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1

REASON
FOR IMPROVEMENT

A. ECHIIrCY /,wrm,;we
Sawerionne Tamy

HU Tervye wis

EETI Revrorts
EXcepTiow ReRotts

BRAINSTORMING LIST

F. W. heaters on #3 Unit
Sump Pumps
Soot Blowers
Soot Blower repair area
Root Valve Packing
Trap Header in Hotwell (penetration)
Plant Walkway Between Units
Buildup Condensers (tube sheet)
Better Training on Equipment (new & old)
10. Turbine Lube 0il Cooler Leaks
11. Power Control Valve
12. Drum Gage Glass
13. Insulation (cold weather)
. 14. Debris in Intake

OO~ WN -

Mu tHivoked \ Yo &
for the theme selection

- : ™MQ L X

THEME SELECTION MATRIX

THRMES TNPACT ON CUSTOMERS | NETT FOR IMPROVEWENT | FTS DEPY, ORECTIVE | CAN TEAN INPLEENT

UNITS 4 & 5 TURBNE HKH HIGH HIH HIGh

LUSE D COOLER HEAD *

AR ™

ONT JOFEEDWATDR PR | e e U " DATA GATHERED DID NOT SUFPORT REASON

i FOR IMPROVEMENT. THE TEAM FOUND THAT
- AN IMPROVEMENT MODIFICATION HAD BEEN

%’L%%?%"sﬂ e Dk YD | e MADE ON UNIT 5, (PWO # 5842) ON

‘ 10/5/83. THE SAME MODIFICATION WILL

mmmsox = o woF Tov BE IMPLEMENTED ON UNIT 4.

"K!ES‘DUT BLOWER RZPAIR HIGH WH NEDIVY Low

D)



