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Dear Mr. Skovholt: T - T
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|
Mr. Donald J. Skovholt

H. B. ROBINSON UNIT NO. 2
LICENSE DPR-23
TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION CHANGE NO. 24

We are in receipt of your letter of October 16, 1973, in which
you forwarded, as an attachment, Change No. 24 to the Technical Specifi-
cations for H. B. Robinson Unit No. 2. During our review of the maferial
contained in the attachment, we noted an inconsistency in the definition
of the R factor on Page 3.10-2 with its use in determining the limiting
values of [Fj(z) S(z)] max.
On Page 3.10-6, in the Basis of Section 3.10, it is stated that
the limiting value of FqN in Regions 2 and 3 is 2.34, which assures that
the linear heat generation rate is limited to 14.2 kw/ft. 1In the application _g.'w
of this 1limit to surveillance of F(z) S(z), as contained in the equations on
Page 3.10-2, Section 3.10.2.1.1, it is stated that allowance has been included

. . . a N . .
in these equations for two uncertainty factors, Fq and Fu > associated with

relation to the linear heat generation rate assumes the removal of the factor

for engineering tolerances FqE (1.03) from the value of the total hot channel

T

|

. . - N s i
| the uncertainty in measurement. In addition, the use of Fq as a limit in
factor, Fq . FqT is directly related to the linear heat generation rate. A

similar argument is applied to Region 4 limits.
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Mr. Donald J. Skovholt -2 - October 19, 1973

In contrast, the definition for R on Page 3.10-2 states that
Fq? includes factors for uncertainty in measurement and engineering
tolerances. Substitution of the relation for R into the above equations
for the limiting values reveals that the limits have again been reduced
by accounting for uncertainty and engineering factors a second time. We
feel that this is unduly restrictive, and that the definition of Fq? is
in error since the applicable factors have already been accounted for‘oncé‘
in the equations. We, therefore, request that definition (b) of Technical
Specification 3.10.2.1.1 be revised to read as follows:

(b) Ej’ for thimble j, is determined for the applicable region

from core power maps i and is by definition:
6 N

R, = 1/6 Fqi
i=1 [Fij(z) S(z)1] max

Fq? includes a factor for spike penalties.

We appreciate your prompt consideration of this matter.

Yours very truly,

734&‘,\

. B. Bessac
Manager
Nuclear Generation

DBW:mvp

cc: Messrs. C. D. Barham
N. B. Bessac
T. E. Bowman
B. J. Furr
D. V. Menscer
D. B. Waters




