M NewYork Power
L i

Wiltiam J. Cahill, Jr

thority

November 20, 1996
JPN-96-045

U.S. Nuclear Reguiatory Commission
Attn: Document Control Desk

Mail Station P1-137

Washington, D.C. 20555

SUBJECT: James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant
Docket No. 50-333
Incorrect Attachments Included with Response to Raquest
for Additional Information on Power Uprate

Reference: NYPA letter, W. J. Cahill, Jr. to USNRC dated November 14, 1996
(JPN 96-043) regarding response to request for additional information
regarding power uprate.

Dear Sir:

Due to an administrative error, the wrong attachments were included with the Reference letter.
Attached are the correct Attachments. These supersede and replace ihose attachments
included with the Reference letter.

We regret any inconvenience this error may have caused. If you have any questions, please
contact Ms. C. Faison.

Very truly yours,

William J."Cah.ll, Jr.
Chief Nuclear Zicer

ce. see next page



cc: Regional Administrator

‘U. 5. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

475 Allendale Road

King of Prussia, PA 19406

Office of the Resident Inspector

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

P.O. Box 136

Lycoming, NY 13093

Ms. K. Cotton, Acting Project Manager

Project Directorate |-1

Division of Reactor Projects-I/1|

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Mail Stop 14 B2

Washington, DC 20555

Mr. F. William Valentino, President

New York State Energrl. Research,

and Development Authority

2 Rockefeller Plaza

Albany, NY 12223-1253
Attachments
1. Gttacthment I to JPN-96-043, Request for Additional Information Regarding Power

prate

2. Attachment Il to JPN-96-043, Requested Changes to the Facility Operating License
3 Attachment lil to JPN-96-043, Technical Specification Page 254c¢ Changes
4, Attachment IV to JPN-96-043, Mark-up of Technical Specification Page 254¢
8. Attachment V to JPN-96-043, Summary of Commitments



Attachment | to JPN-96-043

REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

New York Power Authority

JAMES A FITZPATRICK NUCLEAR POWER PLANT
Docket No. 50-333
DPR-59




Attachment | to JPN-96-043
'REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Question 1

Provide evaluation of the effect caused by reactor uprate on erosion/corrosion of
components exposed to single and two phase fluids The proposed increase of
reactor power would caus2 a corresponding increase in the operating temperatures,
pressures, and flows in the BOP systems. These parameters would have a significant
effect on the rates at which the components susceptible to erosion/corrosion are

degraded. In order to ensure safe operation of the plant provide erosion/corrosion
analyses

BResponse to Question 1

The potential affects of increased pressure, temperatures, and flowrates on the Flow
Accelerated Corrosion (FAC) models were reviewed (Reference 1) as part of the power
uprate program. These analyses conclude that, based on the relatively small increase
in these parameters under uprate conditions, there will be a negligible effect on
Erosion/Corrosion (E/C) wear rates. As a result, their relative ranking for inspection
priority is not expected to change.

The negligible increase in E/C rates will not affect any end-of-life predictions for
components previously inspected.

The Authority uses EPRI's CHECMATE/CHECWORKS Flow Accelerated Corrosion (FAC)
model as part of the FAC monitoring program at FitzPatrick. Highly susceptible FAC
points will be inspected based on CHECMATE/CHECWORKS analyses during the current
Refuel 12/Cycle 13 (R12/C13) Refueling Outage (RFO), which started October 26,
1996. These inspection points were selected using the pre-uprate parameters.

Euture Inspections

The FAC models will be updated and computer analyses will be performed to include
the inspection data from R12/C13 and the power uprate heat balance inputs. These
updates are required as part of plant procedures and will be performed prior to the
R13/C14 RFO. Inspection points for the next RFO (i.e , R13/C14, which is currently
scheduled to commence in the Fall 1998) will be based on these new analyses.

