
_ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

,

,..

,g ...

th.e Entergv r ~ a oe~i- .

J w, a 4 im

Onerations - - - "

r y y,,,,,,

- . _ .. ___.

October 15, 1991 [*,''[ [ """ c ans.
, - ,

1 s

OCAN109105

U. F. Nuclear Regulatory Comminsion
Document. Control Denk
Hnil Statlon Pl-137
WasHngton, DC 20555

Subject: Arknnsos Nucient One - Unit 1 and 2
Docket Non. 50-313 and 36ft
1,1 cense Nos . DPR-51 nnd NPP-6 __

Tecimica 1 Speci flent f onr, Chnnge Request
Pegattfug the Incot poir.t ion of Generic Let t er 90-09l

Gen * lemeti:

At tached for your review and npproval are proposed changes revising ANO
Unit 1 Technicol Specificntion 3.16 and 4.16 and its ilnses and ANO Unit 2
Technical Specifications 3/4.7.8 and its Basem Additlonnity, a change to

the ACTIONS is 1.cin,'ande to reformnt the required nr.tfonn and nilow
continued operntion with nu inopernble snubber, if nn evaluation of the
attached system justifies this niternnt ive. The proposed changen are in
accordance wit h the recommmaded changes in Generic hetter 90-09 ,

"Alterntive kequirements for Snubber InnpetJon latervaln and Correct ive
Attdons" with minor editorial clarifica.lons.

J' accordance with 10CFR50.9)(n)(1). nod using thr crit erin in
INFR50.92(c). Tntergy Operat lonn hns determined that the change involves
no significant hnzards considerat ion. The hnsis fo- this det erminnt ion is
ins.luded in the enclosed nuhmittnl. Althouch t he circumst ances of t his -

proponed amendment is not exigent or emergency, your prompt inview and
approval is re'pien t ed .

he request that the effect!ve date for this cbnnge be 30 days after NRC
issuance of the nmendmt ut to allow foc distribution and procedorni
revisions necessnry for implementatlan. Approval is requested before
December 30, 1991 so that ANO can mnke the procedural revisionc tequired
and apply the revined inspertion cri erin during the upcoming Unit 1
outnge currently scheduled to begiti in ently 1992.

Very truly yours,
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U. S. NRC-
' October 15, 1991 ,

OCAN109105

cc: Mr. Robert Hartin
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Comminnion
Region IV
611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Sutt o 1000
Arlington, TX 76011

NRC Senior Resident inspector
Arkansas Nucient ono - ANO-1 & 2 '

Number 1, Nuclear Plant Road
Russoliville, AR 72801

3Hr. Tom Alexion
NRR Project Manager, Region IV/ANO-1
U. S. Nuclear Regulatary Comminnion

,

.NRR Mail Step 11-D-23
Onn Whito. Flint North

;

11555 Rockville Pike
kockville, Maryland 20852

Hn. Short Pnternon ;

NHR Project Hanager Region IV/ANO-2 '

U. S. Nuc1 car Regulatory Commission
_

NRR Hall Stop 11-D-23
One White Flint North
11555 Rockvillo Pikn
Rockville, Haryland 20852

Hn. Oreta Dieus, Director.
|

-Division of Radiation Control
and Emntgency Management ;

' Arkansas Department of Ilealth
4815 West Harkham Stroot
I.ittic Rock, AR 72201
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STa't, OF ARKANSAS ) f
!

) SS
,

COUNTY 0F LOGAN ) ,

OATil !;;

;
'

I. J. W. Yolverton, bellig duly sworn subscribe to and say that.a
.

I am General _ Manager, Plant Operations ANO for Entergy Operations,

that I have full authority to execute this oaths that 1-have read ,

'the document numbered DCAN109105 and know the contents thereof; and
i

that to tiie best of my knowledge, information atid belief the
,

fstatements in it are true.

0 R) '2/L *
.<

/J. W. Yelverton
-

/ .

;

L

!

.

i
!