1 REASON
FOR IMPROVEMENT

WHO ARE THE CUSTOMERS OF FEEDWATER HEATERS 7

Plant operatron
won't have Yo fake

S¥s7em oferafioN
wll have nore

IN avd outr of
Service

Flant magtenance
CaN Wwork on

Plonned Johs
INStead of Jon
hovp\Ng oN

rced oulnge

PONTENTIAL

aenerafioN alag -
lable for l\ess
Cost/ KwH

+o Produce

T——%ﬁxmfcsu?
hom.t—

HOW MANY FEEDWATER HEATER FAILURES

RRTE PAYER
Can SaNe # ON
bills and de\ay

geweration

vl

HAVE THERE BEEN ON UNIT 3 7

PSN 3 F.W. HEATER CAUSED LOAD CURTAILMENTS

# OF OCCURENCES
9

GEMS REPORT 9380—101-011188 1/1/78 THRU 12/31/87

7
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1 REASON

FOR IMPROVEMENT

.. UNIT RELIABILITY RATE PROFILE

PLANT — UNIT: PSN — #3

EQUIVALENT FORCED OUTAGE RATE YEAR: 1988 CAUSE & COUNTERMEASURE IMPACT

TREND LINE & FORECAST ?E CURRENT SITUATION STRATIFICATION
25 + 2.0 9
o Goloo YEAR—-ENDING: —— ACTUAL g O CAUSE/SYMPTOM
2y TARGET ab .5 :: MEER COUNTERMEASURE
= L M K]
5 F 3= K
[l o =% 1.0 D:
w10 = Z o ]
C 6.18 6.43 D
N 18 6 2205 B
- 5.72. ") >‘
F 1.57 »
of L 433 106 106 106 0 K] 4 a B2 Ba U U IR -0
B4 85 86 87 88 89 90 91 92 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011121314 1516 17 18 19 20
YEAR ITEM &
s OUTAGE CAUSE/SYMPTOM/EVENT CATY :EET“‘G COUNTERMEASURE. cu lTAROtTED IMPLEMENTATION YR & ANNUAL IMP.
. DESCRIPTION Trees S| PESCRIFTION TYPE™|a3-87] 1988 1989] 1990] 1991] 1992
1 | EXCITER BRUSH RIGGING GROUND A | 0.89] 3.20[ FYP OVERHAUL, REWIKD ARMATURE, HTR INSTL 2 | —| 3.20
2 | ECONOMIZER OUT TUBE SECTION CRACK B | 0.13) 0.46| FIX ~ QIP TASK TEAM (50%) 2 | ==~|-0.04] ~0.04; 027
3 | BOILER FEED PUMP MECH SEAL LEAKING B | 0.10| 0.34] GEMS CODING ERROR ELIMINATION 2 0.34
4 | MAIN TX GND~"C" PH. CONTACT, BUS TIE BRKR| A | 0.06) 0.23 ——
5 | COND EXPANSION JOINT LEAKING ~ @5 FWH A | 0.06| 0.23| REPL EXPANSION JOINTS ON 5 & 6 FWH 2 | -—| 0.23
6§ | PENDANT OUTLET HEADER CRACK B | 0.06] 0.23| SEC SH OUTLET HEADER UPGRADE 2 | -~ 0.23
7 | CONDENSER CATHODIC PROTECTION REWORK B [ 0.03{ 0.12| GEMS CODING ERROR ELIMINATION 2 | ~—| 012
8 [ COND PIPING CORRODED-WTR BOX PRIMING 1INE B | 0.03| 0.12{ GEMS CODING ERROR ELIMINATION 2 | === 012
9 | CONDENSER TUBES LOSS OF FLOW—HYDROBLAST B | 0.03| 0.12| GEMS CODING ERROR ELIMINATION 2 | =——| 0.12
10 | CONDENSER CATHODIC PROTECTION ANODE FAILR 8 | 0.03| 0.12| GEMS CODING ERROR ELIMINATION 2 | w=mf 0.12
11 | HP FEEDWATER HEATER TUBES LEAKING 8 |0.03] 0.11 -_—
12 | STMTB TRIP—EXH HOQD SPRAY CONT VLY B | 0.03] 0.11 —
13 | HP FEFDWATER HEATER GASKET LEAKING B | 0.03! 0.11] FIX — QIP TASK TEAM (50%) 2 | ~— 0.08
14 | VAR SWITCHGEAR BREAKER TEST FOR TROUBLE | B | 0.03( 0.11 -—
15 | MAX EXCITATION RELAY ABNORMAL OPER B |o0.03( 0.11 —
16 | TURBINE CONTROL OIL SYSTEM B | | =] . ——n|-0.06
17 | OTHER = 1 0.00{ 0.00{ —=— - —] ] ] e ] e
e
. . 1.60] 5.72 TOTAL ANNUALIZED EFORN DECREASE: |-0.25| 4.15 0.24] 0.27] 0.00[ 0.00
 UNPREDICTED FIRST TIME EVENT NET TARGETED ANNUALIZED EFOR%: 6.43] 1.57] 1.33] 1.06( 1.06] 1.06
B  RECURRING EVENT W/NO U IMPLEVENTED | ACTUAL YEAR-ENDING EFORX: 5.72
8 - mﬁlﬁ& ;LQILURE DIFF IN_EFORW ( TARGETED ve ACTUALY: [—0.71
E — FUTURE PREDICTED EVENT #+ COUNTERMEASURE TYPE:
1 — IMMEDIATE REMEDY
APPROVED BY: : 2 — PREVENTION OF RECURRENCE

REVISION DATE: 06/30/88 ' 3 — PREVENTION THRU PREDICTION [

ITEMS # 11 & 13 INDICATE AREAS NEEDING IMPROVEMENT IN FEEDWATER SYSTEM

| R YN
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REASON
FOR IMPROVEMENT

TEAM PROJECT PLANNING WORKSHEET b
Theme L 75 fredwien Henter Fadures
{Probiem Arca) SN '
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No, 1 Date | Time Au.i.\'o. Date [Time [AtL}No. |Date [Time P(L
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CURRENT SITUATION |

PSN 3 FW HEATER CURTAILMENT OCCURENCES
GEMS REPORT 9380-101-011188 E

- 1007
sg4 N = 59 ®100

Data collactad 01/01/78 - 12/31/87
B80%
47.2 ® 80
y . 68% /
) L .
2
x i =
8 2
,O‘ 32.0 v Lc'S
'—5 23.6 L-40 »o
i
n.8 - 20
12.0
8.0 7.0
0 o
DIAPHRAGMS VALVES TUBE LEAKS

_TOTAL DOLLARS SPENT ON FEEDWATERHEATER OCCURANCES YEs, this 15 defrva 7"-'[)’
TOTAL SPENT $80,858 the pl“ab/em we Neec