Depending on the extraction line selected, extraction steam flow rates will increase by
approximately 1.0% to 12% The overall effect of the increased extraction steam flow

is not expected to alter the E/C rates significantly because increases in velocity, when
adjusted for changes in fluid specific volume, are minimal

The condensate and feedwater system will have uprate flows approximately 5% higher

than the current normal operating conditions. Reference 1 concluded that this will
result in a minor increase in E/C rates
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Question 2

Is there assurance that a similar excessive recirculation pump vibration problem will
not occur at JAFNPP for power uprate conditions that occurred at Susquehanna?

Response to Question 2

Power uprate analyses for FitzPatrick does not require an increase in core flow. The
Authority expects only a slight increase (approximately 2%) in recirculation pump

speed to achieve rated core flow Therefore, a negligible effect on pump vibration is
expected.

FitzPatrick will monitor recirculation pump vibration during startup from the R12/C13
RFO utilizing existing monitoring equipment installed for this purpose.

The Authority does not expect a vibration problem at FitzPatrick similar to that which
occurred at Susquehanna, as described in NRC Information Notice 95-16, "Vibration

Caused by Increased Recirculation Flow in a Boiling Water Reactor," dated March 9,
1995

As requested, a license condition requiring recirculation pump motor vibration
monitoring during initial power ascension to uprated power conditions will be added
to the facility Operating License (OL) as described in Attachment |l
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043
‘REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Question 3

Does the offsite and the onsite power distribution systems/grid stability conform with
GDC17, Appendix A to 10 CFR Part 507

Response to Question 3

The plant electrical systems were evaluated by the Authority to confirm that these
systems will perform their intended functions following power uprate. The results of
this evaluation confirm that uprate can be accommodated. This was described in
NEDC-32016P-1 Section 6.1 and 6.2 (Reference 2).

As part of a power uprate study, which began in 1995, the Authority identified a
potential transient stability issue on the 345 kilovolt system outside of the plant. This
condition existed under the current operating conditions (i.e., pre-power uprate).
Based on this, terminal voltage operating guidelines were put in place to ensure the
stability of the unit. Revised terminal voltage operating guidelines are to be

implemented to reflect the power uprate following approval of the Authority's power
uprate submittal.

Stability simulations were conducted with the FitzPatrick unit loaded to 883 MW gross
electrical output. Stability swing curves (Curves 1A and 1B attached) show well
damped and stable results for a loss of FitzPatrick generation. Stability swing curves
(Curves 2A and 2B attached) show well damped and stable results for the most severe
normal criteria contingency (i.e., stuck R935 breaker at Scriba).

Based on the revised operating guidelines that will be in place, the FitzPatrick unit will
remain stable under power uprate conditions

Updated Final Safety Analysis Report (UFSAR) Section 16.6, titled "Conformance to AEC
Design Criteria”, states the following, in part

"The James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant was evaluated against the USAEC

Design Criteria, 10 CFR 50 Appendix A, General Design Criteria for Nuclear Power
Plants, effective May 21, 1971

The design bases of the James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant were evaluated
against each of the six groups of the criteria. In each group the interpretation of the

intent of the criteria is stated, and the plant design conformance to this interpretation
Is discussed.”
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Response to Question 3 cont'd

"Based on the understanding of the intent of these criteria, it was concluded that the
James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant conformed with the intent of the AEC General
Design Criteria for Nuclear Power Plants to the maximum extent possible consistent
with the state of design and construction at the time of issuance of these criteria."

"16.6.22  Group I Protection by Multiple Fission Product Barriers (Criteria 10-
19)

Interpretation and Conclusion. The criteria in Group Il are intended to assure that
designs have provided the reactor plant with multiple barriers against the release of
fission products to the environs and that these barriers remain intact during normal
operations and all operational transients caused by a single operator error or
equipment malfunction, and that adequate barriers are available for design basis
accidents. In addition, these criteria are intended to identify and define the
instrumentation and control systems, electrical power systems, and control room
requirements necessary to maintain the plant in a safe operational status.

It is cencluded that the design of this plant conforms with the criteria of Group Il
based on the above interpretation of the intent of these criteria."

"The capacity and capability of the onsite and offsite electrical power systems are
adequate to accomplish all required safety functions independently under postulated
design basis accident conditions (Criterion 17)."