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me, a Notary Public in and for j

the County.. and Stato above named, this /NA day of. i

/ Ob 1991.,

;

[
,

' ;/) 1V b/ > JA MAf/4'0WA

Not ry Public -

i

My Commission Expiros

NbM $ $O00'
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ENCI,0SURE

PROPOSED TECIINICAI. SPECIFICATION

AND

RESPECTIVF. St.FETY ANALYSES

IN Tile MATTER OF AMENDING

LICENSE NOS. DPR-51 AND NFP-6

ENTERGY OPERATIONS, INC.

ARKANSAS NUCI. EAR ONE, UNITS 1 AND 2

DOCKET NOS. 50-313 AND 50-368
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PROPOSED CHANGE :

i
!The proposed change to the AND-i Technical Specif 4. cations (TS) revises TS

3.16 and 4.16, Shock Suppressors (Snubbers). Thn proposed change will |
replace the existing visual inspection schedulo in Surveillanen

'

Requirement 4.16.1.b (Visuai inspections) with the snubbor visuel
inspection-achedejo-recommended in NRC Generic Letter 90-09 and will

'reviso Sutvoll'anco Rec,uirement 4.16.1.c'(Visual Inspection Acceptance
Critoria) essentially as r ecommended in NRC Concric Lotter 90-09.

:
1

The proposed changa to thn ANO-2 Technical Specifications (TS) revises 'tS
3/4.7.8, Shock Suppressors (Snubbers). The proposed chango will replace .

'
the existing visaal inspection scheduln in Sutveillanen Requirement
4.7.8.1.b (Visral inspections) with the snubber visual inspection schodule

'

-recommended Jr. NRC Generic Lotter 90-09 and will revise Surynillance

Requirement 4.7.8.1.c (Visual inspection Acceptanco Critoris) est nntially
*an-recommended in NRC Gennric Letter 90 09.

Additionally,'a change to thn ACTIONS is being madn to raio *%. the
required actionstand allow continued operation with an inoperablo anubber, ,

if an ovaluation of the attached component shows this alternat iva is
acceptabin.

~Other Dascu changen as recommended in thn Genoric Letter and minor
editorial changes, including deleting thn word "llYDRAULIC" from the titto
llVDRAUI,10 Sil0CK SUPpRESSORS (SNUBBERS), are included in this request..

BACKGROUNI}
*

The wording of the Technical' Specification sections addronsed above
currently specify a schedule for snubber vir,ual inspections based on tho

.

number of inoperable snubborn found during thu previous visus 1 inspection. !

The schedules for visual inspectiona arsumo ',hnt.-refueling intervals will
not exceed la months. Decause the currant a- icdule for snubber visun!
inspections is based strictly upon the number of inoperable snubbers found
during the previous visun1 inspection, irrespectivo of the size of the

.
:i

snubber. populat ion, licensnes having a large number of snubbers find that- f

the -vianal inspection schedulo . is excnssively rest-rictivo. An'the Staff
stated in the Generic Lotter "Some licensees (wfLL largo snubber _ ,

populations) have spent. a significant amount of resourcos and havo r

subjected plant personnot to unnecessary radiological exposure to comply :
with the-visual in;poction requirements." |

To alleviate this. situation, the NRC Staf f developed. an alt.ctnative
schodulo for visual-Inspections that maintains the same confidence level .

as the existing scheduto and generally allows the Ifcensco to perform -

visual inspections and correctivo actions during plant outages. Thia
_

~Tc'chnical Specification revision.will reduco future occupational radiation.
.

exposure-and is highly cost ef fective. The alternate inspection schedule v

as identified 'in Enclosure B of Generic Lot.ter 90-09 is consistent. with ;

the Commission's Policy Statement on Technical Specification Improvements.
- Revisions-and additions to the wording of Generic Lottor 90-09 proposed1

Technical Specifications worn made to maintain con-istency with tho

|

1
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current AND Technical Specificat ion terminology, definition of snubber
categorization and disposition of visual failures.

plSCUSS10N

All snubbers installeul on safety related systems or on non safety-related
systems whet e failurn of a snubber or the system could nriversely impact a

safety-telated system are to be visually inspected. The inspection
schedule is described in thn following Technical Specification
Surveillanco Requirements.