20000 - _ OEMS COS -
N = 59 gy g So/ve




'CURRENT SITUATION

WHICH HIGH PRESSURE HEATER IS HAVING\
THE MOST DIAPHRAGM FAILURES ?7? :

PSN 3 HIGH PRESSURE F.W. HEATERS
DIAPHRAGM FAILURES IN GEMS 1978 TO 1987

25

=
il

32 #1 HEATER IS HAVING MORE PROBLEMS
WITH DIAPHRAGMS, SO LET'S

INVESTIGATE WHAT IS WRONG WITH IT.
15 -~

10 -

_# OF DIAPHRAGMS FAILED

B HEATER #1 Booy HEATER #2

THE LEAD TEAM WANTED UNIT 3 H.P.F.W. HEATERS TO BE MORE RELIABLE,
AND TO REDUCE OR ELIMINATE LOAD CURTAILMENT FAILURES CAUSED BY
DIAPHRAGMS. THE LEKD TEAM INDICATED THAT AT 50% REDUCTION IN
FORCED OUTAGES DUE TO H.P.F.W. HEATER DIAPHRAGM FAILURES WOULD

ASSIST IN MEETING TARGETED EFOR REQUIREMENTS FOR PSN 3.

Vo

Date _._.




@ CURRENT SITUATION '

PROBLEM STATEMEMT:

IN THE PAST 9 YEARS THERE HAVE BEEN 22

LOAD CURTAILING DIAPHRAGM FAILURES ON HEATER #15

THESE FAILURES SHOULD BE REDUCED TO A POINT

WHERE THEY MEET OUR EFOR TARGET

PSN—3 FORCED OUTAGE HOURS SUMMARY

FEEDWATER HEATER HEAD GASKET

18
17 A
16
15 ~

12
11
10 A

~N @

EFFECTIVE FORCED OUTAGE HOURS
o

~ oo

14

3+ 78
2 ~
1 -4

1 T T

79

76 77 78 79 80 81 82 83

CAN WE MEET THE 50% REDUCTION IN HIGH PRESSURE FEEDWATER HEATER

YEAR

wwww

B84 85 86 a7 88

DIAPHRAGM FAILURES OUR CUSTOMER WANTS ?

22 (#1 FWH) + 32 (#1 & #2 FWH)= 69%
2 90% IMPROVEMENT IN #1 FWH FAILURES
WILL GIVE A 50% REDUCTION IN FWH

DIAPHRAGM FAILURES.

Dato

V.7
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|
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Most Probonle

How Yo \erify

ANALYSIS

Results

b INcorfecy

drophragm
materice )

ChecX With srores o
wsurte comphoance Yo
oWy foctoce s Specs.

Proper ooy owtd +hexyy es
IV SYovesg ’

2. INCorrec+
bo it leNngth

Dissossemble oand
MiC fo0 Specs.

No specs. Bolts when
properiy torqued did vo+ |
bo®tam oot Vouiled d\o\\s\\(ogm'
A vot €ail between dwopncon
Owe fexawing Ting

3, iNC_orrcc)r

InNYerno\ Qeac-
QNCES,

DISSO 9SewBle ouwsd
wie ko Specs

Found fedoinitg ting
Surfoce To be out o€ Spec
But ogqoiw pNo c)\'\QQS\\\‘ym hod
foiled between rwg ond
draahragm

4 Equalizing Dissassemble ond Hole Clear

Mole plugged ‘WS pect A I

5. Qyching T, Y
NN

AT 7H/1S 77/ME THE 7EAMN RLALIZ £D THA7 70

ANS WER SOME oF 7HESE QUESTI0NS WE
TO DISASSEAMBLE AVND IASPECT

NEEDED

APERS

OF #) LW SEATER.

THE TEAY LoufSTED WD WAS GRANTED #

=3 DA)/ CLEARANCE ON THE HEATER.

THE

NEXT PrR4E SHOWS THE DRAWING AvD
ZTEMS COHNECKED.

*

V' /0
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3 ANALYSIS

SEE dETAIL R} -+ see pevas MEASUREMENTS WéEE
FOR. STOP POLT, FOoR POSITION TAKEN /-/5-49 AND
RECOKDED oN PE/NT RY
CAT,

LN
.