Safety Evaluation by the Directorate of Licensing, U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, in
the Matter of Power Authority of the State of New York, James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear

Power Plant Docket No. 50-333, issued November 20, 1972 states the following, in

part, regarding conformance with General Design Criteria:

"Based on our evaluation of the design and design criteria for the James A. FitzPatrick
Nuclear Power Plant, we conclude that there is reasonable assurance that the intent of
the General Design Criteria for Nuclear Power Plants, published in the Federal Register
on May 21, 1971 as Appendix A to 10 CFR 50, will be met."

The Authority has evaluated the effect of the power uprate on the necessary electrical
systems and components. The results of these evaluations show that the safety
functions of the electrical power system will be maintained under power uprate
conditions. Based on this, the Authority concludes that the design of the FitzPatrick
plant meets the intent of Criteria 17 as described in the SAR.
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043

REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Question 4

Define references 6.9(A)4.b.1 and 6.9(A)4 b.2 on page 254c¢ of the Technical
Specifications.

Besponse to Question 4

The revision of NEDE-24011-P which provides the analytical methods supporting the
Reload 12 / Cycle 13 core is "General Electric Standard Application for Reactor Fuel,”
NEDE-24011-P-A-13, August 1996. The revision of NEDC-31317P which supports the
Reload 12 / Cycle 13 core is "James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant SAFER/GESTR-
LOCA Loss of Coolant Accident Analysis," NEDC-31317P, Revision 2, April 1993

Attachment Il provides a revised Technical Specification page 254c which includes the
specific revisions of NEDE-24011-P-A and NEDC-31317P used as a basis for the Reload
12 / Cycle 13 reactor core. item 6 9(A)4 b.3 "Loss-of-Coolant Accident Analysis for
James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant," NEDO-21662-2, July, 1977 including latest
errata and addenda is deleted since it no longer supports the reload core. Items
6.9(A)4.b 4 and 6 9(A)4.b. 5 added in amendment 236 have been renumbered
accordingly. The specified revisions of NEDO-31960-A and NEDO-31960-A,
Supplement 1 are those which support the Reload 12 / Cycle 13 core.
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043
'REQUEST FCR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Question 5

What is the effect of delta P across MOV's?

Response to Question §

The Authority evaluated the effect of power uprate Line Pressures (LPs), Differential
Pressures (DPs), and post-accident maximum ambient temperatures on Motor
Operated Valves (MOVs) within the scope of GL 89-10. As a result of these
evaluations, no MOV modifications or fiela adjustme:.ts (i.e., torque or limit switch
adjustments) will be required to support power uprate.

The FitzPatrick MOV group was provided with power uprate values for the following:

Maximum normal operaiing oressure
Safety Relief Valve (SRV) setpoint
Post-LOCA Maximum drywell pressure
Post-LOCA M7 :imum wetwell pressure

The scope of GL 89-10 MOVs that had design basis DPs and LPs affected by the power
uprate values for the parameters noted above were then determined and new power
uprate, DP, and LP evaluations were performed. Power uprate MOV design calculations
were then performed utilizing the new power uvprate, NP, and LP values that resulted
from the evaluations. As a result of these calculations, the Authority concluded that
no MOV modifications or field adjustments (i.e., torque or iimit switch adjustments)
are required to support power uprate.

in November 1995, Engineering concluded that post-accident maximum ambient
temperatures would not increase by more than 5'F, anywhere in the plant, as a result
of power uprate. Therefore, in the absence of specific values, the FitzPatrick MOV
group conservatively determined the effect of a 10°F increase in post-accident
maximum ambient temperatures on each MOV within the scope of GL 89-10. This
resulted in a torque derate which was then compared to each MOV's minimum
thrust/terque requirements. As a result of this evaluation, the Authority concluded
that no MOV modifications are required to support power uprate.
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043
'REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Question 6

Does power uprate have any effect on equipment qualification of mechanical
equipment and non-metallic components (increased radiation)?