Unit 1 TS 4.16 and flases
Unit 2 TS 4.7.8 and Itases

The following proposed changes to thd above TS Surveillance Requirements
are the Generic l.nt ter 90-09 " Alterative Requirements for Snubber

-

Inspection intervals and Corrective Act ions" recommended changes with
minor editorial clarifications as described below. The proposed tablo
establishes three limits for determining the next visual inspection
interval corresponding to the population or category of snubber. The next
visual inspection interval may be twico, the same, or reduced by as much
as onn-third of the previous inspection interval. This interval depends
on the number of unacceptable snubbers found in proportion to thn sizn of
the populntion or category of snubbers included in the previous
inspectior. For a population that differs from the representative size
provided in the Unit's TS tabin, the values for the limits may be found by
intnrpolation from the limits provided in the tables for determining the
next inspection interval. Footnotes to the tables provide further
guidanco on interpolation and determining inspection intervals.

The proposed change will replace the existing snubber visual inspection
schedule with the schndule f rom Generic Let t er 9''-09. This chanan will
allow accessible and inaccessible snubbers to be either grouped together

for visual inspections or inrpoeted independently and gennrally increases
the snubber visual inspection intervals such that visual inspections may
be performed during refueling outages. The changes from the recommended
schedule dercript ion in Generic Letter 90-09 and other changes not
explicitly discussed in GL 90-09 are discussed by TS paragraph title as
follows:

m _3]4.7._81P1 ANT _SYSIE#3,.JUnit 2 TS2

Delete the word "IlYDRAULIC" from the title llYDRAULIC Sil0CK SUPPRESSORS
( SNUBilERS) . The TS applies to mechanical snubbers as well as hydraulic
snubbers, therefore the word is deleted to accurately reflect the
components addressed by the Specification.

LI.M 111,N,LCON11Ql ON_ F0ki.0PE R AT_I ON

The following additions and changes are being made t.o the Specification or
ACTION of the appropriate Technical Specifications. The additions are
consistent with Generic Lettnr 90-09. Generic Lotter 90-09 includes
provisione for review and evaluation which may justify continued operation
-with an inoperable snubber. This provision is discussed in Enclosure A

2
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and is included in the Visual inspection Acceptance Critoria section of
_

,

Enclosuto D. Thean additions are to maintain consistency of intent and
wording within the Specification or ACTION, and tho Visual Inspection
Acceptance Criteria scetions of the Technical Specifications. This chango
clarifies thn potential use of a documented analysis to justify continued
plant operation with an inoperablo snubbor as allowed in thn Generic
Letter, arid how the review and evaluation relates to the Specification or
ACTION paragraphs. This chango is also addresmed in the Visual Inspoetion
Acceptance Critoria and Danes sectaons discussions.

AC_T.1ON

' Unit 1. Specification 3.16.1
Unit 2,. ACTION 3.7.8

The proposed change to the ACTION provides the option of continued
operation with an inoperabin snubber, if an evaluation of the attached ;

system shows this altornativo is acceptable. This evaluation is performed j
''to ensure the system design critoria is mot and that safety requirements

are not changed. The evaluation is based on approved analysis methods and
.

;

acceptante criteria. This change was not nddresnod speci'ically in L

Generic better 90-09i however, it was addressed in the visual lunpection ;

acceptance critoria section of Generic Letter 90-09, and is consistent
with the guidanco provided in the Generic Lotter. Incorporation of the
review and evaluation to justify ccntinued operation with an inoperablo ,

snubber into the Visual Acceptance Criteria Section would cause confilet
with the ACTION'an currently written.

