidity, moisture, dirt, dust, and contaminants
may enhance the effects of the stressors acting on the MCCs and can lead to deterioration of the
MCC components.

Temperature

Temperature exposure causes thermal deterioration of organic materials used in MCCs as
insulators and structural members of the control center subcomponents. Temperatures affecting
MCCs are associated with the ambient environment and temperature rise from ohmic heating of
the components internal to the MCC. Normally, control circuits (e.g., motor operated valve
control circuits) of MCCs are de-energized or carry small currents; therefore, little ohmic heating
occurs in the control circuit wiring. However, components such as control transformers, primary
circuits (including molded-case circuit breakers), relays, and some control circuits (such as pump
and fan control circuits) can produce substantial amounts of heat (because of continuous
energization or current flow). Thermal deterioration has the potential for causing failures in the
form of insulation breakdown, loss of structural integrity of organic materials (caused by
thermally induced cracking), and deterioration of lubricants. Ohmic heating of primary circuit
components can be appreciable especially if high resistance connections develop at terminations,
bus junctions, disconnects, or main contacts. Development of a high resistance connection in a
primary current-carrying path can cause rapid deterioration of the surrounding insulating material
because of the heat generatec  Generally, the ambient temperature surrounding MCCs is
controlled between 21°C and 29 C [70°F and 85°F] and does not reach the 40°C [104°F] normal
temperature limit assumed in MCC design and manufacturing standards. MCCs are infrequently
located in areas having harsh environments. (See Section 3.5.2 for a discussion of harsh
environments.)

Voltage

Stressors associated with the electrical functions of MCC components may also lead to
age-related degradation. Electrical stressors are caused by extreme voltage gradients from
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overvoltage transients, spikes, or fault interruption. These stressors can result in short circuiting
of components, flashover to ground or between phases, or restrike. Excessive voltages can lead
to deterioration of the contact surfaces in magnetic contactors, relays, and circuit breakers, and
provide a source of heat for thermal degradation. Fault currents and inductive surges/electrical
transients can cause stresses that contribute to insulation breakdown and contact deterioration.
Fault currents are especially degrading to MCCBs, causing damage to the main and arcing
contact” surfaces, leading to contact burning and erosion. In addition, a high number of fault
current interruptions can damage the insulating material in the arc-chutes and cause them to crack
or break. Fault currents may cause annealing of the bimetallic trip elements found in MCCBs,
changing their material characteristics and causing significant shifts in thermal element trip
points.

Energization at normal design voltage levels does not significantly stress MCC
components; however, it can cause problems when combined with dirt, humidity, or thermal
deterioration. In MCCs, voltage and humidity can affect energized insulation that is dirty or
deteriorated and cause surface tracking paths between phase and ground and adjacent phases.
Moisture in the tracking path will allow larger leakage currents to flow. The leakage current
flow will cause the moisture in the tracking path to evaporate; the leakage current will tend to
remain constant such that the current density in the tracking path increases as moisture
evaporates. This can result in localized burning of the insulation and ultimately insulation failure.

Thermally deteriorated insulation, when exposed to humidity and dirt, may lose not only
its surface insulatiny properties (in the form of surface current tracking), but also its volumetric
insulating properties. Thermally deteriorated insulation is most frequently brittle and prone to
cracking. Leakage current, in addition to propagation across the surface of the insulation, may
travel through the thickness of the insulation, eventually resulting in flashover. Reasonable
inspection and care of primary insulation systems will detect surface and volumetric deterioration
before it becomes severe.

Contaminants and moisture, in combination or acting independently, can result in
deterioration of the MCC structural components; the housing may corrode and/or rust if exposed
to contaminants and/or moisture such that the structural members and fasteners will weaken. In
some instances, foreign matter may also affect the contact surfaces of relays, magnetic contactors,
and MCCBs, potentially interfering with the performance of a component’s required functions.
Exposure to contaminants may degrade electrical components via increased friction (leading to
wear), formation of electrical leakage paths, stiffening or freezing of moving components,
hardening of lubricants, and embrittlement of non-metallic materials.[4.1]

Mechanical/Electrical Cycling

Mechanical cycling (a cycle being defined as one open and close operation) of MCC
components places stress on these components and may cause them to degrade or deteriorate with
time. Mechanical cycling can vary significantly within the MCC enclosure, because different
loads are served through individual starter units and have differing cyclic operating requirements.

* . . .
Separate arcing contacts are not used on all molded-case circuit breakers.

4-2



Sv

AGING MANAGEMENT GUIDELINE FOR MOTOR CONTROL CENTERS

Table 4-1. Stressors, Aging Mechanisms, Potential Failure Modes

Stress

Intensifiers

Aging Mechanism

Age-Related Degradation

Potential Failure Mode

Comments

Ambient Temperature

Ohmic heating

Ohmic heating

Ohmic heating

Excessive ohmic

heating from high

resistance at
primary circuit
connections

Ohmic heating,
fault current

Gradual deterioration

of lubricants

Gradual deterioration

of insulation

Material
embrittlement

Rapid deterioration

of insulation,

possible burning and

fires

Annealing of
bimetallic trip
element

Binding and high friction in
mechanism

Loss of electrical and
mechanical properties

Thermally induced cracking

Rapid loss of electrical and
mechanical properties

Significant shift in thermal
element setpoint

Stalled or slowed open or
close operation of relays,
contactors, or MCCBs

Loss of in.ulating properties,
potential for {lashover of
component insulation

Loss of structural integrity

Flashover of insulation of
power-carrying components

Nuisance MCCB tripping or
failure to trip when required

Generally a slow process; will
occur more rapidly in elevated
ambient temperatures

Generally a slow long-term
process

May occur relatively rapidly

Mechanical Cycling

Deteriorated
lubricants

Operation under
fault current or
high electrical
loads

High friction
between moving
parts

Deterioration of
components

Mechanical wear

Damage to contact surfaces,
arc chutes, other components

Binding and slowing of
contactor or MCCB
mechanism

Degraded function of MCCB

Inspection and appropriate
maintenance after fault current
operation to ensure continued
function

Non-seismic Vibration

Cyclic wear/fatigue

Wear of components, loss of
tolerances, misalignment

Friction or binding;
component deformation or
breakage of contactors or
relays
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Table 4-1. Stressors, Aging Mechanisms, Potential Failure Modes (continued)

Stress Intensifiers Aging Mechanism Age-Related Degradation Potential Failure Mode

Comments

Voltage’ Dirt/humidity on Surface current Decreasing surface resistance, Flashover
insulator surfaces  tracking on insulation dry banding damage

Generally a slow process; may
be more rapid in presence of
thermal deterioration; effects
vary depending on

configuration

Thermal Loss of volumetric  Increased surface and Flashover Of concern for insulations in an

deterioration with  and surface volumetric leakage currents advanced state of deterioration

humidity insulation properties

Surges or electrical Breakdown of coil Loss of electrical and Open circuited coil, failure of

transients insulation mechanical properties component in deenergized

state
Contaminants and/or  Temperature Housing material Corrosion and/or rust Loss of structural integrity Detectable by inspection
moisture (in housing) degradation
Contaminants (in Degraded lubricant High friction Wear of mechanism Binding of mechanism Detectable by inspe:ctionM
various mechanisms) between moving
parts

Lubricant hardening  Stiffening or freezing of joints Binding of mechanism

Detectable by inspection

Contaminants (on Moisture Surface current Decreasing surface resistance Loss of insulating properties.
insulators) tracking on arc-chute by dry banding damage flashover
insulating material

Contaminants (on High current Degradation of Pitting or corrosion of contact Arcing, contact welding
contact surfaces) electrical components surfaces

Energization at normal design voltage levels is not significant; however, it can cause problems when combined with other stressors.

Detection by inspection not generally possible for mechanisms located within MCCBs.
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eventually crack (i.e., lose its mechanical properties). Cracking of the insulation allows reduction
or even complete loss of the insulator’s electrical properties (especially in the presence of
moisture), leading to the potential for flashover to ground or between phases. The temperature
rise from ohmic heating of the conductor will accelerate the deterioration. MCC insulators are
designed to withstand normal ambient and normal loadings for long durations (i.e., thermally
induced degradation will occur very slowly). However, elevated ambient temperatures or
excessive ohmic heating may cause early failure. The excessive ohmic heating that accompanies
high resistivity connections can lead to more rapid insulation deterioration such that rather rapid
insulation failure and flashover, and possibly burning, could occur. High resistivity connections
could develop for each of these components because of (1) improper connection of bus bars and
the bus joint, (2) poor mating of the main contacts, and (3) poor mating of the primary
disconnects. High resistance connections have been noted in MCCs, and the potential for failure
of the insulating components as a result of a loss of electrical and mechanical properties indicates
that this aging mechanism is significant.

Loss of Surface Insulating Properties

In MCCs, voltage and humidity can affect energized insulation that is dirty or deteriorated
and cause surface tracking paths on the insulator between phase and ground and adjacent phases.
Dry tracking paths generally have high enough insulation values to prevent immediate flashover.
However, moisture in the tracking path wili allow larger leakage currents to flow. The leakage
current flow will cause the moisture in the tracking path to evaporate because of ohmic heating.
In addition, the leakage current will tend to remain constant such that the current density in the
tracking path increases as moisture evaporates. Near the point where there is no longer moisture
to conduct the current, localized burning of the insulation can occur. The process is called "dry
banding" and causes an incremental amount of damage each time it occurs. Left uncontrolled,
arc tracking and dry banding will eventually lead to a conductive track and insulation failure.
In addition, heavy accumulations of dirt and other airborne contaminants could cause a
conduction path to accumulate on the insulation that could allow breakdown between phases or
phase to ground especially when condensation occurs. It should be noted that this discussion
relates to standoff insulators where surface insulation properties are important.

Loss of Volumetric Insulating Properties

Another aging mechanism, loss of volumetric insulating properties, can result from the
simultaneous exposure of thermally deteriorated insulation to temperature, voltage, humidity, dirt,
and contaminants. Cracking produced by thermal stress can provide a leakage current path
through the thickness of the insulation. In addition, humidity, dirt, and contaminants can reduce
the surface resistance of the insulation such that the leakage current also travels across the surface
of the insulation. This loss of both volumetric and surface insulating properties allows leakage
current to flow through the thickness of the insulation as well as across its surface such that
flashover to ground or between phases could occur.

A review of industry-wide operating experience indicates that a loss of volumetric and
surface insulating properties has occurred during plant operation, and has caused insulation
flashover. IE Circular 77-03, "Fire Inside a Motor Control Center,"[4.2] documents an MCC
fire caused by a high resistance connection between the vertical bus and stab connector assembly.
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The heating produced by the high resistance connection resulted in a breakdown of the insulation
system.

The existence of surface current tracking and loss of volumetric and surface insulating
properties has been documented. Because of the catastrophic nature of the resulting failure, both
surface current tracking and loss of volumetric insulating properties are considered to be
significant aging mechanisms.

High Resistance Electrical Connections

High resistance electrical connections can affect buswork (including the ground bus) and
chassis ground connections. High resistance is caused by either poor mating surface contact
(caused by a loose connection or fastener, foreign material, or corrosion/oxidation of the mating
surface itself), or sharp bends/current flow restrictions near crimps or terminations. As discussed
in IE Circular 77-03 above, high resistance electrical connections may result in excessive heating
(and damage to other components) and potentially fire.

Loosening/Loss of Fasteners

Over-torquing of fasteners may result in elongation and thread damage, which may then
lead to premature failure or loosening when coupled with mechanical stress and/or vibration.
Reference 4.3 indicates that erroneous torque values may result in an elevated rate of fastener
failure. Similarly, fasteners subject to various external stresses (such as non-seismic vibration)
may loosen with time and eventually be lost. Over-torquing and loss of fasteners, while not a
direct aging mechanism, could cause loss of structural integrity or affect electrical connections.

[44, 45, 4.6]
4.2.1.2 Molded-Case Circuit Breakers
The aging mechanisms associated with MCCBs are:

» contact surface degradation
o fatigue ‘

* component wear

* loose or high resistance electrical connections or terminations
o thermal trip setpoint variations

* deterioration of lubricants

» current limiting fuse failure

» surface current tracking/loss of insulating properties

e thermally induced degradation

MCCBs generally require little attention and are expected to perform under fault conditions.
Industry-wide operating experience indicates, however, that MCCBs are susceptible to various
forms of age-related degradation. If not checked through periodic testing and preventive
maintenance, these degradations can lead to breaker failure and the resulting compromise of
required functions.
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Contact Surface Degradation

The first aging mechanism associated with the MCCB is contact surface deterioration.
Contact deterioration can occur with fault current interruption. The high temperatures that
accompany fault currents may cause the contact material to vaporize, thereby inducing a loss of
contact surface material and other undesirable effects such as pitting. Loss of contact material
will also degrade the ability of the contacts to interrupt fault current. Degradation of contact
surfaces with each electrical cycle could cause the contacts to burn or weld together such that
MCCB function would be impeded.

Fatigue

The third aging mechanism for MCCBs is fatigue; fatigue may occur in a variety of
MCCB components, including the operating mechanism, contacts, and molded breaker housing.
Fatigue may be evidenced by the progressive cracking and ultimate failure of the component
affected, and is generally the result of repetitive or cyclic mechanical stress placed on the
component. Metallic components that are repeatedly stressed (such as the breaker contact
assemblies and operating mechanism parts) are most likely to suffer from fatigue failure. Other
related non-metallic subcomponents, such as the molded breaker housing, may also be exposed
to cyclic stress (i.e., the case may act as a pivotal support for other breaker subcomponents and
accordingly crack after repeated breaker operation). In general, MCCB components potentially
at risk for fatigue failure have been designed to account for this phenomenon; hence, instances
of fatigue failure in MCCBs are rare.

Wear of Internal Components

As with other mechanical components, molded-case breakers are subject to wear of their
internal components. This wear is generally the product of inadequate or degraded lubrication
or normal component wear caused by repeated cyclic operation. Mechanical wearout of breaker
components may also be accelerated by contaminants (from other degraded material or from
external sources) causing increased friction between moving components (contaminants are
discussed in more detail in following paragraphs). Breaker subsystems such as the operating and
trip mechanisms are subject to wear, and may affect the breaker’s ability to fulfill its required
function (manual close or trip on demand). For this reason, wear of the breaker internal
mechanical components is considered a significant aging mechanism.

Loose or High Resistance Eiectrical Connections or Terminations

As with other electrical devices, loose connections and/or terminations associated with the
MCCB can produce high resistances that, in turn, may generate significant amounts of heat
(because of ohmic heating as described above). Operation of the breaker and other MCC
components, as well as non-seismic vibration produced externally to the MCC, may cause
breaker, bus, and load connections and terminations to loosen. Oxidization or contamination of
contact surfaces (such as terminal lugs) may occur over time as well. Sharp bends in wiring
occurring near terminations associated with the breaker may also loosen or deform the
termination crimp so that the resistance of the connection is increased. Loose and/or broken
wires may induce a variety of effects ranging from loss of continuity to arcing and fire within
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the MCC; hence, because of its large potential impact on MCC functionality, loosening of wiring
connections and terminations is considered a significant aging mechanism.

Thermal Trip Setpoint Variations

Another degradation mechanism associated with bimetallic, thermally actuated molded-
case breakers is variation in the thermal trip characteristic caused by exposure to fault currents.
During fault conditions, heating of the trip device induces annealing effects in the trip device’s
bimetallic strip, changing its material characteristics. This change in material properties includes
variation in the degree of strip deflection proportional to the current flowing through the strip.
In general, the circuit breaker will trip at progressively lower current levels, potentially causing
nuisance tripping during operation.

Deterioration of Lubricants

Deterioration of lubricants, which could occur because of contamination, aging,
evaporation, or separation resulting from time and exposure to arrbient temperature, could
increase the amount of friction in the operating and trip mechanisms and cause binding.
Additionally, mechanical cycling of MCCBs can cause the displacement of lubricants between
moving parts; this displacement results in friction, which leads to wear and binding. Binding in
the operating and trip mechanisms can slow or completely prevent operation because of an
increase in the amount of force required to move the mechanism. If the contacts open too
slowly, they can be damaged by the energy of the resulting sustained arc. If the contacts fail to
open or only partially open (and current is not interrupted), complete failure of the circuit breaker
caused by phase-to-phase or phase-to-ground flashover of the breaker insulation system could
eventually occur.

As stated previously, a lack of periodic cycling of an MCCB can produce deleterious
effects on the breaker’s ability to operate. Lubricant hardening, separation, and displacement can
cause increased resistance for internal moving parts. Feedback reports from several commercial
nuclear plant operators have indicated that a substantial percentage of MCCB failures were
attributable to a lack of cycling over long periods of time.

Current-Limiting Fuse Failure

Those MCCBs with current-limiting fuses installed may also experience fuse failure,
thereby affecting the operation of the breaker. These fuses degrade slowly over time until
eventually the current-carrying capability of the fuse is reached during normal/transient load
operation, resulting in failure.