Response to Question 6

The affect of power uprate on environmental qualification has been evaluated. The
changes in operating temperature, pressure, flow, and radiation due to power uprate
will not adversely affect the qualification of mechanical equipment. The Authority
evaluated these parameters and determined that the increases are enveloped by the
original design of the plant equipment

With respect to radiation, General Electric determined that the calculated doses
resulting from power uprate are lower than the calculated doses prior to power uprate
The reason for this is the calculated radiation source terms for uprate, based on newer
computer codes, are actually lower than the original calculated source terms.

The accident radiation doses used at FitzPatrick for environmental qualification prior
to power uprate were calculated by Stone and Webster. The Authority recalculated the
accident radiation doses to reflect power uprate and to reflect changes in airborne
radiation doses. The net result from these two factors was an increased accident dose
in some plant locations and a decreased accident dose in other plant locations.

For mechanical equipment, the materials of concern are typically elastomeric seals,
O-rings, and other non-metallic pressure retaining parts. Testing of elastomers
summarized in EPRI NP-1558 (Reference 3) shows that mild to moderate damage
occurs at doses greater than approximately 5 x 10° rads. None of the revised accident
doses adversely affect these materials.

The largest percentage increases in calculated accident radiation dose are in plant
locations where the original accident radiation dose was less than 10° rads. The
increased accident radiation doses for these plant locations, due to the revised
contribution of airborne radiation, remain below 10° rads. For plant locations where
the original accident radiation dose is greater than 10° rads, the largest percentage
increase in radiation dose was from 2 3 x 10° rads to 3.49 x 10° rads. For plant
locations where the original accident dose was greater than 5.0 X 10° rads, the largest
percentage increase was from 4.5 X 10° rads to 4.8 X 10° rads.

Based on the above, the Authority concludes that the power uprate will not adversely

affect mechanical equipment and, therefore, will not affect the ability of the
mechanical equipment to perform its intended function.
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043
‘HEQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Question 7

Describe the power uprate startup testing program

Response to Question 7

Plant specific safety analysis for FitzPatrick (NEDC-32016P-1, Reference 2) states that a
testing plan will include the testing requirements outlined in Section 5 11 9 and
Appendix L.2 of NEDC-31897P-1 (Reference 4). These are the only sections that
pertain to testing.

The Authority has analyzed the requirements in NEDC-32016P-1 and NEDC-31897P-1
and compared them with original startup testing. As stated in NEDC-31897P-1, the
test plan will include tests for systems or components which have revised performance
requirements.

JAF-RPT-MULTI-02420 (Reference 5) lists which systems and components will need to
be tested based on revised performance requirements, and acceptance criteria from
original startup testing. Reference 5 also lists the conditions and the order for the
tests. The majority of the testing will be done utilizing existing or revised procedures.
New tests have been or are being written for Reactor Core Isolation Cooling (RCIC),
Feedwater, Electro-Hydraulic Control (EHC) and, Steady State Data.

Turbine control valve position as a function of reactor power (i.e., to 100% uprated
power) will be one of the operational checks made of the pressure control system.
Additionally, step changes (i.e., up to 10 psi) will be introduced into the in-service
pressure regulator (both pressure regulators will ke tested) to observe system
response. This test will last be performed at 96% uprated power. The FitzPatrick
initial startup test program included the same test at 96% of initial licensed power.

As requested, a license condition requiring performance of a power uprate startup test

program will be added to the facility Operating License (OL) as described in
Attachment |l
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Question 8

Discuss whether the power uprate will change the type and scope of plant emergency
and abnormal operating procedures. Will the power uprate change the type, scope,

and nature of operator actions needed for accident mitigation and will it require any
new operator actions?

Besponse to Question 8

Power uprate does not change the type or scope of plant emergency and abnormal
operating procedures. Power uprate does not change the type, scope or nature of
operator actions required for accident mitigation and adds no new actions.
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043
| REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Question 9

Provide examples of operaror actions potentially sensitive to power uprate and address
whether the power uprate will have any effect on operator reliability or performance.
Identify operator actions that would necessitate reduced response times associated
with a power uprate. Please specify the expected response times before the power
uprate and the reduced response times What have simulator observations shown
relative to operator response times for operator actions that are potentially sensitive
to power uprate? Please state why reduced operator response times are needed

Please state whether reduced time available to the operator due to the power uprate
will sianificantly affect the operator's ability to complete manual actions in the times
required.