THE TEAM DELIDED THAT

HHE Focto wing MERSIKE-
MENTS B & TALew:

L FIATNESS oF /TEM 4

2. KOANDNESS OF ITEM 4

2. 7/7/2&:1/[5: OFE /TEM 4‘
N 4 With deoth Gais,eheci

ivmr outs, /¥ 47" T7E 4
7O 174 3

5 Checw TTEM 3 Sealing
SwuerALE o wTR, FAD y

b Chece Tnksions of Fem S

2 lhick derti of 7TEH S
FROH 4D 0F MTE R0Dy
BEFOLE REMOIVAL
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CUMULATIVE PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE

G] o )

'PSN UNIT 3 NO.1 FWH

DIAPHRAGM FAILURES

. 908

: | )
: WEIBULL DISTRIBUTION
) BETA = 3.084537

: ETA = 60.52627

FAILURES = 16
. SUSPENSIONS = 0
-80o]

-004} /

.04 1 1 10 100 1000

CYCLES TO FAILURE

THIS WEIBULL SHOWS US THAT WITH DATA PROVIDED FROM
1980 TO 1987 THE AVERAGE FAILURE OCCURED AT 60.5
CYCLES. SO WE CAN SAY THAT AT 92 CYCLES WE ARE
95% CONFIDENT THERE WILL BE A FAILURE. ON
08/30/88 WHEN THE UNIT REACHED 59 CYCLES THE
DIAPHRAGM ON #1 HEATER FAILED.

Va4

B

D i e



ANALYSIS .

T4 ycling ts fwe root Cawse awd it has always

failed of the Same rave (oycles [diaph rqgmleak)
is his a design problem?

Called manwufacturers design en gineer
Wheo said’ because tws was S uch o bad desigw

pProvlem PSW-3 Wad twe owly a d\ap\\ragmﬂpe
heaters 1IN Yhe Country.

Tr s ARVE 74’:4#4’ ONES JN THE LoUNTAY , //75)’8(
552:/9455 oF /¥£% AEBE 17T SKOLD BE REAICED.

Lff’é CHECKk 7X& COND/T7o0 oF 7H#/S SELTER

jotﬂ“a/é‘s /sAw NGINESR/NG PERFORMEDL EDD)Y
Lureen Fest ow FWH /) on s/ifar Tie fesr

SMOWED THE TUBES WERE 'V GIOD CONDOIT/ON, AND
UMKLLD NO7™ BDEFFELT OPERRPA7T70N OF 7H/s /rEATER

Y dES\QN, W hat Can we do!
-t

Date




4 COUNTERMEASURES

COUNTERMEASURES
COUNTER PRATICAL EFFECTIVE- X ACTION
MATRIX MEASURES  METHOD NESS FEASIBILILEOVERALL Y/N
REMOVE TARUS I
DIAPHRAM RING
INSTALL | | 5 1 5 N
ROOT CAUSE -
3 4.2 112.61Y
EXTEND # USE 2
—1 CYCLING YCLES TQ DIAPH. |2 13
FAILURE
4.5 2 9 Y
PROBLEM
STATEMENT 4
FEPLACE WETBOL
IN S VA, BEFORE PREDICT .| 3 3.1 3.2 9.9 N
HAD 22 FAILURE 95% CON. L
DIAPH. [T} 5
FAILURES 5 1 5 N
INSTALLM 5
DIAPHRAG .
REDSIGN Sefzcnon | 4 3 3 9 N
1-NONE 2-SOMEWHAT  3-MODERATE  4-VERY 5-EXTREME
DESIGN REPLACE COMMENTS
] TMPROPER REDESIGN HEATER |5 |1 DID NOT SELECT TARUS RING DUE TO PROBLEMS
WITH TUBE LEAKS REPAIRS
4. WILL BE ADDRESSED IN FUTURE PLANS
6. WILL BE ADDRESSED IN FUTURE PLANS
THICKER e .
CMMFWH2 DIAPH. DIAPH.

PROCEDURE WILL BE CHANGED TO INSTALL TWO DIAPHRAGMS 0OF .049

THICKNESS IN BOTH HIGH PRESSURE HEATERS.

BY RUNNING TWO DIAPHRAGMS TO FAILURE A CYCLE TO FAILURE RATE
CAN BE DETERMINED BY USING A NEW WEIBULL ANALYSIS. THEN THE

DIAPHRAGMS CAN BE CHANGED ON A P.M.

