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Pear Mr, Eisenhut:
This correspondence requests a revision to the leak reduction
preogram comnitted to in a letter from S. L. Daltroff,
Philadelphia Electric Company, to H. R. DPenton, MRC, dated

January 2, 1980, The commitment was in response to the Fhort
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ve fluids during a serious transient or accident.

iclear Regulatory Commission on October 22, 1097 jgsuad
Nos, 74 and 7% to Facility Cperating Licenses ‘os. DPR-
R-E5 for the Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station, These
s included a change to the Techniczl Specifications
the leakage reduction program addressed in NURFC NE~”8
.1.6A, Therefore, we propose that the leakage reduction
18 required by the Technical Specifications supersede the

commitment described in the correspondence refesrenced
This would permit adjustments in the program wi
the intent of the leakage control program as s
chnical Specifications, The adjustments =zre
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The leakage reduction program described in the /
correspondence referenced above jidentified two tests /qbc
the Reactor Water Cleanup System (RWCU), The first

involved an ﬂﬂorv:;:nal hydrostatic test duringz esch
refueling outage, at 17000 psig. Additionslly, a second //G
test was proposed a2t 49,1 psig uring the tntegrated
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leak rate test (TLRT) every 2 1/2 years., The
cperaticnal hydrostatic test represents a more stringent
and meaningful test. Therefcre, tc eliminste redundancy
in the testing program, it is prcpcsed that the
requirement t¢ test the RWCU during the TLRT be deleted,

The correspcndence referenced above propesed a leak test
¢f the Standby GCas Treatment System (SBGTS). Further
analysis indicates that a leak test ¢f this system is
inapprcpriate fur the fellewing reascn, In the evant
of a LOCA, the SBOTS starts autcomatically, the reactor
building is isclated, and the SPCTS® autcmatically aligns
to take sucticon ¢n the reacter building., The gases
flewing inside the SBGTS ducts in the reactor building
are the same as exists cutside the ducts (reazecter
building atmcsphere). Release c¢f primary ccntainment
gases to the SBCTE is8 centrolled by a cne inch valve and
must be initiated manually. The venting rate can be
eontreolled to ensure a negative pressure in the SBGTS
ducts., Therefcre, it is proposed that the SBGTS test be
deleted frcem the program.

Should you have any questicns regarding this matter, please
de net hesitate to contact us.,

Very truly yours,