<

.The current ACTION statemnnts are:
IUnitf1 "If any applicablo shock suppressor In det ermined to be inoperablo

during power operat.fon, that shock suppressor shall he made operahin or
replaced within-72 hours or thn. reactor shall be placed in cold shutdown
condition within an additionni 36 hours."

Unit 2 "With'one or more applicable snubhors inoperable, within 72 hours i

replace or restnre the inoperable snubber (s)-to OPERABLE status and j

parform an engineering evaluation per Specification 4.7.8.f on the ,

attached. component, or declaro the attached system ir. operable and follow
the appropriate ACTION atatement for that system." >

!

This propw ed change clarifles the main ACTION atatement in the Sil0CK *

SUPPRESSOR Technical Specifications for review and evaluation of snubbers
'

by' allowing for a determination that a system be OPERABLE with a snubber
IN0pERABLE. Continued plant operation with an INOPERABLE -anubber would be -
justitled only if the ovaluation is based on approved analysis methoda and
acceptance criteria with a renuit that safety requirements are not '

-changed.

|
t

j:
.
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En ACTIONS have been revised as follows: l

"With one or more applicable snubbots inoperable, within 72 hours althort |
1

a. Replace or restore the inoperablo snubber (s) to an OPERAh!.t status !
and perform an engineering ovalnation of the attached component por !

Speci ficat ion 4.16.1. f (4. '/.8. f) or , '

b. Perform a review and evaluation which justifies continued operation i

with the inoperable'snubbo*(s? nnd perform au engineering evaluntlon !
of the attached component (s) per Specification 4.16.1.f (4.7.8.f) or, i

i

c. Declare the attached system inoperablo and follow the appropriato t
- ALTION statement for that system." !

!
!

Visual Inspections (
-Unit 1. J S 4.16,1.b f
Unit 2, TS 4.7.8_.b .;

?

Replaco :"aro" with "may ho" in the first sentanco and repinco " type" with !

" category"in the third sentence of the Generic Lottor wording for Visuni
inspections.' These changes are to maintain consistency of intent, and !
wording used within the Generic 1.ottor and terminology used at ANO.

~

Do not jnclude the following portion of the last sentonce of Generic
Lotter 90-09 for Visual Inspect ions'.' . . . .and the first. Inspection interval
determined using this criteria shall be based upon t.he previoun inspection

'interval as -established -by t he requirements in of fect before amendment
(*)."

-AN0's= current surveillance program er.tablishes 18-month plus or minus
25~ percent _ intervals-based on snubber' type groupings. ANO current 1y has
the following iypo groups and interval schedules [

,

Unit 1 Unit 2 i

Typn Group. Accessible inaccessible Accessible inaccessil]o
~

! 1

PSA-1.=3. 10 18 18 12 18
- PSA-35,-- 100 -- 18 18 18 la
AD-40, 70, 150. 500 18 18 18 18 __

!AD-1600, 5500. 12500 N/A 18 18 18
Orinnell-SB llydraulle 18 18 N/A N/A ,

Paul Hunroe SB liydraulic N/A 18 -N/A 18

paal- Hunroo I.B llydraulic - N/A 18 N/A 1? i

'i

i
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The visual inspection schodulo entablished in Generic Letter 90-09 is based
on-a_ grouping of a unita whole anubber population or two category groupings '

consisting of accessiblo.and inaccessible snubbers. Thoroforo, the current
ANO typo groupings will be reestablished into population or category |
groupings in accordance with the proposed TS and Genoric Let ter 90 09. The j

interval scheduto consistent with population or category groupings would bo j

established starting with the first refueling _ outage af ter NRC approval of ;

the proposed changos, for consistency of interpretation and clarity, Noto j
7 has been added to the proposed tables TS 4.16-1 (Unit 1) and TS 4.7.8-1
(Unit ?) defining " interval" as it applies to visual inspection of
snubbers.