Examples of operator actions potentially sensitive to power uprate are:
initiation of emergency RPV depressurization in response to a loss of high
pressure injection systems and initiation of the Standby Liquid Con*rol system
(SLC) following a high-powered Anticipated Transients Without Scr .. ATWS)

Power uprate affects the time available to the operator to perform a.uons
primarily through the increase in power (reflected in decay heat rate following a
scram and the heat which must be rejected from or accommodated within
containment for ATWS events). As such, the time available to take action is
generally inversely proportional to the power (there are secondary non-linear
affects such as changed thermodynamic properties of water in the RPV, etc.).
No significant effect on the operators' ability to complete actions in response *c,
normal operation, transients or accidents has been observed during simulator
training utilizing simulated power uprate conditions compared to similar
ohservations for the current rated power. The simulated time for RPV wat<,
level to lower from normal operating level to top of active fuel on a los~ of high
pressure injection systems was appruximately 3% shorter ‘or an in.tial power
level of 2536 MW, than for an initial power of 2436 MW, For an ATWS event
with MSIV closure, the simulated time for a torus water temperature increase
from 79°F to 110°F (Boron Injection Initiation Temperature) changed from 101
seconds at an initial pre-transient power level of 2436 MW, to 96 seconds for a
pre-transient power level of 2536 MW,

In general, operator reliability depends upon, among other factors, the time
available for diagnosing and executing a particular action. Power uprate could
decrease the time available for the operator action and therefore impact the
human reliability analysis (HRA) and the probabilistic visk assessment (PRA)
results. However, this is only true for actions which require diagnosis within a
relatively short time frame (i.e., less than 30 minutes). As the time available
increases, the associated diagnosis human error probability (HEP) becomes
smaller and the overall HEP becomes dominated by r .n-time dependent human
errors (i.e., errors of omission and commission). In adw*ion, even in cases
where the human error probability is doubled, the resuiting impact on the total
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043
R .7 "ST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Response to Question 9 cont'd

core damage frequency n-eds to te considered as well. As a rule, the
percentage increase in core 2amage frequency is much smaller than the
percentage increase in any one error probability

The following table provides examples of operator actions that are potentially
sensitive to power uprate and shows 'he impact of power uprate on the
resulting HEPs. It should also be noted that the current mean HEPs correspond
to the updated Individual Plant Exam, »ation (IPE) HRA, and the mean HEP with
the power uprate reflects changes ir. the updated HEPs.
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING FOWER UPRATE

Response to Question 9 cont'd

Operator Action Current Mean HEP  Pe cent e:zultant Percent
Mean w/ Power HEP Point CDF
HEP Upratie Change Estimate Change

(CDF)

Failure to override MSIV 0 .42 0.54 28.6% 1.55E-6 <0.1%

isolation during an ATWS

Failure to initiate SLC 5 0E-3 5 6E-3 12.0% 1.55E-6 <0.1%

during an ATWS w/

MSIVs closed

Failure to maintain level 0.22 0.25 13.6% 1.55E-6 <0.1%

at top of active fuel during
an ATWS w/ MSIVs closed

Failure to defeat HPCI 0.079 0.092 16.5% 1.,5E-6 <0.1%
auto transfer on high torus

level during an ATWS w/

MSIVs closed

Failure to depressurize 9.4E-3 1.0€-2 6.4% 1.55E-6 <0.1%
RPV during an

intermediate LOCA w/ loss

of high pressure injection

Failure to align RHRSW 0.030 0032 6.7% 1.55E-6 <0.1%
for injection during a

small LOCA

Failure to manually open 0.29 0.32 10.3% 1.56E-6 0.65%

LPCl injection valves

Total %CDF Change = <1.0%
In calculating the HEPs associated with power up: ~te, the time available for diagnosis
was conservatively reduced by 5% and a new diagnosis HEP was calculated. The

diagnosis HEP was then added to the post-diagnosis (non-time dependent) HEP to
derive a value of the overall mean HEP for a particular action.
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Response to Question 9 cont'd

All of the above changes in estimated HEPs are within the range of uncertainty
for those probabilities. Furthermore, the four operator actions associated with
ATWS events which result in the highest increase in human error probability
have low risk significance in terms of their impact on the total core damage
frequency. Therefore, the increase in the overall core damage frequency
attributed to power uprate related increases in human error probabilities are

within the range of uncertainty of the overall core damage frequency and are
probabilistically insignificant.