Surface Current Tracking and Loss of Insulating Properties
Breaker arc-chute insulation is especially susceptible to surface current tracking, as it may
accumulate additional deposits from the vaporization of arcing contact material during current

interruption. Surface current tracking and loss of volumetric/surface insulating propertics are
discussed in Sections 4.1 and 4.2.1.1 above.
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Contaminants such as dust and dirt (which can lead to surface tracking) are not generally
problematic in MCCBs. This is partly because MCCBs are encased in a sealed housing that
protects the breaker internals against the outside environment. In addition, MCCs are not usually
located in outdoor areas; hence, the level of contaminants present in the breaker’s atmosphere
is accordingly low. There is, however, a possibility of contamination of dust and dirt through
MCCBs that may have vented arc-chutes. Also, dust or other contaminants may invade the
breaker case during storage or :hipping (prior to installation). The greatest possibility of dust
and dirt contamination would be in extreme contamination conditions such as uncontrolled
painting, sandblasting, or grinding in the vicinity of the MCC. The MCC housing itself may
provide some degree of protection against these conditions.

Thermally Induced Degradation

Thermally induced degradation (caused by fault currents and continuous load currents)
is also present in MCCBs. Fault currents can produce high temperatures and currents that can
rapidly damage contacts, arc-chute surfaces, and other organic materials inside the breaker.
Excessive temperatures can also result from continuous load currents coupled with poor contact
mating. Poor mating of the contacts increases the resistance at the point of contact, thereby
inducing additional heat production caused by ohmic heating. This may also be aggravated in
those applications with relatively high ambient temperatures external to the breaker.

NRC Information Notice 92-03, "Remote Trip Function Failures in General Electric F-
frame Molded-Case Circuit Breakers,"[4.7] discusses a problem with GE MCCBs UVRs and
shunt trip devices that may prevent these internal accessory remote trip devices from functioning
properly under conditions that produce sustained high internal temperatures in MCCBs. GE
reported that the failures were caused by assembly and operational variations resulting from
tolerances in mounting accessory devices in the MCCBs, tolerance in the adjustment of the
ambient compensating bimetal, and sustained high temperatures in the MCCBs. The cause of
the high internal temperature could be traced to a continuous high current load (greater than 50%
of the rated load for more than two hours) coupled with a high ambient temperature or secondary
heat source.

(44,47, 48,409, 4.10,4.11]
4.2.1.3 Magnetic Contactors/Starters
The aging mechanisms associated with magnetic contactors and starters are:
e insulation deterioration
» prolonged energization/organic component breakdown
* cyclic fatigue

e wear of contactor and starter subcomponents
» contact degradation
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Insulation Deterioration

During contactor/starter operation, the heat generated in the coil during energization (and
by other MCC components) could cause insulation deterioration of the coil itself. As the period
of energization increases, the insulation deterioration could increase proportionately and lead to
turn-to-turn shorts and localized burning (because of the high local current and temperature at
the site of the short). The increased temperature at the site of the short could also result in
increased conductor resistance and thus increased ohmic heating of the site. The coil insulation
would deteriorate further and could eventually fail and cause a short circuit of the coil to ground
or possibly even an open circuit condition caused by conductor failure. Because degradation
could cause failure of the contactor/starter that may preclude equipment operation, this aging
mechanism is corsidered to be significant for these components.

Prolonged Energization/Organic Component Breakdown

Prolonged continuous energization of the contactor coil could shorten coil life and lead
to coil burnout. Coil deterioration could result in excessive temperatures that cause organic
compounds that encapsulate the contactor coil to degrade and possibly become semi-fluid. These
semi-fluid compounds could then flow into the surrounding mechanisms and result in binding.
Contactor coil failure and binding of the moving parts would be reflected as sluggish operation,
failure to close, or failure to open.

Industry operating experience indicates that failure caused by prolonged, continuous
energization of magnetic contactors has occurred. NRC Information Notice 91-45, "Possible
Malfunction of Westinghouse ARD, BFD, and NBFD Relays, and A200 DC and DPC 250
Magnetic Contactors,"[4.12] discusses the potential for certain Westinghouse-supplied relays
and magnetic contactors to fail because of age-related degradation. The failures were attributed
to an epoxy compound becoming semi-fluid when the coils were energized for extended periods
of time. The epoxy that encapsulates the coil was softened because of the heat of energization
and flowed into the return string, causing binding. The failures were widespread throughout the
nuclear industry. The manufacturer recommended inspecting all the relays and magnetic
contactors that are normally energized, and testing them for epoxy softening after a period of at
least two hours of energization.

Cyclic Fatigue

Depending on the duty cycle of the contactor load, fatigue may or may not be an aging
problem. Cyclic fatigue can occur in magnetic contactors if subjected to extremely high cycle
operation. During opening and closing cycles of the contactor, mechanical stresses are placed
on various portions of the contactor assembly because of the applied force of the coil on the
armature. In addition, magnetic contactors are ac devices that produce a characteristic ac hum
(resulting from the alternating magnetic and electric fields), thereby causing vibration. Long-term
exposure to vibration could cause wear and misalignment of contactor components, including the
contact surfaces and the contactor armature. Wear of the contact surfaces, as previously
described, can lead to increased heat generation because of higher resistivity. Wear of the
contact armature may create contact misalignment as well as binding of the armature, thereby
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preventing full contact mating and arcing. Therefore, cyclic fatigue is considered a significant
aging mechanism for magnetic contactors and starters.

Wear of Starter/Contactor Subcomponents

Wear, a fourth aging mechanism fcr the starter and contactor, can result from high friction
between moving parts and could cause the contactor armature to bind. High friction between
moving parts can be caused by deterioration of lubricants (if used), dirt or other contamination,
and misalignment/loss of tolerances of the components. Binding of the contactor assembly
components could impede operation of the moving components such that the closing operation
might be inhibited and the connected load would fail to start. Similarly, binding of the contactor
armature could prevent the contacts from disengaging fully, thus potentially causing arcing across
the contact surfaces and loss of control of the load.

In addition, binding in the contactor mechanism can result in excessive heat generation
in the coil. The impedance of a magnetic circuit having a substantial air gap (such as in a
contactor assembly) is much lower than the impedance of the same magnetic circuit having little
or no air gap. The current drawn by the coil of an ac magnet is therefore much greater at open
gap than at closed gap. Because closing time is short, ac coils are designed to withstand
continuous energization only under closed conditions. Hence, ac coils may soon overheat if the
mechanism is blocked open (such that the gap is not closed) or the voltage is too low to cause
contactor operation. Direct-current (dc) coils are not generally subject to these conditions
described above because the coil currents do not vary with the gap. In certain applications, dc
coils are momentarily energized at much higher than rated currents; however, this high
momentary current at closing is not damaging unless it is sustained over long periods of time.

Contact Surface Degradation

Contamineants such as dust, dirt, and foreign material within a contactor can lead to coil
burnout, pitting of contact surfaces, and breakdown of adhesives and lubricants. Contaminants
on contact surfaces prevent the contact from closing and lead to an insufficient contact area that
could cause increased pitting and damage to the contact surfaces. Contaminants may also cause
wear and binding of various contactor mechanisms such as the interlock and auxiliary contacts.
It should be noted however that in most contactor applications, levels of dirt and other
contaminants are relatively low.

[4.4,49-4.11, 4.13, 4.14]
4.2.1.4 Thermal Overload Relays

As previously discussed, two types of thermal overload elements are primarily used in
MCC applications: eutectic and bimetallic. In the eutectic device, metal with a known melting
point is used to control the motion of a ratchet that allows operation of the relay. In the
bimetallic device, varying thermal expansion coefficients of adjacent materials are used to "bend"
a bimetallic element sufficiently to actuate the mechanism at a predetermined current. Potential
aging mechanisms- for these overload devices include:
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e degradation of heater or bimetallic elements

* binding of mechanical components

* contact surface degradation

e thermal degradation of organic materials

» loose or high resistance electrical connections or terminations

Degradation of Heater or Bimetallic Elements

In eut=ctic devices, the actuation point of the relay is determined by the physical
properties (i.e., melting point) of the eutectic alloy. As these properties do not change
appreciably over the life of the device, little variation in the setpoint is expected. However,
deterioration of connections or device contacts is possible.

In the bimetallic device, actuation is controlled by the amount of heat applied to the
bimetallic strip by the heater element. Hence, variations in the current flowing through the heater
will result in variations in the setpoint of the device. These variations may be caused by changes
in the characteristics of the heater element itself. Additionally, changes in the bimetallic strips
over time could affect the performance (i.e., trip point) of the relay.

Binding of Mechanical Components

Binding of the contact mechanism may occur because of mechanical interference, dirt, or
friction. Foreign materials introduced into the mechanism can prevent the contacts from actuating
properly, or require additional force actuation. Other contactor components may also interfere
with the contact armature (caused by movement, thermal variation, or other loss of tolerance) and
similarly prevent proper operation of the contacts. Atmospheric contaminants deposited on
contact or armature surfaces may also result in "sticking" of the mechanism.

Contact Surface Degradation

Degradation of contacts surface in thermal overload relays is analogous to that described
for Starters/Contactors above. See Section 4.2.1.3.

Thermal Degradation of Organic Materials

Another degradation mechiunism associated with bimetallic overload relays is aging of the
heater element support material (generally a phenolic) because of elevated temperatures caused
by the heaters. Current is continually passed through the heater elements, which generate heat
in proportion to the current. Constant exposure of the heater support structure to the temperature
generated by the heaters will embrittle and age the material such that its mechanical properties
will degrade over time. Embrittlement, cracking, and ultimate failure of the support block may
eventually affect the physical arrangement of the heaters with respect to the overload element,
resulting in possible failure of the overload relay to perform its required function. Although the
materials are designed to withstand normal operating conditions, long-term exposure may lead
to deterioration.

4-14



AGING MANAGEMENT GUIDELINE FOR MOTOR CONTROL CENTERS

Loose or High Resistance Electricai Connections or Terminations

As with other electrical devices within the MCC, thermal overload relays may also be
subject to loose and/or high resistance electrical connections that couid change operational
characteristics and cause additional localized heating. This aging mechanism is described in
further detail in preceding sections.

[44,4.11]
4.2.1.5 Miscellaneous Relays
The aging mechanisms associated with relays are:

» prolonged energization and thermal breakdown of organic materials
» contact surface degradation

* wear of mechanical parts

« loose or high resistance electrical connections or terminations

These age-degradation mechanisms result from thermal, mechanical, electrical, and environmental
stresses. These stressors experienced over time can create changes in the response time, coil, and
contact characteristics.

Prolonged Energization and Thermal Breakdown of Organic Materials

High temperatures caused by continuous long-term energization of the relay coil may
result in the deterioration of coil insulation and other nonmetallic materials; for additional details,
refer to the discussion of prolonged energization contained in Section 4.2.1.3 above.

Coil failure caused by overheating and continuous energization of the relay coil has been
noted. (Note: Not all of the documents cited below necessarily refer to relay types used in
MCCs; rather some of these documents are included as evidence of the existence of the relay
aging mechanisms described above, and may or may not be applicable to relays used in specific
MCC applications.)

IE Bulletin 76-05, "Relay Failures - Westinghouse BFD Relays,"[4.15] cites two
events related to BFD relays. One relay had an open circuit failure of the coil, whereas the other
relay exhibited excessive opening times. It was determined that both relay failures were caused
by overheating of the relay coils. Overheating may result in coil insulation breakdown and
melting of the coil solder joints, leading to open circuit failure. Overheating may also result in
deformation of the Nylon coil sleeve in which the plunger travels, adversely affecting the relay
opening time.

IE Bulletin 79-25, “Failures of Westinghouse BFD Relays in Safety-Related
Systems,"[4.16] reports the case of a relay found to be stuck in the energized positions with
the coil de-energized. The armature was sticking to the armature stop post. The condition was
found to be a result of the heat generated by normally energized coils, which caused softening
and a resultant flow of the epoxy adhesive (used to attach the magnetic anti-stick disc to the top
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of the armature stop post), thereby bonding the armature to the stop post. Replacement of the
relays was requested.

IE Information Notice 82-02, "Westinghouse NBFD Relay Failures in Reactor Protection
Systems at Certain Nuclear Power Plants,"[4.17] reveals that at high temperature conditions
the relay coils of BFD and NBFD relays could fail (open circuit) because of the inductive voltage
spike generated by the deenergization of the relay coil.

IE Bulletin 78-06. "Defective Cutler-Hammer Type M Relays with DC Coils,"[4.18]
reports four continuously energized relays that failed because of loss of arc gap in the coil
clearing contact. The loss of arc gap was caused by an abnormal amount of heat-induced
shrinkage of the molded magnet carriers; the magnet carrier shrinks to a point where the arc gap
in the coil clearing pole becomes too small to break the inrush current of the pickup coil winding,
causing the coil to overheat and burn out. Coil overheating may also result in the relay being
stuck in the energized position, preventing it from dropping out when the power is removed from
the coil. Only certain dc coils are affected; ac coils do not use the coil clearing contact feature,
and not all dc coils are so equipped.

IE Bulletin 84-02, "Failures of General Electric Type HFA Relays in Use in Class 1E
Safety Systems,"[4.19] and IE Information Notice 84-20, "Service Life of Relays in Safety-
Related Systems,"{4.20] discuss the abnormally high failure rate of normally energized GE
type HFA relays. The failures, which consisted of the deterioration of the coil wire insulation,
were caused by shorted coil turns that increased coil temperatures. The high coil temperatures
caused the insulating material to vaporize and the coil spool to melt. These materials then
deposited on cooler surfaces of the relay, causing armature damage and/or failure of the circuit
to make contact. According to the manufacturer, the ac rated HFA relays manufactured with
standard Class A insulation (Nylon or Lexan coil spools and standard temperature wire) that are
continuously energized can fail in approximately 10 to 12 years. Replacement with a new model
line thet uses a high-temperature coil spool and wire employing vacuum-impregnated insulation
is recommended.

NRC Information Notice 88-88, "Degradation of Westinghouse ARD Relays,"[4.21]
addresses deficiencies in 125-Vdc ARD relays that were found to have increased drag between
the solenoid’s coil spool and the armature. The increased drag was caused by the deterioration
of the coil potting compound. The granules from the deteriorated potting lodged between the
solenoid’s coil spool and the armature, causing sluggish operation of the relay. This compound
contains a sand-based material that has since been revealed to break down with age.

NRC Information Notice 91-45, "Possible Malfunction of Westinghouse ARD, BFD, and
NBFD Relays, and A200 DC and DPC 250 Magnetic Contactors,"[4.12] discusses the potential
for certain Westinghouse-supplied relays and magnetic contactors to fail because of age-related
degradation. The failures were attributed to an epoxy compound becoming semi-fluid when the
coils were energized for extended periods of time. The epoxy that encapsulates the coil was
softened because of the heat of energization and flowed into the return spring, causing binding.
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Contact Surface Degradation

Contact surface deterioration in relays are analogous to that experienced in
starter/contactor assemblies; see Section 4.2.1.3 above for additional discussion of these topics.

Wear of Mechanical Parts

Wear and other stressors can lead to setpoint drift (for protective or timing relays),
mechanical fatigue, surface burning caused by arcing, and insulation deterioration during normal
and abnormal operation of MCC relays. Wear caused by normal relay operation reduces
mechanical tolerances, thereby creating misalignment, loose connections, and increased
resistances, which can result in arcing, heat propagation, contact degradation, and eventual
breakdown of coil insulation. Wear caused by cyclic loading (such as external vibration) can
result in jamming or binding of the moving parts because of friction. Friction may also be a
result of the presence of dust and dirt in the relay’s mechanisms. Friction and wear will prevent
full travel of the armature, keeping the relay contacts from properly making or opening.

Vibration wear can be induced internal to the relay; excessive vibration of this type can
cause notching or misalignment of the mechanism parts such that the tolerances between the
armature and magnet assembly would be exceeded; this could potentially keep the contact
assembly from seating properly. This, in turn, could lead to increased contact resistances and
arcing, and possibly accelerate other aging mechanisms.

IE Circular 79-20, "Failure of GTE Sylvania Relay, Type PM Bulletin 7305, Catalog
5U12-11-AC with a 120-Vac Coil,"[4.22] discusses relay failure caused by notching in the
armature operating rod. The notch occurs where the rod vibrates (because of coil hum) against
the magnet assembly; eventually the notch is of sufficient size that it impedes the operation of
the relay. Many relay failures have been attributed to this phenomenon. This circular
recommends inspection of the armature operating rods for evidence of notching.

Loose or High Resistance Electrical Connections or Terminations

Miscellaneous relays may also be subject to loose and/or high resistance electrical
connections that could change operational characteristics and cause additional localized heating.
This aging mechanism is described in further detail in preceding sections.