,

|

Justi ficajjon

As not'od in tha table above, /NO-2 is in a 12 month plus or minus 25 !

percent. Interval for accessible and inaccessible snubbers based on
- inspections; completed April 12, 1991. This allows for inspection from |
January 12.-1992 to July 12,1992. The current 12 month inspection intoival ,

'!la basod-on 1 snubber failu s in onch of two typo groups, which woro in two
different categories. If ta, proposed visual inspect.Jon interval table
from Generic Letter 90-09 had boon uend during the last inspection to ;

establish =the next interval, both categories wouln have boon able to wait
until the rompoctive refueling outage for thnt unit to perform the next
visue.1 Inspection. Based on this, the proposed implementat ion schedulo
stated'above-in consistent with Generic Lottor 90-09 intent.

1
'

Njsp l_JttupoetforL cceptnLnce Criter_1aA

Unit I CTS 4il6.1.c
Unit 2 TS_4.7.8.c |3

Thron changes to ANO-1 TS 4.16.1.c and ANO-2 TS 4.7.8.c Visual Inspection
- Acceptanco Critoria, are requested based on the recommended changes in

.

Generic Lat tot 90-09, with slight deviations. They are as follows:
,

.

l.- Clarify that snubbers which appear IN0pERABLE as a result of visual |
Inspectiona shall be classified as INOPERABl.E before permitting them -r

to'bo reclassified as_0PERABLE for establishing the next visual
inspect ion interval. L

Tho words ." INOPERABLE and OPERABLE" aro used in place of ;'

" UNACCEPTABLE and ACCEPTABLE" respectively to maintain consistency'ot
~

: terminology within tho ANO TS.

2.- Do not include tbo following statomont ftom Generic Lotter 90-09,
"All snubbers found connected to an inoperable common hydraulic fluid-

rosorvoir shall be counted as unacceptable for datormining the next *

Inspection . interval." AN0's existing TS-requiremont is more
appropriata to AN0's Units-and roads as follows:- "llowever, when the
fluid port of a hydraulic snubber is found to be uncovered, the
snubber shall be determined inoperablo and cannot be dotormined
operabic via functional testing for tbo purposo of establishing the
next visual inspection interval. All snubbers connected to a common
reservoir shall be evaluated for operability J r any snubber connected "

5

o
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to that reservoir is determined to be Inoperabic." ANO-1 will i

implomont the final upgraden.to it's small boro hydraulic anubber ;

population during the next refueling outage, 1R10. The upgradod ;

snubbers have individual reservolta, eliminating any common '

,

toscrvoirs. The large bore hydraulic armbborn installed on ANO-1 ;
'Reactor Coolant pumps (RCP), 6 to+ al (2 por RCP), utilizo common

reservolta. The RCP Snubbers are of an equal area displacament .

design with double ended piston rods, thorofore the reservoir fluids !

are not required to maintain snubber operability when the snubber is
strokod. Individual evaluations of snubber operability would bo ;

performed in the ovent an empty or inoperablo snubber or reservoir
'was found.

Unit 2's small' bore hydraulic anubber population (5) have no common _;
romervoirs.t Thn 8 !argo bore hydraulic anubbers installed on Unit ;

2's RCP's are of the same design as Unit l's RCP anubbers discussed i
,

above. Unit 2 also has 8 total largo bore snubborn installed on the
'

SG's (4 per S0). - These snubbers are a single nxi design and requiro
-makeup _ fluid from the reservoir during plant heatup when all the
- anubbers stroke out- approximately 6''. - A single snubber seal failure ;

T . or a common reservoir failure would not make the remainder of thoso" snubbers inoperablo, and thereforo counting these snubbers as
inoperable as recommnnded in Generic Lottor 90-09 would be overly
penalizing. ;
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Enubbnr Nis,uaj,,lnsnec_t_f on_ Int erval

Unit 1, 1S Tablo 4.16-1
Unit 2., TS Table 4.7.8-1

Tho word INOPERAlthE is $2 sed in place of "UNACCEPTAlthE" throughout tho ;

table (s) to maintain consistency of terminology within the AND Technical ;

Specificetdons.

