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he Honorable Edward J. Markey, Chairman
Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs
nited States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515
Dear Mr. Chairman:
The enclosed information supplements three responses contained in my June 4,
1984 letter in which NRC staff provided draft responses to the gquestions in
your March 13, 1984 letter to Chairman Palladino. The enclosed supplemental
information was prepared by the NRC staff in response to Mr. Udell's
memorandum to Mr. Rehm of June 6, 1984,
Sincerely,
(Signed) Jack W. Roe
~/ William J. Dircks
Executive Director
for Operations
Enclosures:
Supplemental Information for
Response to Questions 1(e),
_3(a &b) and 9 \ s
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Mr. Richard Udell :
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs
United States House of Representatives //////

Washington, D. C. 20515
Dear Mr, Udell:

The enclosed information supplements three responses contaipéd in my June 4,
1984 letter to Congressman Markey in which NRC staff provjded draft responses
to the questions in his March 13, 1984 Tetter to Chairmay Palladino. The
enclosed supplemental information was prepared by the HRC staff in response
to your memorandum to Mr. Rehm of June 6, 1984,

Sincerely,

William Dircks
Executiye Director for Operations

Enclosures:
Supplemental Information for
Response to Questions 1(e),
3(a & b) and 9 7
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Supplemental Information for Response to Question 9

The licensee has identified various inconsistencies between the FSAR and the
technical specifications in submittals of problem sheets recei éd since early
March 1984, These probiem sheets are attached. None of t@,éétinConsistencies
have called into question the validity of the safety analysis of the plant,

as recorded in either the FSAR or the NRC's safety evaldation (SER). For

this reason, there is no basis to require an extensiye re-review of thece
documents at this time. NRC regulations require g ch licensee to periodically
update the FSAR to assure that the information gontained therein contains the

latest material developed. In the case of Grand Gulf, we anticipate the
Ticensee will conduct a thorough review of/the FSAR, as part of its required
update, to insure that it accurately reflects the as-built plant.




Supplemental Information for Response to Question 1(e)

Technical specifications for nuclear power plants include items in the fol-
lowing categories: safety limits, limiting safety system settings, limiting
conditions for operation, surveillance reaquirements, design features, and
administrative controls, Of these categories, tne first two have the most
immediate safety significance since a violation of (or error in) these could
represent unsafe operation. None of the Grand Gulf Technical Specification
deficiencies involved errors in these two categories that would have caused
unsafe operation. The third category, 1imiting conditions for operation, are
the Towest functional capability or performance levels of equipment required
for safe operation. The technical specifications in this category identify,
among other things, the minimum set of equipment that must be operable in order
to safely operate the plant at various power levels, and the actions to be taken
in the event such equipment is not operable. For Grand Gulf, there were
numerous errors in this section of the Technical Specifications. Most of the
errors were nonsubstantive and would nct likely have caused an unsafe condition
to exist during plant operation. However, in some cases the errors could have
resulted in operation without assurance that equipment important to safety

was, in fact, operational. An example is the error wherein only seven
Automatic Depressurization System valves were identified in the technical
specifications while eight such valves existed and credit for all valves
operating was assumed in the accident analysis. Had this error not been
identified, and if the unidentified valve was not operable, the reactor's
response to an accident may not have provided the safety margins required by
the NRC.

Deficiencies that existed in the remaining sections of the Grand Gulf
Technical Specifications were of Tesser immediate safety significance in
terms of risk to public health and safety for operation of the reactor at
full power. However, the cumulative effect of the numerous inconsistencies,
inaccuracies, and lack of clarity represented the potential for operator
errors or confusion detrimental to safe operatign.