Simulator training scenarios which incorporated these expected responses were
included in approximately 10 hours of simulator training during cycle 96-6,
which used a simulator model based on power uprate system parameters.
Review of the crew self-assessments, (there are 6 operating crews and 4 staff
crews), revealed there were no operational or simulator problems identified.
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Question 10

What are the changes, based on power uprate, to control room instruments, alarms,
and displays? Are zone markings on meters changed (e g., normal range, marginal
range, and out-of-tolarance range)?

Response to Quesiion 10

There are seven new meters on the control room 09-5 panel which are used fo:
turbine control. These replacement meters are very similar to the old meters, but have
higher upper limits. These new meters are needed since the new operating points are
beyond the upper limit of the existing meter scales

There is a recorder for main steam flow that requires a new scale. This is required
since the upper limit for this recorder would not accommodate the new steam flow
under power uprate conditions.

There are several scales in the control room that have normal operating bands or trip

setpoint indications which have been adjusted for the new normal RPV pressure and
high RPV pressure trip setpoints

All instrumentation changes have been prepared in accordance with the plant
modification process, which incorporates Detailed Control Rocm Design Review
concepts
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Question 11

What are the changes that power uprate will have on the Safety Parameter Display
System (SPDS).

Besponse to Question 11

The only changes to SPDS as a result of power uprate are those which result from
setpoint changes. These are reflected in values at which system status flags and
parameter values change color. The information presented on the SPDS uisplay (top
level display) and the method of presentation remain the same as befoie uprate

There are minor changes to lower level displays which support SPDS. E: amples of
these are the flags for SRV lift pressure change from 1110 psig to 1145 psig. and the
flag for high RPV pressure scram changes from 1045 psig to 1080 psig. Limit displays
for Boron Injection Initiation Temperature, Heat Capacity Temperature Limit, Pressure
Suppression Pressure and SRV Tail Pipe Level Limit also have minor changes due to use
of Reload 12/Cycle 13 parameters in the supporting calculation.
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043
' REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Question 12

Describe any changes the power uprate will hare on the operater training program and
the plant simulator

Hesponse to Question 12

Training content has ueen revised to include the power uprate. Fitz7atrick
operator training is performed in accordance with NRC requlatory requirements,
INPO and applicable industry guidance. Simulator training on the power uprate
has been conducted, as identified in Question 9, and any subsequent issues
idger tified as a result of the startup testing program will be incorporated in
Licensed Operator training during 1997

Additionally, classroom training was conducted in 2 to 2 1/2 hour sessions, in
an interactive mode, over a six week period during cycle 96-6. The training
in. «ved an overview of various aspects of the power uprate (e .g., parameter
values changes, setpoint changes, startup test plan, etc.).

The plant sitoulator is affected by changes in plant system parameters to reflect
the uprate pos ‘el oparating condition, including changes made to control room
instrumentation ar 4 the plant EPIC system (process computer system). These
changes have been implemented on the Simulator and any discrepancies
identified as a resul of the startup testing program will be incorporated in
accordance with simulator Configuration Management procedural requirements.

As requested, a license condition which requires a review of the results of the startup

test program, to determine any potential effects on operator training, will be added to
the facility Operating License (OL) as described in Attachment I|.
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Attachment | to JPN-96-043
| REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING POWER UPRATE

Question 13

As indicated in GE report NEDC-32016P-1, the power uprate will cause a higher
average neutron flux, which may increase the integrated fluence over the period of the

plant life. As aresult of the increase in the integrated fluence, the licensee must
address the following issues:

1) Section 3 3.1 of the report indicates that the upper s