Note 6 of the table was changed to read "Specified surveillance intervals !
~

i; may be adjusted plus or minus 25 percent to accommodato normal test and
surveillance schedulo intervals up to and including 48 montht., with tha ;

nxception that: inspect.fon of inaccessible snubbers may be dnferred to the i

next-shutdown when plant conditions allow five days for innpnetions. Sen i

Note 7 for definition of interval as applied to snubber visual
inspections." This clarifles the tolcranen requirements for performance ;

of the surveillanen specifically for snubbers. The plus or minus 25 :
percent tolerances -arn addressed in thn current TS inspection schedules
for both units, and the Surveillance Requirements Ilancs for Shock
Suppressors. In addition, the altert.atives-presented in Generic Lotter i
90-09 are intended to generally allow visual inspections and corrective ,

actions to bo performed during. plant refunling outages, therefore the
suggested changes are in keeping with the intent of Genoric Lotter 90-09 }
while reducing occupational exposure and resourco expenditurns. .|>

' Additionally the following sentences arn rnlocated from the existing
Tnchnical Specification 9 to Note 6 for the respectivo Technical
Specifications:

For ANO-1: "The provisions of Specification 4 regarding surveillance
intervals are not applicable."

-For_ANO-2: "The provlsions of Specificat.lon 4.0.2 are not applicable."
.

_,

Add " Note 72--Interval as defined for the shock suppressors (snubbers)
visual . inspection surveillanco requirement is thn_ porlod of timo. starting
when the unit'goes into cold shutdown for refueling, and ending when the
unit goes into cold shutdown for its next schedulod refueling. This ported >

of time is 23cminally considered to be an 18 month period, or a 24 month
period based on thn_ type of fuct being used. Ilowever, the porlod - of t imo
(interval) could be shorter or longer due to plant operating variables -

:such as - fuel life and _ operating performance." An interval is not a f txed
period, but rather a period of timo based on a refueling event._ This-
requirnd some definition in the event there was.a sufficient number of
unacceptable nnubbers that would require use of-the " Reduced Interval"
Column C of the proposed Table. In that event, the nominal values for.the
anticipated operational cycle,-based on the type of fuel in uso, would be
used for determining the-interval duration. As an examplo, a plant
utilizing '18 month fuel with a snubber population of 400, with the number
of unarceptablo snubbers equaling 25, interpolation would be required

#

using a fixed value as the bases for the' interval. duration, in this

example, that would'be 18 months. Generic Letter 90-09 st.atos, '"The
alternative inspection Interval is based on a fuel cycin of up to 24
months and may be as' long a two fuel cycles, or 48 months for plant s with
other funi cycles,- depending on the numbnr of unacceptable snubbers found ,

7
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during the previous visual inspection." The current TS for funct ional |
- tests _is~also tied to refueling outage schedulos, thereforn the addition *

of Noto -7 is only for clarification. and definition of the word "Intntval",
and is consistent with other sections of the Sil0CK SUPPRESSOR TS's and .

- Generic 1.ctter 90-09. ;

Bases Changes q

The proposed chango will reviso Technical Specification 4.16 Sil0CK
. SUPPRESSOR (Snubbers) Bases (Unit 1) and TS 3/4.7.8 Sil0CK SUPPRESSORS

,

i

(Snubbers) Basos (Unit 2) to be consistent with the Tnchnical !

Speciffeation changes.

1. Revise the second sentence in the second paragraph to "...varios ,

based upon thn number of INOPERABI,E snubbers.found during thn
previous innpection in proportion to the afzes of the various snubber ,

populations or categories and the previous inspection interval" as
specified in NRC Genoric Letter 90-09, " Alternative Requirements for t

Snubber Visual Inspection Intervals and Corrective Actions." This ,

change-clariffen tho-intent of this Technical Specification to take f
credit for the size of the population or categories and does not !

significantly reduce thn snubber operability confidence levnls. ,

|

>

- 2. Add the following sentence:

~ "If a review and ovaluation of an INOPERABLE unuhbor is performed and
documented to justify continued operation, and provided that all
design crit eria arn met wit.h the IN0PERAllLE snubber, then the

'

INOPERABLE snubber would not nond to ho restored or replaced.