Other Potentially Significant Aging Mechanisms for Miscellaneous Relays

The following aging mechanisms may be significant under certain operational and
environmental conditions.

Degradation Resulting From Electrical Stresses
Electrical stresses are inherent in MCC auxiliary relays because of nominal voltages
during normal operations. Normal operational voltages do not significantly stress a relay;

however, coupled with other stresses or previous stresses, degradation of the relay components
may occur. Inductive voltage surges result from current interruptions and can stress the relay
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coil. The inductive surge may cause coil dielectric breakdown at the weak points in the
insulation, which can rapidly lead to insulation failure.

Degradation Resulting From External Contaminants

Although relays are enclosed within the MCC enclosure, thereby diminishing
environmental stresses and exposure to contaminants and harsh environments, foreign materials
still present a potential aging hazard. In certain relay designs, environmental conditions such as
humidity, oxidation, dust, dirt, and chemical contaminants provide stresses that can lead to
failure. Condensation across the electrical paths may reduce surface insulating characteristics.
Corrosion results from condensation and can lead to binding of the relay. As previously
mentioned, dust and dirt may cause frictional problems and contribute to wear. Chemical
contaminants may cause premature breakdown of the relay’s organic materials und contribute to
contact oxidation, causing binding, sticking, or failure.

(44, 4.11]
4.21.6 Control Transformers
The aging mechanisms for control transformers are:

* winding insulation degradation
* winding conductor failure
« loose or high resistance electrical connections or terminations

Winding Insulation Degradation

Winding insulation degradation is caused by elevated insulation temperature (caused by
ohmic heating and breaker internal ambient conditions) and electrical cycling. Degraded winding
insulation can produce shorted transformer windings (turn to turn), resulting in faulty voltage/
current transformation or even open circuit conditions.

Winding Conductor Failure

Primary or secondary winding conductor failure can result from continuous use for
extended periods (especially if accompanied by localized insulation failure or burning) or from
excessive current drawn through the winding from attached control power loads. Generally,
control power transformers are protected from excessive current conditions via installed control
power fuses; hence, failure of either winding caused by excessive current is considered non-
significant.

Loose/High Resistance Electrical Connections or Terminations
Loose or high resistance electrical connections or terminations could occur in a fashion

similar to that described in the preceding discussion of other components; thus, this aging
mechanism is also considered significant for control transformers.

4-18




AGING MANAGEMENT GUIDELINE FOR MOTOR CONTROL CENTERS

4.2.1.7 Terminal Blocks
The significant aging mechanisms for terminal blocks are:

* loose or high resistance electrical connections or terminations
¢ degradation of organic materials

» degradation of terminal block hardware

» loss of surface and volumetric insulating properties

These mechanisms can result in localized high temperatures, electrical faults, open circuits,
flashover of insulation, and loss of terminal block material integrity.

Loose or High Resistance Electrical Connections or Terminations

As with other electrical devices, loose connections and/or terminations associated with
terminal blocks can produce high resistances that, in turn, may generate significant amounts of
heat (caused by ohmic heating as described above). Operation of MCC components, as well as
non-seismic vibration produced externally to the MCC, may cause MCC connections and
terminations to loosen. Oxidization or contamination of contact surfaces (such as terminal lugs)
may also occur over time.

Degradation of Organic Materials

Terminal blocks may also degrade because of ohmic and ambient heating; these blocks
are generally constructed of organic material, such as phenolic, that may lose its mechanical
integrity (i.e., it may crack or embrittle and therefore lose its support and insulating capabilities).
In terms of mounting arrangement, some terminal blocks are fastened into place using some form
of organic glue or bonding agent, which may also degrade with time because of ohmic and
ambient heating, humidity, and vibration occurring in the vicinity of the terminal block. This
degradation may result in the loosening or falling of the terminal block into other MCC
components, potentially causing mechanical interference, short circuits, and loss of equipment
function.

Degradation of Terminal Block Hardware

Terminal block hardware degrades primarily as a result of stresses produced during
normal use (such as maintenance or testing). Improper maintenance techniques (such as
overtightening of hardware fasteners) exacerbates this degradation.

A review of industry-wide operating experience produced one document related to
terminal blocks. IE Information Notice 80-08, "The States Company Sliding Link Electrical
Terminal Block,"[4.23] discusses defects with States sliding-link terminal blocks relating to
cracking between the threaded screwhole and the side of the U-shaped link. This crack widens
when the screw is tightened, resulting in a poor or intermittent electrical connection. This
defective mechanical connection can ultimately result in an electrical circuit malfunction.
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In general, if connections are properly made, maintenance and testing properly performed,
and the terminal blocks are used within their ratings, deterioration of the block and its hardware
should be negligible.

Loss of Surface and Volumetric Insulating Properties

Terminal block organic insulating materials may be susceptible to the loss of their surface
and volumetric insulating properties in a fashion similar to that of other MCC components (see
preceding discussions).

4.2.1.8 Control Wiring
The aging mechanisms for MCC control wiring are:

e insulation degradation
e conductor degradation
» loose or high resistance electrical connections or terminations

Insulation Degradation

Insulation degradation can occur with exposure to elevated ambient temperature, ohmic
heating of the conductor, and excessive ohmic heating that accompanies high resistivity
connections. Exposure to ambient temperature can cause the bond structure of the insulation to
change such that the insulation will harden, embrittle, and eventually crack (i.e., lose its
mechanical properties), resulting in a loss of insulating capability. Ohmic heating of the
conductor will intensify the deterioration caused by ambient temperature such that it may
gradually lead to insulation failure. The excessive ohmic heating that accompanies high
resistivity connections could lead to rapid localized insulation deterioration. Organic materials
may also interact with contaminants and other environmental influences, thereby breaking down
the structure of the material. In general, deterioration of the insulating properties of wiring
occurs very slowly.

A review of industry-wide operating experience indicates that a loss of insulation integrity
has occurred during normal operation and caused flashover of wire insulation. This was reported
in NRC Information Notice 91-20, "Electrical Wire Insulation Degradation Caused Failure in a
Safety-Related Motor Control Center,"[4.24] which discusses the foreign hardened coating
on one of the contactors, which was traced to the dielectric polyvinyl chloride machine tool wires
that were producing a green liquescent substance. This substance was caused by the combination
of an electrochemical reaction, moisture from the environment, interaction between the corrosion
products formed on the surface of the copper wire, and the chlorine leaching from the wire’s
insulation (see Section 3.6.1).

Conductor Degradation

Conductor degradation may result from bending, pulling, or crimping of the conductor or
from localized heating (either from an external heat source or ohmic heating within the wire).
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Loose or High Resistance Electrical Connections or Terminations

Loose or high resistance connections or terminations may occur from bending or pulling
on the wiring (i.e., during maintenance), vibration of components, inadequate torquing of
fasteners, or oxidation/corrosion/contamination of termination contact surfaces. Localized ohmic
heating of connections may also exacerbate the problem.

[4.25, 4.26]
4.2.1.9 Fuse Holders

The significant aging mechanisms for fuse holders include:

» cyclic fatigue

* high resistance contact surfaces

* loose or high resistance electrical connections or terminations

A review of industry data indicates that failures of certain types of fuses have been
recorded on several occasions (see Information Notice 87-62 in Section 3.6.1.9 of this guideline);
however, no failures of fuse holders were identified in the NRC documentation.
Cyclic Fatigue

Cyclic fatigue ot the fuse holder is primarily associated with the installation or removal
of fuse elements; usually some sort of frictional arrangement is employed to keep the fuse secure
and properly connected (typically a metal spring-ci., or spring-loaded housing). Fuse clip fatigue
from use is not expected unless an unusual condition such as extreme overheating or repetitive
fuse failures occurs.
High Resistance Contact Surfaces

High resistance contact surfaces may result from corrosion, oxidation, or contamination
of the surfaces in contact with the fuse element itself. This condition may result in a loss of
continuity or increased localized heating.

Loose or High Resistance Electrical Connections or Terminations

LLoose connections and terminations are discussed in preceding subsections of this
guideline.

4.2.2 Non-significant Aging Mechanisms
4.2.2.1 Motor Control Center Metal Housing

The potential failure mode for the MCC housing structure is a loss of structural integrity,
1.e., a loss of structural alignment or a loss of seismic withstand capability. Loss of structural

integrity could result from one of two aging mechanisms:
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* material fatigue and degradation
e loss of components

Material Fatigue and Degradation

Material fatigue, resulting from mechanical stress or excessive vibration, could cause
housing welds to crack or weaken. Material degradation, resulting from exposure to
contaminants and moisture, could cause the structural members and fasteners to rust, pit, and
corrode, thereby affecting the structural integrity of the housing.

Loss of structural integrity is a concern for the MCC housing because the housing protects
and supports the internal components. However, industry-wide operating experience with the
metal housing systems (see Section 3.6) indicates that they have performed without failure up
to the present time. In addition, Reference 4.1 states that the metal housing system does not have
a tendency to age significantly with time. Therefore, unless the motor control center is located
in high moisture/corrosive environments (such as being outside in salty ocean air), material
deterioration of the metal housing is not a significant aging mechanism. In general, the MCCs
under consideration in this study are located indoors in non-corrosive, low-vibration
environments; moisture or contaminants at the levels necessary to induce degradation of the
structural integrity of the housing would likely be detected in other equipment or components
first. In those cases where the equipment is located in such a corrosive or high-vibration
environment, aging of the housing may be significant, and must be addressed by appropriate
maintenance practices.

Loss of Components

Although loss of components is not directly an aging mechanism, inadvertent loss of
fasteners could cause a loss of anchoring and structural strength. Loss of components could
occur because of poor maintenance practices. Maintenance of the housing structure may involve
removal of housing enclosure parts for cleaning and visual inspection. When the housing
enclosure parts are replaced, fasteners or hardware may be inadvertently left out. If a fastener
or piece of hardware is left out each time the equipment is serviced, the number of missing
fasteners will increase with time and could eventually result in a loss of structural integrity.
However, review of the industry-wide operating experience indicates no occurrences of loss of
fasteners or other housing components resulting in a loss of MCC housing structural integrity.
Therefore, this aging mechanism is not considered significant.

4.2.2.2 Switches
The applicable aging mechanisms for switches are:
e high resistance contact surfaces
* loose or out-of-adjustment contacts

* loose or high resistance electrical connections

However, because these devices do not affect MCC functionality, these aging mechanism are
deemed insignificant.
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5. EFFECTIVE MANAGEMENT OF AGING MECHANISMS

5.1 Listing of Generic Elements of an "Effective" Aging Management Program

Methodologies have been established by the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission for
determining if a plant program is eftective in detecting and mitigating the effects of aging. These
criteria are provided in 10 CFR Part 54.21[5.1], and state that an aging management program
is effective if:

1. The program is documented, its implementing procedures are approved by onsite
review committees, and it is implemented in accordance with plant administrative
procedures, and

[

The program ensures identification and mitigation of age-related degradation unique
to license renewal for systems and components important to license renewal, and

3. The program establishes specific acceptance criteria against which the need for
corrective action is to be evaluated and requires timely corrective action to be taken
when the acceptance criteria are not met.

Except for age-related degradations unique to license renewal, these methodology criteria
will be applied to the maintenance and surveillance techniques and programs discussed in
Sections 5.2 and 5.3 to determine if the current programs are effective in mitigating the aging
of MCCs and their components (see Section 5.4). Further guidance on the specific methodology
for performing maintenance on MCCBs can be found in Reference 5.2.

The programs described in this section are suggested, not required. The approach used
is to present guidelines and give alternatives for plant personnel to use. Different combinations
of programs and techniques can be used to create an effective program specific to each utility
and plant site.

5.2 Common Maintenance and Surveillance Techniques and Programs Used,
Including Refurbishment and Replacement

Maintenance and surveillance of MCCs is performed to ensure that the characteristics or
attributes essential for operation are maintained. The following activities are commonly
performed during maintenance and surveillance of MCCs.

*  Visual inspection

¢ Measurement of component properties (such as electrical resistance, contact
tolerances)

¢ Cleaning
*  Adjustments

o Lubrication
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o Operability checks and testing

¢ Component replacement.

In general, maintenance on MCCs is either preventive or corrective in nature. Preventive
maintenance is conducted based on either a given periodicity (every refueling cycle, for example)
or the actual condition of the installed components (see Section 5.3.2 below). Usually only a
portion (for example, one-quarter to one-third) of the MCCs are examined during any given
maintenance cycle. This results in a 6- to 8-year maintenance and inspection interval for most
MCCs.” Some plants choose to maintain safety-related MCCs each refueling period. Most
plants employ time-based maintenance schedules, primarily because of the simplicity of
administering such schedules, as well as the lack of component degradation/failure information
necessary to justify condition-based programs. In many cases, the preventive maintenance
activities (especially of safety-related MCCs) coincide with the refueling outages, when MCC
components can be removed from service with less effect on the safety and operations of the
plant. Corrective maintenance occurs on an as-needed basis usually as a result of component
failure; it is performed to repair an inservice failure.  Simple troubleshooting and
repair/replacement of the faulty component are dictated in most cases.

In addition to preventive maintenance, functional surveillance tests require safety-related
MCC components to be verified periodically as being operable. When safety systems are
exercised under the surveillance program, the associated MCC and control circuitry are also
generally exercised, allowing verification of the functionality of the active MCC components.

To more comprehensively describe the maintenance and surveillance techniques commonly
used to maintain MCCs, vendor and utility maintenance procedures were reviewed. The results
of the review follow. Common maintenance and surveillance techniques are discussed for each
component. Note that certain subsections and discussions apply to specific types of MCC
components.  For example, breaker thermal trip device discussions would not apply to
magnetically actuated breakers, and bimetallic overload discussions would not apply to eutectic
devices.

It should be noted that each of the maintenance and surveillance techniques described in
the following sections is not necessarily applied to each device individually; in most cases the
MCC cubicle or bucket was evaluated as a whole. Many of the techniques described, such as
visual inspection and cleaning of wiring and connections, are performed on the MCC bucket as
a whole rather than as discrete individual tasks; this helps reduce the maintenance burden
associated with the equipment. In addition, in-depth testing or evaluation of individual MCC
components may be conducted based on factors such as the type and operating demands of a
specific application, prior component maintenance and failure history, and the results of other
tests and procedures (such as functionality tests or visual inspections).

* Maintenance intervals for safety-related and non-safety-related MCCs vary from plant to plant, yet generally
appear to fall within the range of 4 to 10 years.
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5.2.1 Motor Control Center Structural Components (Including Metal Housing,
Bus Structure, Terminals, and Disconnects)

The common maintenance practices currently used to maintain the structural components
are visual inspection, cleaning and vacuuming, lubrication, component/subcomponent
replacement, and verification of the tightness of components. In general, these practices will be
employed during each scheduled maintenance period (i.e., once per refueling cycle, on a rotating
basis) or during corrective maintenance requiring entry into the MCC. The visual inspection that
is performed controls one of the housing system’s aging mechanisms: structural failure of the
housing from material fatigue. Visual inspection for loose or broken parts, corrosion, rust, and
cracked welds ensures the structural integrity of the housing system by identifying fatigue before
it significantly weakens the mcial housing members. Visual inspection, when combined with
cleaning, painting, and occasional component replacement (such as restoration of lost fasteners),
controls another aging mechanism for the metal housing system: material degradation. Material
degradation is controlled by visual inspection (for paint damage, indications of corrosion or
rusting, and obstruction of vents) and cleaning of the MCC structure and compartments. The
final aging mechanism for the metal housing system, loss of fasteners, is controlled by
verification of the tightness (or torque) of anchoring and housing fasteners and replacement of
lost or loose fasteners. Verification of the tightness of components and replacement as required
ensure that the metal housing system will remain securely fixed to the building structure and that
the housing parts will remain tightly fastened to one another, ensuring structural integrity.[5.3,
54,5.5,56,57,58,59,5.10, 5.11]

The common maintenance practices currently used to maintain electrical connection bolt
integrity at terminals and disconnects are checking the connections (cable connections, main and
vertical bus joints, main bus supports) for proper tightness/torque; visual inspection for signs of
overheating, damage and deterioration; and infrared thermography.

Visual inspection, cleaning of insulating surfaces, and insulation resistance testing control
two internal bus system aging mechanisms: surface current tracking and loss of volumetric
insulating properties of support insulators. Visual inspection of the bus insulators for tracking
paths, evidence of overheating, surface contamination, surface irregularities, and discoloration
allow identification of surface current tracking. Visual inspection also helps in the identification
of cracking, chipping, fraying, or embrittlement of the wiring and terminals, thereby allowing
identification of any loss of volumetric and surface insulating properties. Cleaning and
vacuuming of the internal bus system components (wiring and cable troughs, terminals, MCCB
externals, etc.) prevent the accumulation of dust, dirt, and contaminants that, particularly in the
presence of moisture, could provide tracking paths to ground. Cleaning also helps to prevent the
deterioration of volumetric insulating properties by removing contaminants that could cause
chemical deterioration of the insulation. Insulation resistance testing provides a means of
monitoring the significant deterioration of insulating capabilities.[5.2, 5.3, 5.6-5.9, 5.12,
5.13]

Power stabs are also checked for a light coating of non-oxidizing grease and for the

mechanical and electrical integrity of the connections. Contamination or dirt present on the stabs
(other than the lubricant) should be removed to ensure adequate contact. The contact surfaces
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are inspected for signs of corrosion and oxidation, which may result in high resistance
connections that could overheat.