Kow cow we po /77 /s

)

Date




COUNTERMEASURES

COST BENEFIT ANALYSIS

H. P. F. W.

HEATER DIAPHRAGMS

REMAIN AS IS COUNTER MEASURES
REPLACE WHEN IMPLEMENTED:
PROJECTED FALLS AT AVG. TWO DIAPH. EVERY

YEAR CYCLES/YEAR 58 CYCLES -7 115 CYCLES YEARLY SAVINGS
1988 79 $ 2543 $ 1967 $ 576
1989 92 2969 2293 676
1990 131 4382 3345 1037
1991 140 5433 3721 1712
1992 221 8661 6293 2368

274 19550 12248 7302

1993

TOTAL § 13671

¥ AVERAGE SAVINGS FOR THE NEXT 6 YEAARS § 2276.50

v'/5

Using GENS [frtoers wiry ACCUMULATED DATA oN
IVSTALLATIoNO F 2 DIAPHRAGMS IT 1S PROTJTECTED THWAT THE
- UIFE WitL BE DOWBLED. ALSO, BY USING A WIEBYLL
AVALYS IS 1T CAN BE PROJECTED 7O CHANGE D/IAPHRAGHS
BEFORE FAILURE, (/N DER CONTROLLED COND/Tr0NS,
EL/IMINATING CURTAILMENT FAIL UPES,

%)

V" /Y

Date




COUNTERMEASURES '

COUNTER MEASURES

IMPLEMENTAION APPROVED BY T.HINES
ACTION PLAN DATE 7/ 5/88
- DATE COMPLT] REMARKS
TASK (WHA
(WHAT) ASSIGNED TO 1 s516nED| HOW TO DO DATE /STATUS
PWO TO OUTAGE FILE | BILL BRENNAN  |6/30/88 | COMPLETE P.W.O. & | 9,/3,88|INSTALLED 2 DIA,
TO INSTALL TWO COPY TO P—2 FOR WHEN SINGLE
0.049" DIAPHRAGMS IN FALL 1988 OUTAGE FAILED
FALL 88 OUTAGE
IMPLEMENT TRACKING | BILL BRENNAN  [AFTER G.AD.S. DATA & UPON  [FIRST SET OF
ON CYCLES TO FAIL— FALL WEIBULL CALC. FROM | FAILURE |DIAPHRAGMS NEED
URE & DETERMINE OUTAGE | TECH. DEPT. TO RUN TO

WHEN TO REPLACE

FAILURE TO GIVE
SUFFICIENT DATA
FOR P.M.

v/

A. # 1 & 2 F.W. HEATER BOTH EXPERIENCED DIAPHRAGM FAILURES
BEFORE THE FALL OUTAGE OF 1988. THE TEAM USED THIS
OPPORTUNITY TO INSTALL TWO DIAPHRAGMS IN BOTH F.W. HEATERS.

B.

INSTALLED.

F.W. HEATERS HAVE NOT FAILED SINCE THE TWO DIAPHRAGMS WERE

BARRIERS AND AIDS TO IMPLEMENT
COUNTERMEASURES

BARRIERS

AIDS

1. NEED OUTAGE TO INSTALL

2. ADDITIONAL MANPOWER
DURING OUTAGE

3. G.E.M.S. NEEDS TO TRACK
CYCLES AFTER OVER—
HAUL

OUTAGE

PROGRAM

1. P—2 PLAN FOR FALL

V17

2. TEAM DEVELP TRACKING

i
|
[
| ;

)

Date




. RESULTS | '

.2l W S ep7E=R PSS EXFEE/ EMED P CHLES
THIS VEAHE, L7 T CVCLES SINEE SASTHLL 7oV
OF R DIAFPHEAGHS. THE HEATER /S TO
BE CYOLED 7O FAILURE, AT 7HA7 T7HE THE 7EAY

ai-u |
Witl DETERAUNE THE NuAIBER OF C)CLES |
WHEN DfRPIeIsnS SHOHLD BE CHANG E
70. oD A FOECED OUTHGE. | | 19

PSN UNIT 3 NO. 1 FEED WATER DIAPHRAGM FAILURES
GEMS DATA 1/1/86 THRU 12/31/88

# OF FAILURES
" CM. IMPLEMENTED 9/88 |

JAN 86 JUL JANB87 JUL JAN 88 JUL JAN 89 JUL
MONTH

)