3. . Dolotn'tho.following sentenen:

"Sinco plant startup should_not commence with. knowingly'dofectivo
safetyrelatedequipment,Sp'ecification3.16.1prohibtsstartupwith'

inoperable shock suppressor . . Thn current provision of ANO Unit 1
Technical Specification 3.0.4 prohibits entry into'an operat.ing ,

'
condition unless the conditions of tho limiting condition for

operation'aro' met without. reliance on provisions contained in the
. ACTION statements, therefore, it is not necessary to placo
restrictions for plant startup in this s pcification.

.

In Generic Letter 90-09 the NRC recommended all the significant changen-
proposed by ANO.-Tho differences or oditUcial changes proposed are for-

,

- clarity to maintain consistency of terminology and- to assure operability '

confidence level for the installed shock suppressors. ;

,

|
,

+
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The proposod TS changot base tbo visual inspection interval on tho anubber i

population, provfous inspect ton results, and the length of the previous
inspection interval. The proposed changes will generally extend tho

- snubber visual inspection intervals no that snubbor visual inspectiou ed
correct ivo actions may 'bo por*'o.a.ed during refunling outngos. Taking
credit for the snubbor-population of each unit, the combinat hn of l

functional testing with visual inspections will continuo to provido a 9S
percent confidence level that 90 porcent to 100 porcent of the 1.nubborn
will oporate within the specified acceptanco limits. This t.onfidence
level (rollability) is equivalent to that provided by the existing tenubber

- inspection and functional testing requirements. There is no chaigo in the
plant equipment. operation, or accident analysis assumptiu m Thesoforo,

there is no negativo safoty impnct from this chango, in addit.f on, tlJa - !
now schedule will reduco future occupational radiation exposure, is highly |

Jcost offcetivo, and allows resources to be better utilized. prom this
istandpoint. f mptomontat ion of this change represents an onhancement to

.

plant operations, |
!

The existing TS's require the visual inspy.tfon schedule for snubborn on
safety related (and associated) systemn to bo based on the number of ;'

- IN0p0RABl.E snubbers found within a type grot'p during the previoun ;

inspection, and the length of the previous inspection interval. 1ho ;

existing snubbor visual inspection schedulo considers only the absolute
number of snuhbor failures within a typo group, and does not consider tho
-size of the snubber. populations. . The proposed snubber visual inspection-
scheduto is based on the number of IN0pERABbH suunbors found during the 1

previous inspect.f on in proportion to thn size of unit populat.fons or
categories.- . i

Based on the existing TS schedules, the maximum visual inspection interval :

betwoon surveillancos is normally 18 months plus or minus 257.. Using tho ;

'- recommended Generic Lotter Tabic, " Snubber Visuni inspection Interval,"
the stiubber visual inspection intervals will gonorally bo increased so
that snubber visual inspections may bs performed during refueling outages.
The proposed visual inspection schedulo speciflos iho number of IN0pERABLE 3

snubbers which may be found during an inspectton interval for various .
!

;

anubber populations to detnrmino the length of the next visual inspection
Anterval. Based on the proposed'achedule, the snubbor population, and tho {

- number of 1N0pERABLE anubbers for the corresponding unit snuohor
population, a visual inspection interval may;be twico remain the same an, '

or bn reduced.to two-thirds the previous 2nspection interval. For'examplo, ;
_

1a previous visual inspection interval of 18 months will remain 18 months
"

ff the snubber population.is 400 and the number of.IN0pEWABbl; anubbers is
greator'than 8 but not greater than 18. The population in the example is
equivalent to' Unit 2's snubber population. 1ho maximum interval will not :

excood two cycles or 48 months for plants sIth 24 month fuel. The
proposed Visual Inspection Interval may bo' adjusted plus or minus 25 *