5.2.2 Molded-Case Circuit Breakers

The common maintenance practices currently used to maintain the MCCBs and their
operating linkage are visual inspection, cleaning, operability checks and testing, component
adjustments (verification of the tightness of connections and adjustment of the operating
handle/linkage), and lubrication of the operating handle mechanism. Many of the aging
mechanisms associated with MCCBs and associated equipment can be controlled or monitored
by external means (e.g., wear/loss of adjustment of the external breaker operating handle,
bimetallic annealing, high resistance connections, and fatigue cracking of external components);
however, because most MCCBs are sealed, access to most internal subcomponents is extremely
limited. The current maintenance practice used to maintain the operating mechanism and internal
mechanical parts is periodic cycling; cleaning, visual inspections, and lubrication of internal
components are used only in those instances where the internals of the breaker are accessible and
designed for routine maintenance.

The gradual deterioration of lubricants and internal components is controllied through
handle operation and breaker cycling. Periodic exercising of the breaker ensures that binding,
excessive friction, or improper alignment of the operating mechanism does not exist and may
help distribute the lubricants throughout the mechanical parts to limit drying or hardening.
Operational tests may also help clean contact surfaces via their inherent wiping motion, thereby
assisting in the control of their deterioration.

The aging mechanism of material embrittlement of the molded body is controlled by
inspection for cracks, overheating, discoloration, and loose terminations or connections. This will
help detect material embrittiement caused by thermal stresses and ensure the structural integrity
of the MCCB frame. In general, embrittlement of the molded case is not a primary concern
because of the characteristically slow aging of the phenolic materials of which the case is
constructed.

Wear of the breaker operating handle and linkage is controlled by inspection of the
mechanism for dirt, corrosion, or signs of lubricant deterioration; tolerances and adjustments are
verified as well as the operability of the mechanism. Screws, springs, and retaining rings are
verified tight and in their proper position.[5.11]

The maintenance operability tests that are currently used to maintain the circuit breaker
trip devices are the insulation resistance, individual pole power circuit resistance, rated current
hold-in, overload trip, instantaneous magnetic overcurrent trip, and shunt trip tests. Additionally,
the operability of the auxiliary contacts of the breaker (if so equipped) will be verified via
functional testing. Generally speaking, these tests are performed only during scheduled
MCCl/cubicle maintenance (i.e., once per refueling outage on a rotating basis), after replacement
of the breaker, or when the performance of the breaker is suspect. Shunt and undervoltage trip
devices are periodically tested where they are in use. These maintenance practices control the
following aging mechanisms: deterioration of the latch mechanism, contact surfaces, and
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insulation; the loss of mechanical properties and breaker integrity; annealing of the bimetallic
thermal trip element; and deterioration of lubricants. These tests are described below.

5.2.2.1 Insulation Resistance Test

The insulation resistance test assesses the quality of insulation between the poles of a
circuit breaker and between its pole and ground. Low insulation resistance would indicate wet,
contaminated, flawed, or cracked insulating material. Usually extreme environmental conditions
(such as condensing moisture or heavy conducting dust) must be present to reduce the dielectric
withstand ability of the insulating material. MCCBs are not usually exposed to these
environments; therefore, low resistance is not a common failure mode in nuclear power plant
MCCBs. In general, an acceptance criterion for the line-to-load reading with the breaker open,
phase-to-phase, and phase-to-ground resistances would be greater than 2 megohm. Resistance
values with less than 1 megohm are considered unsafe and require investigation. The line-to-load
resistance with the breaker closed should be on the order of a few milliohms.[5.14]

In general, the insulation resistance test should be performed only when other tests are
scheduled. If resistance measurements were not within the acceptance criteria, the circuit breaker
would be replaced or the manufacturer would be consulted before restoring the circuit breaker
to service.[5.2, 5.3-5.5, 5.12, 5.13, 5.14, 5.15, 5.16, 5.17, 5.18]

5.2.2.2 Individual Pole Resistance Test

Internal circuit breaker problems such as loose connections or damaged contact surfaces
can be detected by the individual pole resistance test. Other names for this test are the millivolt
drop test, contact resistance test, breaker resistance test, and watts-loss test. This test evaluates
the electrical quality of the connections and contacts in a circuit breaker by measuring the
millivolt drop across each pole. The test can determine contact resistance under operating
conditions or while the contact is de-energized, depending on the desired results. High contact
resistances are potentially indicative of contact damage: however, the test results can be easily
affected by differences in test connections, types of equipment, and test personnel.[5.2, 5.3-5.5,
5.12.5.14-5.18, 5.19, 5.20]

5.2.2.3 Rated Current Hold-In Test

The rated current hold-in test verifies that an MCCB can carry its rated current without
tripping. This is usually performed on breakers that have been tripping under normal operating
conditions, where nuisance tripping may not be tolerable, or when overheating is suspected. The
breaker is mounted in free air with its poles connected in series. The rated current is applied for
a particular amount of time (e.g., 30 minutes) and the breaker observed; no tripping should occur.
If tripping does occur. the connections are checked for signs of undue heating. Corrective action
seneraliy entails replacement.[5.2. 5.3-5.5, 5,12, 5.14-5.18, 5.20]

5.2.24 Overload Trip Test

The overload trip test 1s also called the inverse-time trip test, overload tripping test, 300%
overload trip test. time delay overcurrent trip test, and overcurrent trip test. The test is used o
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verify the performance of the thermal tripping element on thermal-magnetic breakers. The
verification is done by separately applying (to each pole) a select certain percentage of rating
(e.g., 300% of the breuker rating per pole). Failure to trip within the desired overcurrent band
is one of the more common failure types. Periodic testing (e.g., once per refueling outage on a
rotational basis) has been effective at identifying these problems. This test does not, however,
verify that the MCCBs meet their applicable characteristic trip curves (because of the difficulty
in repeating controlled factory conditions in the field), but does confirm the basic operability of
the MCCB thermal trip unit.[5.2, 5.3-5.5, 5.12, 5.14-5.18, 5.20, 5.21]

5.2.2.5 Instantaneous Magnetic Overcurrent Trip Test

This test verifies proper operation of the instantaneous trip unit. In essence, this test
simulates a short-circuit condition. The test can verify either that the instantaneous trip feature
is functional (which is beneficial for routine testing) or the actual trip point of the MCCB
(depending on application). Failure of the instantaneous overcurrent trip function is also a fairly
common failure mode in MCCBs, and this test is considered important for ensuring that the
instantaneous trip unit is functional.

During the test, each pole of the breaker is tested individually by either the "run-up" or
"pulse" method. Specific details of each method are beyond the scope of this discussion;
however, the "run-up” method requires simpler and less expensive equipment, yet also requires
a skilled operator to recognize the relationship between actual current and meter indication. The
"pulse" method produces more accurate data and can be used to duplicate published magnetic trip
values; however, it may be subject to other errors introduced by the measurement process.[5.2,
5.3-5.5, 5.12, 5.14-5.18, 5.20, 5.21]

5.2.2.6 Shunt Trip Test

Shunt trip units are accessory devices used to trip open an MCCB under conditions other
than overcurrent (for example, upon receipt of control signals). They are used in a limited
number of applications. Testing of the shunt trip device may be functional in nature (confirms
that the shunt trip mechanism is operational and will operate as required to trip the breaker) or
diagnostic (measuring specific device parameters such as coil resistance or pickup voltage).
Generally, these devices are internal to the breaker case and are only functionally tested.[5.2, 5.3-
5.5,5.12, 5.15-5.17])

5.2.2.7 Undervoltage Trip Test

The undervoltage trip test is used to confirm the performance of the undervoltage trip unit
associated with the breaker (if installed). Like shunt trip devices, these are used in a limited
number of applications. Similarly, testing of this unit is usually functional in nature; it
determines whether or not the breaker will trip upon loss of/degraded voltage and remain open
upon subsequent restoration.[5.2, 5.3-5.5, 5.12, 5.15-5.17]
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5.2.2.8 Testing of MCCB Auxiliary Contacts

Breaker auxiliary contacts are accessory devices that are utilized to indicate MCCB
position remotely and provide alarm, control, and interlocking functions. These devices are
visually inspected for signs or wear or degradation, and functionally tested to ensure proper
operation.

5.2.2.9 Corrective Maintenance of MCCBs

As discussed in Section 3.4, MCCBs are sealed devices and are usually not intended to
be disassembled and repaired. When the MCCB is no longer functional, the circuit breaker
should be discarded and replaced. Unless specifically allowed by the manufacturer, MCCBs
should not be opened for repair (opening for determination of the cause of failure is appropriate,
however). If any of the aging management activities described above detects age-related
degradation of the MCCBs (e.g., cracks are observed in the casing, the breaker ratings have
drifted to unacceptable levels, indications of overheating (discoloration) are identified, or the
breaker fails a functionality or trip test), the circuit breaker should be replaced or the
manufacturer consulted before restoring the circuit breaker to service. In some cases, testing of
other breakers of the same model/manufacturer used in similar plant applications may be
warranted to evaluate potential generic problems with that specific equipment. For example, if
a previously unrecognized failure mode is suspected, the affected breaker(s) should be
disassembled to determine the cause. If this failure mode has possible generic implications, then
other breakers of the same model/manufacturer should be evaluated.[5.2, 5.3-5.5,5.10-5.12, 5.15-
5.17, 5.19, 5.22, 5.23]

5.2.3 Magnetic Starters/Contactors

The common maintenance practices currently used to maintain the magnetic starters/
contactors are visual inspection, cleaning, and operability checks and tests that include manual
operation of the contactor and a contactor coil pickup/dropout test. Contact life and required
frequency of inspection both depend on the severity of the device’s service environment and
operational frequency. In general, contactors will be inspected and their operability verified
during each scheduled maintenance period (approximately once every 5 to 8 years). More severe
service environments may warrant increased inspection frequency. If the operation of the
contactor is suspect, it may be tested using the pickup/dropout test or simply replaced.

Contact surfaces, springs, and coils are visually inspected (when accessible) for signs of
pitting, wear, overheating, beading on the contact or magnet assembly, and discoloration. Pitted
contact surfaces may or may not interfere with proper operation, depending on such factors as
contact pressures and the presence of sufficient contact surface facing. Contacts are replaced
when the silver tip is eroded and the contact tip support is exposed. Proper spring forces are
necessary to allow the contactor to properly carry and interrupt electrical power. Contact springs
are inspected for signs of overheating (blackening); if evidence of overheating exists, the contact
pressure is then verified. (Note: On some equipment, contact pressure can be measured by
mechanically closing the contactor/starter and using a spring scale to measure the force necessary
to separate the contacts.) A feeler gauge (or other similar device) may be used to verify contact
tolerances.
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Manual operation of the contactor/starter components is performed to detect any binding
of the moving parts and to ensure the latch and mechanical interlock mechanisms, if used, are
operating properly. Bolted connections, nuts, screws, and wires are also inspected for tightness
and damage.

Contactor pickup/dropout voltage testing may be performed to verify the operability/
performance of the contactor coil. Significant changes in pickup and dropout voltages indicate
coil deterioration, binding, or changes to the magnetic circuit.

Magnet mating surfaces must be kept free of accumulated dirt or dust. Common
maintenance practices currently provide that an inspection for dirt, dust, moisture, and
contaminants be conducted. In addition, the contactor is manually cycled several times, which
helps distribute lubricants “if used) and clean the contact surfaces through operational wiping.[5.5,
5.6,5.8,59,5.11, 5.13, 5.24]

5.2.4 Thermal Overload Relays

Common maintenance practices currently used to maintain thermal overload devices are
visual inspections, component adjustments, operability checks and testing, and cleaning. Visual
inspection of the relay will help control degradation of the relay materials (such as thermal
degradation of the phenolic heater support block) and identify fatigue cracking, overheated/high
resistance connections, and contact surface degradation (where contacts are accessible for
inspection). Inspection and operability testing are normally conducted at each maintenance
interval (every 5-8 years on average); however, as with other MCC components, indications of
problematic operation may warrant more frequent testing or even replacement,

A common operability test for thermal overload relays is the thermal overload device
functionality test; this subjects the thermal overload device to its full load current and
subsequently to its ultimate trip value to verify proper response. This test verifies adequate
performance of the installed heater elements. Another operability check conducted on the
overload relay is a manual tripping of the relay to detect any mechanism misalignment/binding
and to ensure that the overload resets properly. Some maintenance procedures also require that
the operator verify the status of the contactor coil (energized/de-energized) during the operability
check; operation of the overload relay is supposed to de-energize the contactor coil.

Resistance checks may also be performed to help detect high resistance electrical
connections. Common maintenance practices also require that connections are inspected and
tightened if necessary.

External cleaning of the overload relay removes dirt and contaminants, thereby reducing
the possibility of mechanism binding or surface degradation caused by foreign material.[5.3, 5.5,
5.7,59,5.10, 5.11]

5.2.5 Miscellaneous Relays

Common maintenance practices currently used to maintain MCC relays are visual
inspection, operability checks and testing, resistance/continuity measurements, component
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adjustments (component tolerances, relay calibration, etc.), and cleaning. Visual inspection and
relay operability checks help control thermal degradation/organic material breakdown, wear,
fatigue, insulation degradation, and the deterioration of relay lubricants. Visual inspection will
usually detect physical damage, dirt, corrosion or oxidation of electrical connections, signs of
overheating and damaged insulation, dried or gummed lubricants, and contact surface degradation
(if the contact surfaces are readily accessible). Operabili y checks will verify the freedom of
movement of the armature and contact assembly, as well as the functionality of special-purpose
relays (such as a pneumatic time delay relay). In many cases, operability checks are performed
to determine relay status; if sluggishness or other problems are noted, then subsequent
replacement, disassembly, and/or testing of the relay will be performed. It should be noted that
most relays are simply replaced upon degradation or failure.

Resistance and continuity testing will indicate the status of the coil windings, contact
surfaces, and electrical connections. Component adjustments are performed when operation or
aging of the relay has altered critical tolerances associated with relay subcomponents or has
otherwise affected the calibration of the device. Cleaning may help prevent deterioration and
wear of components and contamination of the contact surfaces; however, many relays (especially
the newer models) are essentially sealed units and are not susceptible to dirt or contaminant
intrusion.[5.5, 5.7, 5.9, 5.10, 5.11]

5.2.6 Control Transformer

The common maintenance practices currently used to maintain the control transformer are
visual inspection, insulation resistance testing, resistance/continuity testing, component
adjustments (verification of the tightness of connections), and cleaning. Visual inspection for
physical damage, dirt, corrosion, or degraded insulation is conducted. Testing of the insulation
resistance may also be conducted to verify the integrity of the winding insulation. Resistance
testing of the connections and windings may be performed to detect high-resistance connections
or open windings. Transformer external surfaces are cleaned to remove dirt and contaminants;
mounting hardware is checked to ensure that the transformer is securely affixed to the cabinet
and connections are inspected for tightness and any signs of overheating. In general, control
transformers are inspected during each scheduled maintenance period (i.e., 5-8 years); testing is
normally only conducted when the functionality of the component is in doubt. As with other
similar MCC components, failed control transformers are typically replaced rather than repaired.
[5.5,5.7, 5.9, 5.10]

5.2.7 Terminal Blocks

The common maintenance practices currently used to maintain MCC terminal blocks are
visual inspection, adjustments (tightening of electrical connections), and cleaning. The MCC
terminal blocks and terminals are visually inspected for cracks, chipping, evidence of surface
tracking or overheating, corroded/oxidized terminals, and other physical damage. This inspection
is normally conducted during scheduled maintenance periods or when corrective maintenance is
performed.
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The combination of visual inspection and verification of the electrical connections
completely controls two of the primary terminal block aging mechanisms: loss of electrical and
mechanical properties and loss of electrical connection integrity.  Visual inspection for
embrittlement and cracking prevents insulation failure caused by a loss of mechanical properties.
Insulation resistance testing prevents in-service failure caused by a reduction in insulation
properties.  Tightening, inspection, and resistance testing of the terminal controls thermal
degradation of the terminal block because of high localized temperatures generated from high
resistance connections. Cleaning of the terminal block surfaces and terminals helps prevent the
buildup of dirt, contaminants, and moisture, which may lead to surface tracking or dry-banding
as well as deterioration of the physical integrity of the unit. (Note: Some terminal blocks may
be equipped with integral fuse holders; these devices are addressed in Section 5.2.9 below.)[5.1,
5.3-5.9,5.12, 5.22, 5.23, 5.25]

5.2.8 Control Wiring

Common maintenance practices currently used to maintain MCC control wiring are visual
inspection and cleaning. Wiring is visually inspected for insulation or jacket cracking, cutting,
chafing, or overheating; corroded, oxidized, or loose terminations; and physical damage. In
addition, the wiring is visually inspected for proper routing and support. The tightness of
connections is also checked. Cleaning of the insulation removes contaminants and dirt that may
accelerate insulation deterioration.[5.3-5.7]

5.2.9 Fuse Holders

Common maintenance practices used to maintain fuse holders in MCCs are visual
inspection and cleaning. Fuse holders are visually inspected for signs of fatigue stress, loose or
damaged parts, corrosion or oxidation of fuse contact surfaces and electrical connections, and
physical damage (depending on the type of fuse holder). Fuse holders with fuse failure indicators
are inspected for damage or burnout of the indicating filament/diode. Suspect contact surfaces
or connections can be tested for resistance. Cleaning of contact and electrical connection surfaces
helps reduce electrical resistance and limit thermal degradation of surrounding materials caused
by high resistances.[5.3, 5.4, 5.6, 5.7, 5.11]

5.3 Less Common Maintenance and Surveillance Techniques and Programs
Used, Including Refurbishment and Replacement

Less common maintenance and surveillance techniques applied to MCCs and their
components include infrared thermography and component replacement/rehabilitation. These
techniques are discussed in the following sections.

