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Inconlintenca Between Technical Specifications and Safety Analysis
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On June 11, 1984, PSEAG received notification from Westinghouse

of a potential unreviewed safety question, concerning the consistency
between the safety analysis and Technical Specification 3.4.1.2,

The issue in question concerns the number of operating Reactor
Coolant Pumps when in Mode 3, The Technical Specification requirens
two operable pumps, although only eone is required to be operating.
However, the safety analysis in the FSAR assumes that either two

or all of the pumps are actually operating. This inconsintency

which is generic in nature, apparently originated from Standard
Technical Specification 3,1.1.1 requirements., Westinghouse has
reviewed the applicable accidents under the reduced flow conditions
of one reactor coolant pump. Caleulations reveal that the DNB design
basis for only one accident (bank rod withdrawal from suberitical)
may not be met when only one pump is in operation; although, since |
the acclident analysis includes conservatisms, which when removed
show that the DNBR (s above the limit value, no significant safery
hazard exists., PSEMG has taken procedural and administrative
controls to ensure that while in Mode 3, with the rod ecentrol
fystem energized, there will be at least two Reactor Coolant Pumps
operating. A License Change Request will be submitted to ensure
consistency between the Technical Specification and the PFSAR,

BR800 84231,
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West inghouse -~ Pressurized Water Reactor

Energy Industry ldentification System (EI11S8) codes are identified in
the text as [XX].

Inconsistency Between Technical Specifications and Safety Analysis
Discovery Date: 06/06/84

Report Date: 07/06/84

This report was initiated by Incident Report No. E4-089

Not Applicable

Cn June 11, 1984, Salem Generating Station received notification
from Westinghouse Electric Corporation, Water Reacto. Divisions,
(letter No., PSE~84-73]1, dated June 6, 1984) of a potential
unteviewved safety juuuon concerning the consistency between the
safety analysis and the Technical Specifications. he issue in
question concernt the number of opunn‘ Reactor Coolant Pumps [(AB)
when in Mode 3. Technical Specification 3.4.1.2 states that in Mode
3, there must be two loops operable (which means that the reactor
coolant pump must be operable), but only one loop must be actually
orouunq. However, the satety analysis in the FSAR assumes that
either two or all of the reactor coolant pumps are actually
operating, not just one. In the Final Safety Analysis Report
{ ), analyses purformed at Hoc Zero Power are assumed to bound
Mode ) operation, The accidents which are limiting at Hot Zero
Power arte 1) steamline break, 2) rod ejection and 3) bank rod
withdrawal from subcritical,

The inconsistency between the safety analysis and the Technical
Specification, which is generic in nature, arpannuy originated
from Btandard Technical Specification 3.1.1.1 requirements,
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Westinghouse has reviewed the three accidents «t the reduced
flow conditions of one reactor coolant pump., For the rod
ejection and steamline break events, Westinglouse has determined
that the inconsistency between the safety aniélysis and the
Technical Specification will not impact the conclusions presented
in the FSAR., However, for the bank rod withdrawal from
subcritical accident, Westinghouse has performed calculations
which show that the DNB design basis for this Condition 11 event
may not be met when only one pump is in operation. Thus, the
margin for safety as defined in the basis for t.e Technical
Specifications is reduced and this may be an unitviewed safety
question according to 10CFR 50.59, It should be noted, that on a
best estimate basis, the DNB design basis can be met., The FSAR
licensing basis analysis includes conservatisms (such as high
reactivity insertions rates) which when removed, show that the
DNBR is above the limit value. Thus, no signiticant safety
hazard exists,

Integrated Operating Procedures applicable to Mode 3 operation
are boln? revised to ensure that when the Rod Control System [AA]
is energized, there will be at least two operating Reactor
Coolant Pumps. In addition, an 1ntc:g:ctatton guide for
Technical Fpecification 3.4.1.2 will written and added to
Opetations Directive 12 (Tech Spec Interpretations). A License
Change Request will be submitted to ensure that Technical
Specification 3.4.1.2 is consistent with the FSAR.
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General Marager-
Salem Operations
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U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555

Dear Sir:

SALEM GENERATING STATION
LICENSE NO. DPR-70

DOCKET NO. 50-272

UNIT NO. 1

LICENSEE EVENT REPORT 84-015-00

This Licensee Event Report is being submitted pursuant to
the requirements of 10CFR 50.73(a) (ii) (B). This report
is required within thirty (30) days of discovery.

Sincerely yours,

p

J. M. Zupko, Jr.

General Manager -

Salem Operations
JR:k11

CC: Distribution
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