- porcent to accommodato rnreal test and surveillance schedulo intervals
with tho exception that inspection of inaccessible snubbers may be
deferred to the next shutdown when plant coritttons allow fivo days for
inspection. - This. is 'in keeping with the in' .at of Generic Lotter 90-09 to

: de inspections .of- snubbers during scheduled mt agos,

j

j- 9
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Also., in accordance with Ceneric Letter 90-09, the proposed TS chango i

alloys snubborn to be categorized, based upon their accessibility during. |
powor_ operation, as accessible or inaccesrible. Theso categories may bo |
inspected separately or jointly. ANO will mnko and document the decision ;

to categorizo snubbers ar. necessible or inaccessible before an inspection ;

and shall uso that decision and the results of the visual inspection to |
' determine the next inspection interval. !

r

DOT.RH! NATION OF SIGRPlc N,7 IIAZARDS
!

- An ovaluation of the proposed change has been performed in accordance with j

10CFR50.91(a)(1) regarding no-significant hazards consideration using- the i

standardo in 100FR50.92(c). A discussion of-thono standards an they !

rotate to thin-amendment requent follownt~ |
. .

- i

Criterion 1 - Does Not involvo a Significant-Increaso in the Probability |
- or Consequencen of an Accident. previously Evaluat ed. ;

I

- Snubbers are inntalled to maintain the st ructural integrity of systems and
components which either mitigate the consequencon-of an accident or
failure of which mny initiato a previously analyzed accioent. No physical
change to the facility or its operating paramotors is being mado. The
proposed changes worn developed by the NRC Staff and maintain the same
confidenco level as the nxisting visual anubbor inspection schedule as t

speciffed within tho Generic Lottor 90-09. For those reasons, the j*

responso of the plant to previously evaluated accidents will remain t

unchanged. -Thnreforo.fthis chango doo. not involvo an_increaso in tho ,

probability or consequencon of an accident provfously evaluated.

Critorion '2 - Doan Not Create the possibility of a New or Dif ferent Kind-

of Accident from any Provfously Evaluated.

The proposed Technlent SpectfJcation chango does not change the number,
typo, design, funct fon,. or'servico itfo of snuhborn in either linit 1 or 2.
The proponed chango does not alter the configuration of the faellity,
plant operation, or accident analysis assumptions. . Sinco no change is i
being mado to degrado the design, operation, or maintenance of-the plant, )

a.new-modo of failure is not created. The increano in the length of
- anubber visual inspection Intervals and clarificattorn of existing visual
inspection acceptanco critoria nave'no effect on accidents. Changen to
tho . visual inspection crit.oria which deviato (4cm 01. 89-09 are
clarifications only and do not chango the-intended. moaning of the
critoria. The proposed TS change will-maintain the snubbor opotability |f'

-confidence level within acceptablo limits. . Thorofore, a now or different
. kind of accident will not occur as a result of-those changes. j

.
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C iterion 3 - Does Not involvo a Significant Reduct ion in the Margin of jt_
Safety.

The Surveillance Requirements set forth in Generic 1,etter 90-09 an j
alternato requirements for snubber visus) inspection intervals woro j

devnloped by the NRC Staf f and, en addrenned in Generic Letter 90-09 ;

(including AN0's revisions), maintain the sano confidence level an thn i

present requirements. Therefore, incorporating the suggented Surveillanco [Requirements from Generic Letter 90 09 will not. refuce any margin of ;

safety. i

?
.

CONChUSION:

The Commission han provided guidance in $1 FR 7750 dated March 6.1986
concerning the application of the standardr. for determining whether a
significant.' hazards consideration exista. The proposed amendment mont ;

-clonely matchos examples (vii)-;

: i

"A change to conform a licenne to changes in the regulations, where the
-

'if cnnan change results in very minor 'changon - to facility operat f ons
c1carly in keeping with the regulationn."

Baand on the abe~n ovaluation it in concluded that the proposed Technical
,

Specification change does not conntituto a significant hazards concern.-
,
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