5.3.1 Infrared Thermography

Infrared thermography is a maintenance and surveillance technique used to detect and
evaluate component heating. All materials radiate infrared energy. The hotter the component,
the more energy radiated. Infrared detectors can sense infrared radiant energy and produce
electrical signals proportional to the temperature of the targeted component. The instruments use
optics to gather and focus energy from the targets onto infrared detectors. Instruments are
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currently available that have sensitivities on the order of £0.1°C [£0.78F| with rapid response
times.[5.19] Infrared detectors are available in two basic types: spot measuring and scanning.
The spot measuring devices are pointed at a target arca and provide cither an analog or digital
indication of the temperature of the target.  The scanning devices provide a pictorial
representation of the temperature of the arca under observation. Variations in intensity or color
of the image indicate the relative temperature. Some systems provide capability to store images
for comparison with subsequent measurements or evaluation. Reference S.19 provides a detailed
description of the systems. The advantage of using infrared thermography on MCCs is that hot
spots can be observed while the equipment is energized. Thermographic inspection requires the
access doors to the control centers to be open and bus housing covers to be removed to limit
potential masking of energy radiated by overlaying components.

For MCCs, spot measuring devices would be of limited use in that manual scanning of
components and tedious recording of individual component temperatures would be required.
Scanning systems with recording capability are much easier to use because a hot spot can be
readily compared with surrounding components and sections of the system to determine what is
causing the hot spot. If thermographic scans were performed previously, comparisons can be
made and variations in thermal images can be evaluated to determine if hot spots are developing
or changing. In MCCs, abnormally hot spots in any exposed and accessible insulated breaker
faces and surfaces next to the breakers, line and load connections, heaters, terminal blocks, or
control wires could indicate loose, crimped, damaged, or corroded connections that would cause
overheating and subsequent insulation damage. Identifying such conditions could allow
correction of the condition before significant insulation damage occurred. At a minimum, more
frequent observation of the suspect component could be performed to determine if the condition
is stable or worsening.

Although infrared thermography is a valuable tool for evaluating the condition of
components, it is not a panacea and should be used in conjunction with other techniques. Certain
aging mechanisms do not produce significant amounts of heat and may not be casily identified
from thermal scans (see Section 3.6.4.2 of this guideline). For example, surface tracking of
insulators may not be observable by thermography; however, indications of tracking may be
observable by visual inspection. Likewise, chatfing of insulation from rubbing against a bracket
or support would not cause heating, but could be observed by visual inspection.  Also, use of
thermography requires a skilled operator who understands the technique, the materials being
cvaluated, and the equipment under observation. Distance from the target and the target’s
emittance, reflectance, orientation, and size all affect the thermal image. For example, a shiny
surface will reflect infrared radiation from other areas and can substantially affect results.[5.19]
Therefore, interpretation of results may require considerable skill or the operator may have to
modify the target by covering it with a black tape. Also, the operating status of the control
center will affect results. If thermography is performed while a bus or component is loaded in
a manner other than normal (e.g., major loads out of service), the resulting evaluation may not
indicate actual problems. Thercfore, the operating status of the bus and its loads need to be
considered when comparing and evaluating results.

Knowledge of thermography techniques and the types of aging mechanisms that could be
indicated by heating and the combining of thermography with other proven techniques such as

visual inspection would make thermography a valuable tool for evaluating MCC conditions.
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5.3.2 Replacement/Refurbishment

Replacement and refurbishment are two alternative maintenance techniques that may be
used to control MCC aging. These techniques are described below.

Replacement

In most cases, failed or deteriorated MCC components (such as MCCBs, relays,
contactors/starters, thermal overloads, control transformers, terminal blocks, wires, fuse holders,
and switches) are replaced as opposed to repaired. This practice is a result of a number of
considerations, including the expense of repair versus replacement, the amenability of certain
components to being repaired (i.e., MCCBs and other components may be scaled, thereby
precluding maintenance or repair), and the relative importancc of the required function provided
by the component to the load being served. The longer-lived components (such as the housing
and bus system) rarely fail, and are generally repairable if deterioration is identified.

Because of the variety of different functions and operating conditions for components
within a given MCC, failures of replaceable components generally occur at differing rates. For
example, a contactor may experience substantially more cycles over a certain period of time than
the circuit breaker associated with the same load; accordingly, the contactor may fail more
frequently than the breaker (despite the contactor’s greater endurance rating). Components are
therefore continually replaced throughout the life of the MCC based on their individual operating
conditions and limitations.

Several additional considerations exist for component replacement, including the
certification and environmental qualification of the replacement parts, as well as component
obsolescence. Use of in-kind replacements is generally a preferred method, because
modifications and design verification are not necessary. However, use of non-in-kind parts
requires confirmation of design and critical component characteristics prior to use. One-for-one
component replacement (i.e., replacement with an identical model/type) is therefore usually not
problematic. One strategy used is to replace failed or aged safety-related components with those
taken from existing stock or from identical non-safety-related applications that were procured to
the same requirements; this provides the plant with a limited, but qualified supply of replacement
parts. However, the substitution of different or upgraded components (i.e., replacement of a
thermal-magnetic MCCB with a newer, more capable solid-state unit) can be more troublesome;
commercial grade dedication and/or environmental qualification of the replacement components
must be performed to allow their use in safety-related applications. Special analysis and testing
are then necessary before the new devices can be placed in service.

Another consideration during replacement of components is the possibility of procurement
of counterfeit parts; a variety of parts (ranging from relays to entire metal-clad circuit breakers)
has been discovered to be counterfeit or not in conformance with applicable industry and
manufacturer’s standards for such components. This is of particular conce 'a in those applications
where component performance is essential to the fulfillment (or non-preclusion) of a required
plant function. Hence, an effective program for the management of MCC aging must necessarily
ensure both the authenticity of the components used as replacement parts and their adherence to
applicable performance and material standards. These requirements can be met using a variety
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of techniques, including examination of the equipment upon receipt (specifically, examination of
the nameplate uata, appearance/condition of the component compared with known authentic units,
comparison of the shipping documentation with the component data, etc.), verification of
equipment origin (i.e., contacting the manufacturer to ensure that the equipment was in fact
procured from their facility), and performance testing prior to installation,

The NRC states that the reliability and capabilities of refurbished MCCBSs, although not
directly related to any aging mechanism, is a serious concern based on inadequacies of many of
the refurbished units tested. NRC Bulletin 88-10, "Nonconforming Molded-Case Circuit
Breakers,"[5.26] was issued in response to a large number of reports dealing with the
refurbishment and counterfeit rating labels of MCCBs (first addressed in NRC Information Notice
88-46, "Licensee Report of Defective Refurbished Circuit Breakers,"[5.27]). Information
Notice 88-46 and Supplements 1, 2, 3, and 4[5.28, 5.29, 5.30, 5.31] thereto list
circuit breaker distributors and companies suspected of selling used or refurbished circuit
breakers, parts, and accessories as new.

Returbishment

Refurbishment refers to the process by which the components associated with a given
MCC or cubicle are reconditioned or restored. This process can be distinguished from
replacement (described above) in that replacement merely substitutes a new component for a
failed one, whereas refurbishment seeks to upgrade the entire control center or cubicle, not
necessarily based on any one failure. Refurnishment is generally applied to MCCs using one of
two methods. In the first method, MCC subussemblies (such as cubicles or buckets) are restored
to a near-original condition” by the in-kind replacement of components. This equates to a one-
for-one replacement of all such components, usually performed by plant maintenance personnel.
In contrast, a second method of refurbishment substitutes components from other manufacturers
which are similar in function to the originals. Usually, this type of procedure is conducted by
a third party at a remote repair facility; often, the entire bucket will be removed and shipped to
the repair facility where its components are replaced with aftermarket equivalents or another
manufacturer’s bucket components appropriately mounted in the existing bucket system.
Generally, the refurbisher takes the responsibility for environmental and seismic qualification of
the refurbishment design.

In addition, the periodicity or frequency of refurbishment may be determined (independent
of method) based on either a fixed time interval or equipmer* condition. The fixed time interval
approach uses a predetermined time period (often between 10 and 20 years depending on severity
of the equipment operating environment, function of the load served by the MCC, etc.), whereas
the condition-based approach relies on the observed condition of the installed equipment as a
determinant of when to refurbish.  Under condition-based programs, the frequency of
refurbishment may vary widely; those applications experiencing slow rates of component

*
In many cases, components that were originally used in the subassembly being refurbished are either no
longer available or have been replaced by newer equivalents. In these instances, the newer models are substituted
directly for the older components.
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degradation may only be refurbished once or twice during their installed lifetime, while
applications experiencing more rapid degradation will be refurbished more frequently as required.

Considerations in the determination of a periodic refurbishment schedule include prior
historical performance of the equipment (both plant-specific and industry-wide, if available) as
well as scheduled outages or maintenance. Condition monitoring can usually be accomplished
during routine maintenance; however, the condition of individual components within the MCC
is often difficult to evaluate directly (this is especially true of sealed components such as
MCCBs). Equipment-specific information regarding the past performance of the MCC or its
components may also be used as part of this evaluation. For example, a substantially increasing
rate of component failures associated with a given MCC or cubicle over a period of time (with
no other changes in operating conditions or environment) may indicate the need for refurbishment
of the equipment. Hence, condition-driven refurbishment should be based on all relevant
indications of MCC condition available to the maintainer. Refurbishment by a third-party vendor
may also be predicated on the increasing difficulty of obtaining replacement parts from original
equipment manufacturers.

5.4 Programs and Techniques Applied to Components
5.4.1 Evaluation of Current Programs

Section 5.1 lists the three criteria that determine if a maintenance program is effective in
managing aging. With respect to Criterion 1, procedures from a number of power plants were
reviewed. These reviews indicate that MCC maintenance programs are documented. These
procedures also indicate that the programs are implemented under plant onsite review committees
and controlled by plant administrative procedures.

With respect to Criterion 2, the maintenance procedures were reviewed to determine if
they were effective in controlling and mitigating the effects of the aging mechanisms identified
during the operating history review described in Section 3.6 and in Chapter 4. These procedures
are described in Section 5.2. The results of this review are summarized in Table 5-1. The
procedures required inspection and maintenance activities to be performed that would control
each of the aging mechanisms identified in Section 4.2. The results of the operating history
review described in Section 3.6 were evaluated to determine if further consideration or attention
should be given to inspection and maintenance of certain components. In general, the review
indicated that current maintenance programs using procedures that are consistent with Section 5.2
and Table 5-1 are effective in managing aging of MCCs. Conditions requiring plant-specific
confirmation of effectiveness are described in Section 5.4.2.

Each maintenance procedure was also reviewed for compliance with Criterion 3 (which
specifies the need for specific acceptance criteria and timely corrective action). Each procedure
contains acceptance criteria against which the need for corrective action is to be evaluated and
required timely corrective action to be taken when the acceptance criteria are not met. In Table
5-1, activities requiring tolerances and acceptance criteria to be contained in procedures are so
indicated.
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Table 5-1. Common Maintenance and Surveillance Techniques

MccC
Components

Aging Mechanism(s)

Activities That Mitigate Eftects
of Aging Mechanisms

Required
Acceptance
Criteria

MCC Structural
Components
(including
buswork, insu-
lation. and
housing)

Loss of insulator
mechanical and
insulating properties

High resistance
electrical connec-
tions,” loss of bolt
integrity

Loosening/loss of
fastener components

Visual inspection tor insulation tracking
paths, signs of overheating. surface contami-
nation, surface irregularities, cracking, em-
brittlement, and discoloration; cleaning; insu-
lation resistance testing

Visual inspection of MCC buswork, ground
bus, and chassis ground for loose or aver-
heated electrical connections; warping; verifi-
cation of tightness of connections and bus-
work bolts; IR thermography

Verification of proper torque on the housing
bolts and hardware; replacement as required

Insulation resis-
tance

Torque specitica-
tions

Torque specitica-
tions

Molded-Case
Circuit Break-
ers

Deterioration of
contact surfaces

Material fatigue and
embrittlement

Wear or binding of
internal MCCB
components

Wear of external
operating handle

Deterioration of
bus/cable connec-
tions

Variation of setpoint
of bimetallic trip
element

Periodic operation for removal of contami-
nants and oxidation from contact surfaces;
individual pole resistance test, operational
testing

Visual inspection of MCCB casing for
cracks, chipping, or signs of overheating
Operational testing, freedom of movement of
operating mechanism

Visual inspection for wear, inadequate lubri-
cation, loss of tolerances; lubrication, clean-
ing, or adjustment, operability testing

Visual inspection and mechanical verification
of MCCB bus and load terminations

Operational trip test

Main contact
open/ close; pole
resistance; satis-
factory perfor-
mance on opera-
tional tests

Tolerance speci-
fications; opera-
tional perform-
ance

Meets time-cur-
rent curve; trips
on demand

* The aging mechanism of high resistance electrical connections is applicable to all power path components
within the MCC enclosure; hence, it will only be described for this component.

X

Includes the MCCB as well as the external operating handle and linkage.
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Table 5-1. Common Maintenance and Surveillance Techniques (continued)

MCC
Components

Aging Mechanism(s)

Activities That Mitigate Effects
of Aging Mechanisms

Required
Acceptance
Criteria

Molded-Case
Circuit Break-
ers (continued)

Deterioration of
lubricants

Current-limiting
-~ * L
fuse failure

Surface current
tracking/loss of
insulating properties

Verification of the freedom of motion of the
operating handie/mechanism during cycling

Functional trip test

Visual inspection of insulation for tracking
paths, signs of overheating, surface contami-
nation, surface irregularities. cracking, em-
brittlement, and discoloration; cleaning of
internal components and insulating surfaces;
insuiation resistance testing”

Magnetic Con-
tactor/Starter

Insulation deteriora-
tion

Prolonged energiza-
tion

Cyclic fatigue of
armature/contact
assembly

Wear/binding of
contactor, auxiliary
contacts, or interlock
mechanisms

Contact surface
degradation

Visual inspection of coils for damage, deteri-
oration, and signs of overheating or localized
burning; verification of freedom of armature
movement (identifies melting of coil materi-
als)

Visual inspection of coil and other compo-
nents for signs of overheating, tlowing, or
burning of materials

Visual inspection of the coils for cracks,
damage, and verification of the freedom of
motion of the armature

Visual inspection for dirt, contaminated lubri-
cant, wear or loss of tolerances of compo-
nents; operations testing; cleaning, adjust-
ment, lubrication, and replacement as re-
quired

Cleaning/burnishing of contacts; visual in-
spection for cracking, burning, pitting, wear,
and corrosion; refinishing or replacement if
necessary

Contact and com-
ponent tolerances;
operational per-
formance

Contact resistance

Thermal Over-
load Relay

Degradation of
heater or bimetailic
element

Visual inspection of elements for overheating
or other damage; operation testing; replace-
ment

Overload trip at
desired setpoint

* Only applicable to MCCBs with current-limiting fuses installed.

" These activities are possible only for MCCBs with accessible internal components.
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Table 5-1. Common Maintenance and Surveillance Techniques (continued)

MCC
Components

Aging Mechanism(s)

Activities That Mitigate Effects
of Aging Mechanisms

Required
Acceptance
Criteria

Thermal Over-
load Relay
(continued)

Binding of mechani-
cal components

Contact surface
degradation

Thermal degradation
of organic materials

Verification of component freedom of move-
ment; inspection; lubrication, adjustment, or
replacement

Visual inspection; cleaning or burnishing

Visual inspection of heater support and other
relay components for overheating, embrittle-
ment, cracking or other damage; cleaning or
replacement as required.