I_)nte




STANDARDIZATION

THE TZAM ph#s ZTDEN77 1D SOE CHANGES 7BAT
NEED 70 BE MADE 70 THE rTRATENANEE 70—
CEDcreE, 7HE CHAVEES AL vl
L) TRE gssiyesce OF 3 WAWEIGHS JSTRLED
A. ) /1/07“/#6 CONDT708 OF DIR PHEIGCHS ABS Fuwnd
RPAD DO CUrIEXTING e OCo7704 OF FRIULEE,
3) Zosrore 47700 FOOCEDHlE roR NEW STVLE
7aBe 2uss. TH/S il HSES A SWEISGE
A=THod TO sHSril JNSTERD OF WEZ2D /NG,
THESE CHUMSES p Ve Brert/ +AFLENEATED. v AR

EVERY 7B NG L HAS BLEEN FLERLICATED o 2

F W Hearer, Ay grvere 221047704/ FPossiBLE, A3

ISSUED: 12/01/88 J

QUALITY IN DAILY WORK CONTROL SYSTEM s AL o

GG,

PROCESS DESCRIPTION: OBJECTIVE OF PROCESS: QUALITY INDICATOR:
WORK THOSE JOBS WHERE PREDICTIONS TO FALURE | 1% EFOR ATTRIBUTED TO "PREDICTIVE
PSN PREDICTIVE MAINTENANCE HAVE BEEN MADE. WITHIN THE SPECIFIED (FUTURE) MAINTENANCE” FALURES

ECONOMICAL "REPAIR WINDOW"

2. % EMOR ATTRIBUTED TO “PREDICTIVE
MAINTENANCE"

PROCESS FLOW CHART CHECKING T
PR S L OR REMARKS,
RESULTS TECHNICAL ADMINISTRATIVE] MAINTENANCE | INDICATOR R
DEPARTMENT DEPARTMENT DEPARTMENT | DEPARTMENT TARGETS CRITERWA FREQUENCY RESPONS. PROCED.
"PREDICTIVE |

P=1:XR WITHIN MONTHLY TECHNICAL WINTER'S
CONTROL | CONTROL MINUS ANALYST FORECAST
LIMITS

T.D. AND
CURRENT MO .
1192's PRY
CURRENT MO
EEI'S PULLED E#\)‘\#_ATNE REVEW
. UENCY &
IS | e
THRU LAST MO N REFNR‘
ASSIGNED /UNTT] | REPL. INTERV)
CHARTS PROJECTED METHOD
MWH/HOF

. >
’ INDOY
p-1 2 ACTUAL
SERVICE HOUR
MWH & CYCLE g
PROJECTIONS OF
MADE FOR SERV HRS
NEXT {2 MO'S Ve £S
ATTENTION | 1 :
i MADE, READ
Q_WOR
MONTHLY -
PROJECTIONS
MADE FOR
FUTURE FUEL ?
USAGE/UNIT JOB WORKED |} % EFOR | AS PER BATA MAINTENANCH PROFRE
AS PLANNED ECONOMIG UARTERLY|

0-1.2 MINMUM | GEMS/EE! | QUARTERLY | APPROPRIATE] RAMP
% EMOR AREA SUPY.

o

WITHIN RISK UPDATE
DESIGNATED
WiNgOW OR ANALYSIS
GoE FROJEC AT EALURE,
T FUEL Ol UNIT FUEL,

Lt bl

PR FQ. 0" GERTE K /

AVALIBL
ROUTE_COPY
QF COMPL
P.W.0. 10
TECHNI
DEPARTME

~

Date




FUTURE PLANS

THERE PRE N0 TEMAriine 70BLEMS o€ “*/
F W 78 THST THE TEI/M NEEDS 7O WOLK
ON A7 758 7T7ME, ' ‘/077/

THE TN W/iie BVILYZE TWE COUNTERANEASHEES
oA THE COYNTERMNESSUEES YPTR/K.

L) THE usE of A Dipopesenr Bice v FEATE.

2) THE WSE oF onE TH/EER D opnedsh,

JAS7ERD or~ 0SNG TWO

TR3E TEBY wrie PDCA 7o /NS ges FOOBLEAM
/S CorlEcreEd AND FEED WITEAL [F/EATER DRl NG
Byl e e Wil NOT LFFECT LN FEDR L0
SN THE FHTHRE

VA5
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