Miscellaneous
Relays

Prolonged energiza-
tion; organic materi-
al breakdown

Contact surface
degradation

Wear and binding of
contact mechanism

Visual inspection of coil and other relay
components for overheating, burning, or
flowing of materials

Visual inspection for corrosion, wear, or
oxidation of contact surfaces; resistance
testing, cleaning/replacement as required

Visual inspection; freedom of movement,
operational tests

Contact resistance

Operational re-
quirements

Control Trans-
formers

Insulation degrada-
tion

Conductor failure

Inspection of overheating, cracking, or burn-
ing of insulation; IR thermography; replace-
ment

Continuity/resistance measurement; replace-
ment

Insulation resis-
tance

Winding continu-
ity

Terminal
Blocks

Degradation of
organic materials

Degradation of
hardware

Loss of insulating
properties

Visual inspection of terminal block for signs
of overheating, embrittlement, cracking, or
other damage; clearing or replacement as
required

Visual inspection for terminals, nuts, screws,
sliding links, fuse holders (if equipped), and
mountings for damage, deterioration, or loss;
tightening, repair, or replacement as required

Visual inspection of block for tracking paths,
overheating, surface contamination, surface
irregularities, cracking, embrittlement, and
discoloration; cleaning or replacement as
required

Insulation resis-
tance

Control Wiring

Failure of insulation
and/or conductor

Visual inspection of insulation for cutting,
chafing, cracking, overheating; inspection for
bending. twisting, breaking of conductor;
cleaning and replacement as required
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Table 5-1. Common Maintenance and Surveillance Techniques (continued)

Required
MCC Activities That Mitigate Effects Acceptance
Components Aging Mechanism(s) of Aging Mechanisms Criteria

Fuse Holders Fatigue of fuse clip  Visual inspection for fatigue or wear of fuse
clip and adequate pressure on ferules; re-
placement as required

High resistance/ Visual inspection for signs of oxidation,
warn contact sur- corrosion, contaminants, or overheating;
faces cleaning/burnishing; replacement

The review of the significant aging mechanisms versus established maintenance practices
indicated that all significant aging mechanisms are considered and controlled with a limited
number of potential exceptions that are discussed in Section 5.4.2. This conclusion is supported
by the review of operating history that indicates few repetitive failures associated with any one
specific control center component for a given manufacturer’s model line (or for all manufacturers
collectively).

5.4.2 Potentially Significant Aging Mechanisms Not Fully Addressed by Current
Programs

Comparison of the aging mechanisms identified in the operational review contained in
Section 4.2 with the MCC maintenance methodology described above verified that nearly all
component/aging mechanism combinations are addressed by current programs. However, the
results of the failure data analysis conducted in Section 3 would indicate that for certain
components, not all MCC component aging mechanisms are completely controlled by these
programs. Based on limitations in the failure data, significant fractions of the total number of
failures recorded for each component could not be accurately classified with respect to failed
subcomponent and/or failure mode. Additionally, the aging mechanism(s) contributing to or
causing the failure could often not be determined. As a result, any attempt at identifying those
aging mechanisms which are not fully controlled would suffer from potentially large inaccuracies.
Despite these limitations, however, some general observations as to the components, conditions,
or environments for which aging does not appear to be fully controlled can be made. The
following paragraphs describes those cases where aging does not appear to be fully addressed by
current programs, and additional efforts may be necessary.

Conditions for a Fully Acceptable Program

If the MCCs are located in a mild environment arca (not subject to an elevated
temperature/steam condition or elevated radiation levels under accident conditions), are in areas
where temperatures do not exceed 40°C [104°F] for significant periods. are not exposed to high
concentrations of dust or other contaminants, and their individual components (i.c.. starters,
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contactors. etc.) are not subjected to a high number of operating cycles, then maintenance and
surveillance procedures that are consistent with those described in Section 5.2 and Table 5-1 will
be effective in managing aging, with the following possible exceptions:

General Exceptions

Molded-Case Circuit Breakers. Failures associated with molded-case circuit breaker
components comprised the single highest fraction of failures noted in the study (36%
of all failures). A substantial fraction of all breaker-related failures (39%) were
detected during operations, indicating that not all aging mechanisms associated with
these components are completely addressed by current maintenance practices.

Breaker Operating Handles/Linkages. Many of the manufacturers’ MCCs appeared
to suffer from problems associated with the external breaker operating handle
(approximately 7% of all failures noted). This may indicate that aging mechanisms
for the operating handle (i.e., wear of components and deterioration of lubricants) are
not completely controlled. Failure of the external operating handle could, under
certain circumstances, adversely impact the required function of the associated load
during normal or accident conditions.

Starter/Contactor Mechanical Assemblies. As indicated in the industry failure data
presented in Section 3.6, failures of starter/contactor mechanism (including the main
contactor, interlock, and auxiliary contact assemblies) were prevalent. Of all
starter/contactor-related failures, 41% were detected during operations. A significant
fraction of all MCC failures noted (for all manufacturers) were related to binding or
sticking of the auxiliary contacts, indicating that this aging mechanism may not be
fully controlled.

It should also be noted that other some components such as miscellaneous relays and control
transformers exhibited relatively high rates of detection during operation (potentially indicating
that all aging mechanisms for that component are not completely controlled); however, since the
overall proportions of these failures were small, they were not considered significant.

As indicated above, MCCs located in the following environments will require further
plant-specific activities, which are described in Section 6.

Exposure to accident temperature/steam or radiation conditions that require
environmental qualification and definition of qualified lives for subcomponents.

Exposure to normal temperatures in excess of 40°C [104°F] for significant periods.

" The definition of « high number of cycles will vary based on the type of component under consideration. For
example. contactor assemblies are generally designed for a hundred-thousand cycles or more during their lifetime,
whereas MCCBs mayv be designed for only several thousand cycles.  Applicable standards and manufacturer’s
guidance should be consulted to determine the design cyclic rating for an individual component.
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e Service conditions that require a high  number of operating cycles in relation to the
manufacturer’s design cyclic rating for each individual MCC component.

Manufacturer-Specific Exceptions

The following manufacturer-specific exceptions (in addition to the general exceptions
described in the preceding paragraph) were noted, and may warrant additional scrutiny:

e Gould/ITE MCCs appear to exhibit a high percentage rate of molded-case breaker
failure; more than 53% of all reports related to Gould/ITE MCCs concerned failures
of molded-case breakers.

¢ General Electric MCCs appear to have a high rate of starter/contactor auxiliary
contact failure in relation to other components; 22% of all GE failures (77 of 352
reports) were related to the contactor auxiliary contact assemblies.

The above listed conditions indicate that additional plant-specific review of procedures
and overall programs may be warranted to ensure their effectiveness; see Section 6 of this
guideline for further information.

5.5 Comparison with NPAR Results

The NRC Nuclear Plant Aging Research (NPAR) program has evaluated the aging of
numerous components, including motor control centers. As a result of this evaluation,
NUREG/CR-5053, "Operating Experience and Aging Asscssment of Motor Control Centers,” was
generated.[5.32] NUREG/CR-5053 was used as an input to Sections 3.6.4 and 3.6.5 of this
report. Comparison of the findings of NUREG/CR-5053 and this guideline is discussed in the
following paragraphs.

Examination of subcomponent failures as documented by NPRDS in both the NPAR
document and this guideline (Figures 3-29 and 3-14, respectively) indicates a substantial degree
of consistency; as indicated in the figures, the fraction of overall failures caused by each
subcomponent are roughly equal, with the exception of contactors (10% for NPAR vs. 33% for
this study). It should be noted, however, that the component categorization schemes for the two
studies are somewhat different. For example, the NPAR study uses separate categories for coils,
relays, and contactors; in some cases coils are subcomponents of contactor and relay assemblies.
Hence the higher percentage of contactor faitures noted in this guideline may partially be because
of inclusion of so-called "coil" failures within the contactor category.

Comparison of subcomponent failures as documented by LERs in the NPAR document
and this guideline also show a good correlation (see Figures 3-30 and 3-26, respectively). Both

 The definition of high cycle will vary based on the individual component; for example, contactor assemblies
may be designed for a hundred thousand or more cycles, whereas molded case breakers may be designed for only
several thousand cycles. Applicable standards and manufacturer’s guidance should be consulted to determine the
endurance rating for a given MCC component.
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studies indicate roughly equal percentages of breaker, contactor, relay, terminal and wiring, and
control transformer failures; however, some disparity does exist with respect to bus bar/housing
failures. As this subcomponent category is not listed in the NPAR data, it is difficult to account
for this discrepancy. In addition, Figure 3-30 incorporates two sources of data (i.e., LER and
Nuclear Power Experience (NPE) data), which may also account for some of the differences
between the results.

In sum, the findings of NUREG/CR-5053 are highly consistent with those discussed in
Sections 3.6.2 and 3.6.3 of this guideline. Both studies indicate that breaker, relay, and contactor
failures are most prevalent for MCCs. The primary causes of subcomponent failure identified
in both documents are also similar, despite differences in definition and categorization.
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6. OTHER MANAGEMENT CONSIDERATIONS

6.1 Identification of Effective Managerient Options to Deal with Action Items
Identified in Section 5.4.2

As described in Section 5.4.2, there are several component-specific, service-related, and
manufacturer-specitic conditions that may require plant-specific activities to establish an effective
aging management program for certain MCC components. These conditions and activities are
described in the following subsections.

6.1.1 Component-Specific Conditions

¢ Molded-Case Circuit Breakers. Failures related to molded-case breakers make up the
single highest fraction of failures noted in MCC components. Several diagnostic
techniques (such as overcurrent trip and pole resistance testing) are used at many
plants to evaluate the performance of molded-case breakers. Some plants perform
less rigorous testing of their molded casc breakers than others. Based on review of
the conditions identified in NPRDS, LER, and other historical performance data, the
testing methods identified in Section 5.2.2 of this guideline are effective at identifying
failed breakers and subcomponents. Additionally, periodic cycling of breaker
mechanisms (in accordance with specific plant procedures) may also help preclude
instances of breakers failing to operate. Ideally, however, testing methods could also
identify breakers that are merely degraded (i.e., that have not yet failed but are less
than optimum operating condition), thereby allowing monitoring and replacement
prior to in-service failure. At present, the capability to detect these breakers appears
limited. This observation is reinforced by the fact that approximately 39% of all
failures (NPRDS) related to molded-case breakers were detected during operations.
Incipient failure of a breaker cannot, in general, be accurately predicted; hence,
MCCB failures that have not been either detected by maintenance/testing or precluded
by periodic cycling may adversely impact the required function of the connected load.

e Breaker Operating Handles/Linkages. Of the nearly 400 MCCB failures noted in this
study, a substantial portion (i.e., approximately 18% of MCCB-related failures or 7%
of all failure reports) were related to the breaker operating handle/linkage. Based on
this observation, current maintenance procedures do not appear to completely address
the aging mechanisms associated with these types of failures. Failure of the external
operating handle could adversely affect the required function of the associated load
during normal or accident conditions.

o Starter/Contactor Mechanical Assemblies. The industry failure data presented in
Section 3.6 indicate that current maintenance procedures may not be fully effective
at mitigating failures of starter/contactor mechanisms (including the main contactor,
interlock, and auxiliary contact assemblies). As previously noted, failures of the
auxiliary contact assemblies were especially prevalent, constituting 22% of the
failures associated with starters/contactors, and 7% of all failures in gen~ al. Failure
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of any of these starter/contactor mechanisms could adversely impact the required
function of the associated load.

Based on these observations, nuclear plant operators experiencing substantial rates of in-
service molded-case breaker, external operating handle, or starter/contactor mechanism failure
should consider implementing the following actions:

I. Review and evaluate the adequacy of existing MCC maintenance and testing
programs with respect to manufacturers’ and industry guidance and the criteria
described in Section 5 of this guideline.

3]

If existing maintenance and testing methodology appears to be adequate, then conduct
further analysis of MCC component failures to determine if any significant trends
exist with respect to individual manufacturers’ equipment (i.e., a substantial
percentage of failures are related to components of one manufacturer/type) or failure
modes (such that a disproportionate number of failures are attributable to a given
failure mode). If existing maintenance and testing methodology is not adequately
prescribed, upgrade programs/procedures as necessary.

3. If significant component failure trends are noted, conduct a root-cause evaluation to
identify the problematic subcomponent, environmental influence, and/or operating
condition. (Note: Maintenance/testing programs that have recently been instituted
or modified may produce failure trends that are not totally indicative of actual
component performance. For exampie, a given model of breaker may not have been
tested prior to the implementation of a current testing program; therefore, the
detection of numerous degraded or failed breakers at the outset of the program may
not be considered unusual or indicative of any specific trend. However, continued
detection of a significant number of failures within the population is cause for
concern.)

In addition, the testing frequency of potentially problematic components may be varied
to provide some additional assurance of functionality. Testing schedules can be adjusted to test
more of the critical components (or a greater proportion of a specific type or manufacturer of
component) during each maintenance cycle. For example, a plant that has identified a
disproportionate failure rate for a given model of breaker may consider adding more of these
breakers to the list of equipment tested during each cycle; this will provide an increased rate of
testing with respect to other MCCBs and therefore a greater probability of detection of failed
units before required plant functions are affected. Alternatively, if manufacturer or model-
specific problems are identified, replacement with other manufacturers’ models not subject to the
same problem may be warranted.

6.1.2 Service-Related Conditions
MCCs Exposed to Temperatures in Excess of 40°C [104°F]. MCCs in a limiicd
number of plants can be exposed to temperatures in excess of 40°C [104°F] for
significant periods of the day for long periods during the year. The periodicity of the

maintenance and surveillance procedures for these MCCs should be frequent enough

6-2



AGING MANAGEMENT GUIDELINE FOR MOTOR CONTROL CENTERS

to ensure that materials potentially susceptible to the effects of elevated temperature
(e.g., insulations, organic structural components, lubricants, etc.) are inspected and
tested or replaced often enough to preclude failure or severe degradation because of
temperature effects. Adequate frequency will be dictated by the severity of the
environment and the plant’s operating and maintenance experience with these
components. For example, MCC components exposed tc temperatures only slightly
above 40°C [104°F] that have no plant history of failure/rapid degradation may
require no increase in maintenance/surveillance frequency (as compared to other
MCCs not exposed to elevated temperatures), whereas those operating in temperatures
significantly above 40°C [104°F] and that have a demonstrated propensity for rapid
degradation may require much more frequent inspection, maintenance, or testing to
preclude operational failure.

MCCs Requiring Qualification for Accident Environments. MCCs that may be
exposed to accident environments must be qualified for the accident environment.
Environmental qualification programs generally require qualified lives to be
established for components based on aging analyses or aging tests. For such MCCs,
plant-unique replacement schedules for MCC subcomponents based on the
environmental qualification results must be followed. Therefore, the plant programs
for these MCCs should incorporate the maintenance concepts described in Section 5.2
and Table 5-1, coupled with the replacement schedule dictated by the qualification
program.

MCCs with High Cycle Operation. Certain components within a given MCC may
accumulate much higher numbers of operating cycles than other components because
of the operating environment and type of load served. In general, the design cyclic
rating for MCC components will vary significantly based on the function of the
component. For example, contactor assemblies may be designed for hundreds of
thousands of cycles; MCCBs, on the other hand, may be designed for only a few
thousand operations. In most cases, operational cycling falls well within component
design capabilities. For some MCC components (such as molded-case breakers),
operational endurance capabilities or design cyclic lifetimes may be available from
applicable equipment standards or directly from the component manufacturer (see
Reference 6.1). Plant operators may therefore wish to identify those applications
where MCC components are cycled on a frequent basis (i.e., on the order of several
times per day on a regular basis); further evaluation of these components (specifically
with regard to their failure history) can then be made to determine if more frequent
or comprehensive maintenance is appropriate. If little or no corrective maintenance
has been necessary between scheduled maintenances for the higher cycle applications,
use of the standard maintenance periodicity and practices for the equipment is
probably appropriate. It should also be noted that very few safety-related loads are
operated/cycled with sufficient frequency to require this type of analysis; however,
when coupled with other extrinsic influences (such as dust/dirt contamination,
temperature, and/or humidity), components may degrade rapidly prior to reaching
their design lifetime.[6.2, 6.3, 6.4, 6.5]
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6.1.3 Manufacturer-Specific Conditions

Section 5.4.2 of this guideline identifies the following potential manufacturer-specific
concerns based on the historical industry data presented in Section 3.6.

e Gould/ITE MCCBs may fail at a rate well in excess of that of other Gould/ITE
components within the same MCC.

¢ The auxiliary contacts associated with General Electric starter/contactor assemblies
may experience a proportionately high number of failures in relation to other General
Electric MCC components.

Nuclear plant operators having these MCC should perform the following activities.

» Review the plant failure records for the MCC and its components to determine if such
failures are occurring at the plant.

« If a significant number of failures are identified, review the maintenance/surveillance
procedures for the equipment to determine if the maintenance/surveillance activities
for the subcomponents are sufficiently detailed and frequent to identify and correct
problems of the type noted. Upgrade the procedures as appropriate.

Even if no failures of these components are identified, it may be appropriate to review
the applicable procedures to ensure that maintenance is of sufficient scope and depth to preclude
occurrences.

6.2 Additional Considerations for MCC Maintenance

Because of the substantial cost and effort associated with maintaining nuclear plant
electrical equipment, extension of the interval between periodic maintenance activities is
desirable. However, before such an extension can be made, a technical justification for the
extension should be developed. Factors to be considered in the extension of maintenance periods
include the added cost of the study and evaluation necessary to justify the extension, the benefit
associated with the extension (in terms of parts/labor saved and possible increases in equipment
performance), and the potential for reduced reliability.

It is difficult to develop reliability data and a meaningful mean time between failure for
electrical components of the type used in MCCs using the NPRDS and LER data found in this
report. Therefore, development of a statistically justifiable periodicity for MCC/component
maintenance is not possible based on this information. However, several types of information
related to MCC aging and failure can be evaluated, which, when taken collectively, may provide
a suitable basis for the judicious extension of equipment maintenance and component replacement
intervals. These factors are briefly described in the following paragraphs.
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6.2.1 "As-Found" Equipment Condition

An important factor in the determination of the efficacy of existing maintenance practices
is the use of component condition information derived from maintenance activities. MCC
maintenance represents an important opportunity for collecting information on the actual physical
condition of components. By observing and recording the conditions of various components,
evaluations of the sufficiency of the current maintenance periodicity and practices can be made
more precisely. For example, significant wear of an MCC component detected during
maintenance may indicate that the current interval specified should not be lengthened (at least
with respect to this component). Conversely, little or no evidence of wear or other degradation
may indicate that an extension of the interval 1s acceptable. "As-found” condition data may also
be useful in the determination of periodic component replacement. Information concerning the
as-fcund condition of MCC components can be readily gathered during scheduled maintenance
periods (for example, using prepared data sheets listing each significant subcomponent and the
possible range of observed conditions), and can be compared with previous data for that same
equipment (or data taken from other equipment of the same class) to identify trends and potential
problem components.

6.2.2 Equipment Environment

Review of the historical data (contained in Section 3.6) suggests that the environment to
which the MCC is exposed may be an important determinant in the rate of degradation of various
components. The specific environment in which the equipment operates should be characterized
in terms of such factors as temperature, humidity, and contaminants, and accordingly factored
into the determination of the appropriate maintenance intervals if it is determined to present
significant opportunity for component degradation. Benign environments would indicate the
potential for lengthening periods. High temperature, humidity, or contaminant levels would tend
to indicate a shorter periodicity.

6.2.3 Plant Maintenance Organization Input

Discussions with plant maintenance personnel can provide valuable insight into the
problems and deficiencies encountered with the equipment during normal operations as well as
during maintenance. Although much of the relevant history of a given MCC or component may
be recorded in one form or another, plant personnel familiar with the maintenance of the
equipment may be aware of conditions or problems that are not readily identifiable from
databases or other documentation. Unless explicit descriptions of component condition have been
recorded during prior maintenance, the only method of recalling this information is through
personnel actually associated with maintaining the equipment. So-called "corporate knowledge"
of the deficiencies or better-than-expected condition of plant MCCs may provide additional
valuable information not otherwise available to the maintenance planner as input for changing
the maintenance interval.

6.2.4 Plant-Specific Failure Data

Plant-specific failure data provide important empirical information with regard to the
failures actually experienced by the plant equipment. This information is especially significant
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as the effects of environment, maintenance practices, operations, and any other external influences
are present in the failure data. To effectively use these data, it is necessary to separate those
events that have caused a failure of an MCC component to fulfill its required function (or would
have caused the component to fail had the deficiency not been detected prior to operation) from
those induced by maintenance or having no real effect on the operation of the equipment. The
net result of this process can be used to estimate the relative failure rate of MCC components and
identify potentially problematic devices. The absence of a significant number of component
failures would also support increasing the length of the period between maintenances. It should
be noted that this type of estimate does not generally allow statistical inferences to be made
because of the small population size and other limitations inherent in the data.

6.2.5 Conclusions

Although no one factor described above will in itself constitute a sufficient basis for
extension of a maintenance interval, consideration of each of these factors may collectively
provide adequate justification. Obviously, more weight should be given to those elements
derived from plant-specific information (such as "as-found" condition reports) as opposed to
generic industry-wide data. The more completely the aging mechanis s and failure modes of
individual MCC components can be described and understood, the more confidently maintenance
planners will be able to determine the appropriate component maintenance and replacement
schedules for their equipment. Accordingly, data that are consistently recorded and specifically
focused on items related to aging and degradation will be extremely beneficial in this process.
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APPENDIX A
DEFINITIONS'

accelerated aging artificial aging in which the simulation of natural aging approximates, in a
short time, the aging effects of longer-term service conditions

acceptance criterion specified limit of a functional or condition indicator used to assess the
ey S * . . . ~ .
ability of an SSC to perform its design function

age (noun) time from fabrication of an SSC to a stated time

age conditioning simulation of natural aging effects in an SSC by the application of any
combination of artificial and natural aging

age-related degradation synonym for aging degradation

aging (noun) general process in which characteristics of an SSC gradually change with time or
use

aging assessment evaluation of appropriate information for determining the effects of aging on
the current and future ability of SSCs to function within acceptance criteria

aging degradation aging effects that could impair the ability of an SSC to function within
acceptance criteria

aging effects net changes in characteristics of an SSC that occur with time or use and are due
to aging mechanisms

aging management engineering, operations, and maintenance actions to control within
acceptable limits aging degradation and wearout of SSCs

aging mechanism specific process that gradually changes characteristics of an SSC with time
or use

artificial aging simulation of natural aging effects on SSCs by application of stressors
representing plant pre-service and service conditions, but perhaps diffcrent in intensity, duration,
and manner of application

breakdown synonym for complete failure

characteristic property or attribute of an SSC (such as shape, dimension, weight, condition
indicator, functional indicator, performance or mechanical, chemical, or electrical property)

*

SSC = system, structure, or component
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combined effects net changes in characteristics of an SSC produced by two or more stressors
common cause failure two or more failures duc to a single cause

common mode failure two or more failures in the same manner or mode due to a single cause
complete failure failure in which there is complete loss of function

condition the state or level of characteristics of an SSC that can affect its ability to perform a
design function

condition surrounding physical state or influence that can affect an SSC

condition indicator characteristic that can be observed, measured, or trended to infer or directly
indicate the current and future ability of an SSC to function within acceptance criteria

condition monitoring observation, measurement, or trending of condition or functional
indicators with respect to some independent parameter (usually time or cycles) to indicate the
current and future ability of an SSC to function within acceptance criteria

condition trending synonym for condition monitoring

corrective maintenance actions that restore, by repair, overhaul, or replacement, the capability
of a failed SSC to function within acceptance criteria

degradation immediate or gradual deterioration of characteristics of an SSC that could impair
its ability to function within acceptance criteria

degraded condition marginally acceptable condition of an unfailed SSC that could lead to a
decision to perform planned maintenance

degraded failure failure in which a functional indicator does not meet an acceptance criterion,
but design function is not completely lost

design basis conditions synonym for design conditions

design basis event any of the events specified in the station’s safety analysis that are used to
establish acceptable performance for safety-related functions of SSCs; events include anticipated
transients, design basis accidents, external events, and natural phenomena

design basis event conditions service conditions produced by design basis events

design basis event stressor stressor that stems from design basis events and can produce
immediate or aging degradation beyond that produced by normal stressors

design conditions specified service conditions used to establish the specifications of an SSC
(generally includes margin of conservatism beyond expected service conditions)
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design life period during which an SSC is expected to function within acceptance criteria
design service conditions synonym for design conditions
deterioration synonym for degradation

diagnosis examination and evaluation of data to determine cither the condition of an SSC or the
causes of the condition

diagnostic evaluation synonym for diagnosis
environmental conditions ambient physical states surrounding an SSC
error-induced aging degradation aging degradation produced by error-induced conditions

error-induced conditions adverse pre-service or service conditions produced by design,
fabrication, installation, operation, or maintenance errors

error-induced stressor stressor that stems from error-induced conditions and can produce
immediate or aging degradation beyond that produced by normal stressors

failure inability or interruption of ability of an SSC to function within acceptance criteria

failure analysis systematic process of determining and documenting the mode, mechanism,
causes, and root cause of failure of an SSC

failure cause circumstances during design, manufacture, test, or use that have led to failure
failure evaluation synonym for failure analysis

failure mechanism physical process that results in fatlure

failure mode the manner or state in which an SSC fails

failure modes and effects analysis systematic process for determining and documenting
potential failure modes and their effects on SSCs

failure trending recording, analyzing, and extrapolating in-service failures on an SSC with
respect to some independent parameter (usually time or cycles)

functional conditions influences on an SSC resulting from the performance of design functions
(operation of a system or component and loading of a structure)

functional indicator condition indicator that is a direct indication of the current ability of an
SSC to function within acceptance criteria
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inservice inspection methods and actions for assuring the structural and pressure-retaining
integrity of safety-related nuclear power plant components in accordance with the rules of this
Section [ASME Code, Section XI]

inservice life synonym for service life, (especially in discussions involving ASME Code Section
XI)

inservice test a test to determine the operational readiness of a component or system [ASME
Code, Section XI]

inspection synonym for surveillance

installed life period from installation to retirement of an SSC

life period from fabrication to retirement of an SSC

life assessment synonym for aging assessment

life cycle management synonym for life management

life management integration of aging management and economic planning to: (1) optimize the
operation, maintenance, and useful life of SSCs; (2) maintain an acceptable level of performance
and safety; and (3) maximize return on investment over the useful life of the plant

lifetime synonym for life

maintenance aggregate of direct and supporting actions that detect, preclude, or mitigate
degradation of a functioning SSC, or restore to an acceptable level the design functions of a
failed SSC

malfunction synonym for failure

mean time between failures arithmetic average of operating times between failures of an item
[IEEE Std 100]

natural aging aging of an SSC that occurs under pre-service and service conditions, including
error-induced conditions

normal aging natural aging from error-free pre-service or service conditions
normal aging degradation aging degradation produced by normal conditions

normal conditions operating conditions of a properly designed, fabricated, installed, operated
and maintained SSC excluding design basis event conditions

normal operating conditions synonym for normal conditions
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normal stressor stressor that stems from normal conditions and can produce aging mechanisms
and effects in an SSC

operating conditions service conditions, including normal and error-induced conditions, prior
to the start of a design basis accident or earthquake

operating service conditions synonym for operating conditions

operational conditions synonym for functional conditions

overhaul (noun) extensive repair, refurbishment, or both

performance indicator synonym for functional indicator

periodic maintenance form of preventive maintenance consisting of servicing, parts
replacement, surveillance, or testing at predetermined intervals of calendar time, operating time,

or number of cycles

planned maintenance form of preventive maintenance consisting of refurbishment or
replacement that is scheduled and performed prior to failure of an SSC

post-maintenance testing testing after maintenance to verify that maintenance was performed
correctly and that the SSC can function within acceptance criteria

preconditioning synonym for age conditioning

predictive maintenance form of preventive maintenance performed continuously or at intervals
governed by observed condition to monitor, diagnose, or trend an SSC’s functional or condition
indicators; results indicate current and future functional ability or the nature and schedule for
planned maintenance

premature aging aging effects of an SSC that occur earlier than expected because of errors or
pre-service and service conditions not considered explicitly in design

pre-service conditions actual physical states or influences on an SSC prior to initial operation
(e.g., fabrication, storage, transportation, installation, and pre-operational testing)

preventive maintenance actions that detect, preclude, or mitigate degradation of a functional
SSC to sustain or extend its useful life by controlling degradation and failures to an acceptable
level; there are three types of preventive maintenance: periodic, predictive, and planned.

qualified life period for which an SSC has been demonstrated, through testing, analysis, or
experience, to be capable of functioning within acceptance criteria during specified operating
conditions while retaining the ability to perform its safety functions in a design basis accident
or earthquake
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random failure any failure whose cause or mechanism, or both, make its time of occurrence
unpredictable [IEEE Std 100]

reconditioning synonym for overhaul

refurbishment planned actions to improve the condition of an unfailed SSC
remaining design life pericd from a stated time to planned retirement of an SSC
remaining life actual period from a stated time to retirement of an SSC
remaining service life synonym for remaining life

remaining useful life synonym for remaining life

repair actions to return a failed SSC to an acceptable condition

replacement removal of an undegraded, degraded, or failed SSC or a part thereof and
installation of another in its place that can function within the original acceptance criteria

residual life synonym for remaining life
retirement final withdrawal from service of an SSC
rework correction of inadequately performed fabrication, installation, or maintenance

root cause fundamental reason(s) for an observed condition of an SSC that if corrected prevents
recurrence of the condition

root cause analysis synonym for failure analysis

service conditions actual physical states or influences during the service life of an SSC,
including operating conditions (normal and error-induced), design basis event conditions, and post
design basis event conditions

service life actual period from initial operation to retirement of an SSC

servicing routine actions (including cleaning, adjustment, calibration, and replacement of
consumable) that sustain or extend the useful life of an SSC

simultaneous effects combined effects from stressors acting simultaneously
stress synonym for stressor
stressor agent or stimulus that stems from pre-service and service conditions and can produce

immediate or aging degradation of an SSC
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surveillance observation or measurement of condition or functional indicators to verify that an
SSC currently can function within acceptance criteria

surveillance requirements test, calibration, or inspection to assure that the necessary quality
of systems and components is maintained, that facility operation will be within the safety limits,
and that the limiting conditions of operation will be met [10 CFR 50.36] (for use only when
specific regulatory and legal connotations are called for)

surveillance testing synonym for surveillance, surveillance requirements, and testing (usc
only when specific regulatory and legal connotations are called for)

synergistic effects portion of changes in characteristics of an SSC produced solely by the
interaction of stressors acting simultaneously, as distinguished from changes produced by

superposition from each stressor acting independently

testing observation or measurement of condition indicators under controlled conditions to verify
that an SSC currently conforms to acceptance criteria

time in service time from initial operation of an SSC to a stated time
useful life synonym for service life

wearout failure produced by an aging mechanism

Relationship of Aging Terms

A stressor, produces by such conditions as temperature, radiation, or voltage, acts on a
component. If the component (or its materials) is sensitive to the stressor, an aging mechanism
will occur.

An aging mechanism may lead to age-related degradation if the effects of the aging
mechanisms that result in age-related degradation are not accounted for through such actions as

maintenance.

Eventually, an aging mechanism may lead to a failure mechanism. The result of the
failure mechanism is the failure mode of the component.

Review of the failure mode, failure and aging mechanisms, age-related degradation, and
stressors will provide the failure cause for age-related failures.
References

1. EPRI TR-100844, "Nuclear Power Plant Common Aging Terminology," prepared

by MPR Associates, Inc., November 1992.
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APPENDIX B
DOCUMENTS NOT RELATED TO EQUIPMENT AGING

Table B-1 lists those Information Bulletins, Circulars, and Notices that were determined
to be unrelated to aging degradation of motor control centers. A justification for designing these
Bulletins, Circulars, and Notices as unrelated to motor control center aging degradation is

provided.

Table B-1. Bulletins, Circulars, and Notices Not Related to Motor Control Center

Aging Degradation

Document/Title/Date

Justification

Bulletin 74-13,
"Improper Factory Wiring on General Electric Motor
Control Centers at Fort Calhoun"

Bulletin 74-15,
"Misapplication of Cutler-Hammer Three Position
Maintained Switch Model 10250T"

IE Circular 76-02,
"Relay Failures-Westinghouse BF (ac) and BFD (dc)
Relays”

IE Bulletin 78-01,
"Flammable Contact-Arm Retainers in G.E. CR120A
Relays"

IE Bulletin 78-05,
"Malfunctioning of Circuit Breaker Auxiliary Contact
Mechanism - General Electric Model CR105X"

IE Circular 78-09,
“Arcing of General Electric Size 2 Contactors”

IE Circular 79-23,
"Motor Starters and Contactors Failed to Operate”

IE Information Notice 84-78,
"Underrated Terminal Blocks That May . dversely
Affect Operation of Essential Electric Equipment”

Defective wire terminations caused by improper
factory wiring practices of the breaker/starters

Misapplication of three position switch in diesel
control panels

Manufacturing defect; internal component rubbing
(pin)

Retainer was made from flammable material and
changed to a flame resistant materiai; no generic
overheating

Potential binding problem with auxiliary interlocks
mounted on contactors, starters, or reversers; generic
problem; replacement recommended

Manufacturing defect caused by oversized copper tip
support bindings causing binding and arcing

Faulty units caused by undersized dimensions of
support legs; manufacturing deficiency

Deficiency concerning underrated motor terminal
blocks by manufacturers that could result in electrical
shorting
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Table B-1. Bulletins, Circulars, and Notices Not Related to Motor Control Center
Aging Degradation (continued)

Document/Title/Date

Justification

NRC Information Notice 85-16,
"Time/Current Trip Curve Discrepancy of
ITE/Siemens-Allis Molded-Case Circuit Breaker”

IE Information Notice 85-49,
“Relay Calibration Problem"

NRC Information Notice 86-62,
"Potential Problems in Westinghouse Molded-Case
Circuit Breakers Equipped with a Shunt Trip"

IE Information Notice 86-66,
"Potential for Failure of Replacement AC Coils

Supplied by the Westinghouse Electric Corporation for

Use in Class |E Motor Starters and Contactors”

NRC Information Notice 88-45,
"Problems in Protective Relay and Circuit Breaker
Coordination”

NRC Information Notice 90-43,
“Mechanical Interface with Thermal Trip Function in
GE Molded-Case Circuit Breakers"

Information Notice 92-24,
"Distributor Modification to Certain Commercial
Grade Agastat Electrical Relays”

NRC Information Notice 92-51,
"Misapplication and Inadequate Testing of Molded
Case Circuit Breakers"

Actuation point of magnetic trip element
substantially higher than time-current curve;
incorrect curve

Inadequate relay calibration procedure

Manufacturing defect; excessive material in
operating handle may cause continuous energization
of shunt trip coil

Manufacturer’s production of defective coils
between June I, 1984, and December 31, 1985

Lack of proper circuit breaker and protective relay
coordination

Manufacturing defect; improper installation of
calibration screw spring clips on thermal trip
element

Alteration of nameplate labels and modification of
relay

Improper analysis, selection, and postinstallation
testing of breaker is a design consideration and does
not address aging
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APPENDIX C
ACRONYMS

A Ampere

ac Alternating current

AMG Aging Management Guideline

ANSI American National Standards Institute

AWS American Welding Society

BTP Branch Technical Position (U.S. NRC)

BWR Boiling Water Reactor

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

Class 1E Class | Electrical Equipment (IEEE designation for safety-related)

DBE Design basis event

dc Direct current

DG (EDG) Diesel generator (emergency diesel generator)

DOE Department of Energy

EPRI Electric Power Research Institute

FSAR Final Safety Analysis Report

GDC General Design Criteria

GE General Electric

HELB High-energy-line break

hp horsepower

ICEA Insulated Cable Engineers Association

IE Inspection and Enforcement (former NRC Division)

IEEE Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers

INPO Institute for Nuclear Plant Operation

IPA Integrated Plant Assessment

IR Industry Report

ISM Inspection, Surveillance, and Monitoring

ITLR Important to license renewal

kVac Kilovolts alternating current

LCM Life Cycle Management

LCO Limiting Condition for Operation

LER Licensee Event Report

LOCA Loss-of-coolant accident

LWR Light water reactor

MCC Motor control center

]
t
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MCCB
MCP
MVA
NEMA
NMAC
NPAR
NPE
NPRDS
NRC
NUMARC
PLIM
PVC
PWR

rd
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Molded-case circuit breaker

Motor circuit protector

Megavolt amperes

National Electrical Manufacturer’s Association
Nuclear Maintenance Applications Center
Nuclear Plant Aging Research

Nuclear Power Experience

Nuclear Plant Reliability Data System
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Nuclear Management and Resources Council
Plant Lifetime Improvement

Polyvinyl chloride

Pressurized water reactor

Rad (unit of radiation)

Regulatory Guide

Root mean square

Structures and components

Sandia National Laboratories

Seismic Qualification Utility Group
Standard Review Plan

Systems, structures, and components
Solid-state trip device

Shunt trip coil

Standard

Underwriter’s Laboratories

Undervoltage release

Volts alternating current

Volts direct current
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Washington Public Power Supply System
P.O. Box 968

3000 George Washington Way

Richland, Washington 99352-0968

Chuck Krause (2 copies)

Wisconsin Electric Power Company
231 West Michigan

F.O. Box 2046

Milwaukee, WI 53201

NSSS Owners Group Liaisons

Phil Richardson (2 copies)
ABB-CE Owners Group
P.O. Box 500

1000 Prospect Hill Road
Windsor, Conn 06095

Deborah Staudinger (2 copies)
B&W Owners Group GLRP Liaison
3315 Old Forest Road

Lynchburgh, VA 24506

Chuck Pierce (2 copies)

BWR Owners Group GLRP Liaison
Southern Nuclear Operating Co.
P.O. Box 1295

Birmingham, AL 35201-1295

Roger Newton (2 copies)

Westinghouse Owners Group GLRP Liaison
Wisconsin Electric Power Co.

231 West Michigan, P.O. Box 2046
Milwaukee, WI 53201

Institute of Nuclear Power Opns
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James R. Bauman

Institute of Nuclear Power Opns
1100 Circle 75 Parkway, Suite 1500
Atlanta, GA 30339

NRC Programs

Milton Vagins (2 copies)

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
5650 Nicholson Lane

Rockville, MD 20852
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Jit Vora (2 copies)

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
5650 Nicholson Lane

Rockville, MD 20852

NUMARC

Ray Ng

NUMARC

1776 Eye Street, NW, Suite 300
Washington, DC 20006-2496

D. J. Walters

NUMARC

1776 Eye Street, NW, Suite 300
Washington, DC  20006-2496

Alexander Marion

NUMARC

1776 Eye Street. NW, Suite 300
Washington, DC 20006-2496

Uulities

Robert Page (2 copies)

Palo Verde Nuclear Generating Station
Arizona Public Service Co.

P.O. Box 52034

Phoenix, AZ 85072

Carter Rogers

Safety & Licensing Division
Arizona Public Service Co.
Mail Station 1666

P.O. Box 53999

Phoenix, AZ. 85072-3999

Ed Rice

Arkansas Nuclear One, Unit |
Highway 64 West
Russellville, AR 72801
Aun: Electrical Shop, Unit |

Keith Brown

Arkansas Nuclear One, Unit 2
Highway 64 West
Russellville, AR 72801

Attn:  Electrical Shop, Unit 2

Barry Tilden

Nuclear Engineering Department
Baltimore Gas & Electric

Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant
1650 Calvert Cliffs Parkway
Lusby, MD 20657-4702

Bruce Hagemeier (2 copies)
Boston Edison Nuclear Org.
25 Braintrce Hill Park
Braintree, MA 02184

A. M. Lucas, Vice President
Nuclear Engineering Department
Carolina Power and Light Company
411 Fayetteville Street

P.O. Box 1551

Raleigh, NC 27602

Grant Chappell (4 copies)
Carolina Power & Light Company
P.O. Box 1551

Raleigh, NC 27602

Michael Lyster

VP Nuclear, Perry

Centerra Energy Corporation
P.O. Box 97

Perry, OH 44081

Dave Graneto (2 copies)
Maintenance Superintendent
10 Center Road

Mail Zone MB 210

Perry, OH 44081
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D. R. Eggett (7 copies)
Commonwealth Edison Company
1400 Opus Place, Suite 300
Downers Grove, IL 60515

Kurt W. Uhlir

Commonwealth Edison Co.
1400 Opus Place. Suite 300
Downers Grove, IL 60515

Thomas Buczwiaski (3 copies)
Consumers Power Company
27780 Blue Star Highway
Covert, Ml 49085

Cecil Settles

Licensing Director

Detroit Edison Company

6400 N. Dixie Hwy (MS 342NOC)
Newport, Ml 48166

Ted Huminski

Nuclear Engineering Dept.
Duquesne Light Company
P.O. Box 321
Shippingport, PA 15077

John Sieber

Vice President, Nuclear Group
Duquesne Light Company

301 Grant Street, 1 Oxford Centre
Pittsburg, PA 15279

J. H. Spiegel

Duquesne Light Company
BV-A

P.O. Box 4
Shippingport, PA 15077
Bill Brice

Entergy Operations, Inc.
Grand Gulf Nuclear Station
P.O. Box 756

Port Gibson, MS 39105
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Shawn Tyler

Florida Power Corp.

Crystal River Nuclear Power Plant
NALE

P.O. Box 219

Crystal River, FL. 32623-0219

J. C. Winborne, Jr.

Florida Power Corp.

Crystal River Nuclear Power Plant
NAIE

P.O. Box 219

Crystal River, FL. 32623-0219

Edward Wienkam, III (3 copies)
Licensing Mgr.. Turkey Point
Florida Power & Light Co.

P.O. Box 029100

Miami, FL 33102-9100

Robert Locke (3 copies)
GPU Nuciear

1 Upper Pond Road
Parsippany, NJ 07054

Williams Simmons

Gult States Utilities

River Bend Station

North Access Road

P.O. Box 220

St. Francisville, LA 70775

Steven Rosen (2 copies)

Vice President, Nuclear Engineering
& Construction

Houston Lighting & Power

P.O. Box 289

Wadsworth, TX 77483

Gary Mathews

[llinois Power Co.

Clinton Power Station

P.O. Box 678, Route 54 - 6 Miles East
Clinton, 1L 61727
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Kevin Henderson (2 copies)
Indiana Michigan Power

1 Cook Place

Bridgeman, M1 49106

Steve Catron

lowa Electric Light & Power Co.
Duane Arnold Energy Center
3277 DAEC Road

Palo, TA 52324

T. C. Su

lowa Electric Light & Power Co.
Duane Arnold Energy Center
3277 DAEC Road

Palo, TA 52324

Bob Peters

Louisiana Power & Light
Waterford 3 Station

P.O. Box B

Killona, LA 70066

Robert Lawton, Jr.

Maine Yankee Atomic Power
P.O. Box 408

Wiscasset, ME 04578

Jim Hackney

Nebraska Public Power District
1414 - 15th Street

Box 499

Columbus, NE 68601

Ron Fish

New York Power Authority
123 Main Street
White Plains, NY 10601

Robert Wilber, Division Manager
Nuclear Engineering & Construction
Nebraska Public Power District
1414 15th Street

Columbus, NE 68601

Tom Cleary

Northeast Utilities

P.O. Box 270

Hartford, CT 06141-0270

Rich Kacich (2 copies)
Manager, Licensing
Northeast Utilities

P.O. Box 270

Hartford, CT 06141-0270

Tim McDonald

Maintenance Supervisor

Connecticut Yankee Atlantic Power Co.
362 Injun Hollow Rd.

East Hampton, CT 06424

Jerry Peterson

Maintenance Manager

New Hampshire Yankee
Seabrook Generating Station
P.O. Box 300

Seabrook, NH 03874

Neil Bergh
Maintenance Manager
Millstone Unit 1

P.O. Box 128
Waterford, CT 06385

Richie Hall
Maintenance Supervisor
Millstone Unit 2

P.O. Box 128
Watertord, CT 06385

Paul Atkinson
Maintenance Supervisor
Millstone Unit 3

P.O. Box 128
Waterford, CT 06385
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Rich Scofield

Manager, Nuclear Planning
Omaha Public Power District
444 S, 16th Street Mall
Omaha, NE 68102

Nag Gowrish

Pacific Gas & Electric Co.
77 Beale Street, Rm. 1435
San Francisco, CA 94106

Dennis Cox

Nuclear Engineering, Safety & Licensing
Palo Verde Nuclear Power Project

23 Parker Street

Irvine, CA 92718

D. A. Cronomiz (3 copies)

Nuclear Engineering Departiment
Philadelphia Electric Company

965 Chesterbrook Boulevard, M/C 63B-1
Wayne, PA 19087-5691

Jack Maddox

Director, Resources & Nuclear Services
Public Service Co. of New Mexico
Alvarado Square

Albuquerque, NM 87158

David K. Summers

Public Service Co. of New Mexico
Alvarado Square

Albuquerque, NM 87158

Jeremiah Whooley

Public Service Electric & Gas Co.
80 Park Plaza

P.O. Box 570

Newark, NJ 07101

Bruce Snow (2 copies)
Rochester Gas & Electric Co.
89 East Avenue

Rochester, NY 14694

Stan Crumbo

Sr. Engineer Equipment
Quantification (MC80S)

South Carolina Electric & Gas Co.
P.O. Box 88

Jenkinsville, SC 29065

David Pilmer (2 copies)
Manager, Nuclear Engineering
Southern California Edison
2364 Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, CA 91770

Randall Weir (4 copies)
Tennessee Valley Authority
1101 Market Sueet, LP4F
Chattanooga, TN 37402

Jacob M. Kulangara
Texas Utility Electric Co.
400 N. Olive Street

Box 81

Dallas, TX 75201

John Marshall (2 copies)
Generic Licensing Manager
Texas Utility Electric Co.
400 N. Olive Street (LB-81)
Dallas, TX 75201

John A. Fehl

Toledo Edison Co.

Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station
300 Madison Avenue

Mail Stop: 1056

Toledo, OH 43652

James Long

Toledo Edison Co.

Mail Stop 1037

Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station
5501 State Route 2

Oak Harbor, OH 43449
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Roger Dettenmeier (2 copies)
Senior Engineer

Union Electric Co.

P.O. Box 149, MC 470

St. Louis, MO 63166

James S. Johnson

Union Electric Company
P.O. Box 149

St. Louis, MO 63166

Mike Metall

Vermont Yankee

RD 5, Box 169

Old Ferry Road
Brattleboro, VT 03301

Joe Hegner (3 copies)
Virginia Power Company
Innsbrook Technical Center
5000 Dominion Blvd.

Gen Allen, VA 23060

Tom Erwin

Washington Public Power Supply System
P.O. Box 968 (MS PE25)

Richland, WA 99352

Terry Meade

Washington Public Power Supply System
P.O. Box 968 (MD PE 27)

Richland, WA 99352

Robert Powell

Washington Public Power Supply System
P.O. Box 968, MD PE 27

Richland WA 99352

Dave Andreoni

Wisconsin Electric Power Co.
Point Beach Nuclear Plant
6610 Nuclear Road

Two Rivers, WI 54241-9516
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Duane Schoon

Wisconsin Electric Power Company
231 West Michigan

P.O. Box 2046

Milwaukee, WI 53201

John Richmond (2 copies)
Wisconsin Public Service
P.O. Box 19002

600 North Adams St.
Green Bay, WI 54307

Mr. Bart Withers

President & CEO

Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating Plant
P.O. Box 411

Burlington, KS 66839

Dave Glowoski

Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating Plant
P.O. Box 411

Burlington, KS 66839

oyce McMahon

volf Creek Nuclear Operating Plant
P.O. Box 411
Burlington, KS 66839

Max Nichols

Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating Plant
P.O. Box 411

Burlington, KS 66839

Tim Smith

Wolf Creek Nuclear Operating Plant
P.O. Box 411

Burlington, KS 66839

NSSS Vendors and Consultants

Dr. Robert Nickell
AST

16630 Sagewood Lane
Poway, CA 92064
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James Williams

B&W Nuclear Technologies
P.O. Box 10035

Lynchburgh, VA 24506-0935

Kathy Berry

General Electric Nuclear Energy
175 Curtner Ave., MC 462

San Jose, CA 95125

Charles Negin

Grove Engineering

15215 Shady Grove Road, Suite 200
Rockville, MD 20850

Ray Berg

Multiple Dynamics Corporation
29200 Southfield Road, Suite 103
Southfield, MI 48076

Alton P. Donnell, Jr.

Ogden Environmental and Energy Services
7301-A Indian School Rd., NE
Albuquerque, NM 87110

Robert Gazdzinski

Ogden Environmental and Energy Services
1777 Sentry Parkway West

Abington Hall, Suite 300

Blue Bell, PA 19422

Elizabeth O’Hearn

Ogden Environmental and Energy Services
1777 Sentry Parkway West

Abington Hall, Suite 300

Blue Bell, PA 19422

Gary Toman

Ogden Environmental and Energy Services
1777 Sentry Parkway West

Abington Hall, Suite 300

Blue Bell, PA 19422
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Jim Nightingale

PRC Engineering Systems, Inc.
4343 Commerce Court, Suite 215
Lisle, IL 60532

Tricia Heroux
Regulatory Management
6419 22nd St., N
Arlington, VA 22205

Lynn Connor

STS

3 Metro Center, Suite 610
Bethesda, MD 20814

Vic Miselis

Westinghouse Electric Corporation
P.O. Box 355

Pittsburgh, PA 15230

Gilbert/Commonwealth, Inc.
Library and Information Services
P.O. Box 1498

Reading PA 19603-1498

Ahmed Meligi (24D39)
Sargent & Lundy Engineers
55 E. Monroe Street
Chicago, IL 60603

Hunt Armistead (2 copies)

City of Austin, Electrical Department
721 Barton Springs Road

Austin Texe =, 78704
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