The surveillance procedures were deficient in that they did not provide for
adequate demonstration of equipmert operabi'ity. Had these deficiencies not
been corrected, the plant would have been ope-ated without the high degree of
assurance necessary that important safety equipment was operable.
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he Honorable Edward J. Markey, Chairman
Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs
nited States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

The enclosed information supplements three responses contained in my June 4,
1984 letter in which NRC staff provided draft responses to the questions in
your March 13, 1984 letter to Chairman Palladino. The enclosed supplemental

information was prepared by the NRC staff in response to Mr. Udell's
memorandum to Mr. Rehm of June 6, 19864,

Sincerely,

(Signed) Jack W. Roe
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Mr. Richard Udell i
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Mr. Udeli:

The enclosed information supplements three responses contaiged in my June 4,
1984 letter to Congressman Markey in which NRC staff provjded draft responses
to the questions in his March 13, 1984 letter to Chai Palladino. The
enclosed supplemental information was prepared by the BRC staff in response
to your memorandum to Mr. Rehm of June 6, 1984,

Sincerely,

William J. Dircks
Executiye Director for Operations
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DISTRIBUTION:
Docket Fite

M. Bridgers

H. Denton/E. Case

D. Eisenhut/R. Purple
F. Miraglia /
C. Thomas 7 4

D. Brinkman F

£. Adensam i

D0 R/F

0CA

SSPB Readi

*See Previous Concurrence

*DL : SSPB *DL:SSPB  *LB#4 *DL:AD/SA  *DL:DIR *NRR: DD
DBrinkman:cc CThomas EAdencam FMiraglia DEisenhut ECase
612 /84 612 /84 612 /84 612 /84 6/12/84 642 /84
NRR 1D EDO 0CA
HDRMton WDircks

6/\)/8 6/ /84



Supplemental Information for Response to Question 9

The licensee has identified various inconsistencies between the FSAR and the
technical specifications in submittals of problem sheets received since early
March 1984, These problem sheets are attached. None of thefe inconsistencies
have called into question the validity of the safety analysis of the plant,

as recorded in either the FSAR or the NRC's safety evaldation (SER). For

this reason, there is no basis to require an extensiyeé re-review of these
documents at this time. NRC regulations require edch licensee to periodically
update the FSAR to assure that the information ¢gOntained therein contains the
latest material developed. In the case of Grahd Gulf, we anticipate the
Ticensee will conduct a thorough review of e FSAR, as part of its required
update, to insure that it accurately ref}éé:: the as-built plant.




Supplemental Information for Response to Question 1(e)

Technical specifications for nuclear power plants include items in the fol-
Towing categories: safety limits, 1imiting safety system settings, limiting
conditions for operation, surveillance requirements, design features, and
administrative controls. Of these categories, the first two have the most
immediate safety significance since a violation of (or error in) these could
represent unsafe operation. None of the Grand Gulf Technical Specification
deficiencies involved errors in these two categories that would have caused
unsafe operation. The third category, 1imiting conditions for operation, are
the lowest functional capability or performance levels of equipment required
for safe operation. The technical specifications in this category identify,
among other things, the minimum set of equipment that must be operable in order
to safely operate the plant at various power levels, and the actions to be taken
in the event such equipment is not operable. For Grand Gulf, there were
numerous errors in this section of the Technical Specifications. Most of the
errors were nonsubstantive and would not likely have caused an unsafe condition
to exist during plant operation. However, in some cases the errors could have
resulted in operation without assurance that equipment important to safety

was, in fact, operational. An example is the error wherein only seven
Automatic Depressurization System valves were identified in the technical
specifications while eight such valves existed and credit for all valves
operating was assumed in the accident analysis. Had this error not been
identified, and if the unidentified valve was not operable, the reactor's
response to an accident may not have provided the safety margins required by
chie: NRC,

Deviciencies that existed in the remaining sections of the Grand Gulf
Technical Specifications were of lesser immediate safety significance in
terms of risk to public health and safety for operation of the reactor at
full power. However, the cumulative effect of the numerous inconsistencies,
inaccuracies, and lack of clarity represented the potential for operator
errors or confusion de ‘imental to safe operation.

The surveillance procedures were deficient in that they did not provide for
adequate demonstration of equipment operability. Had these deficiencies not
been corrected, the plant would have teen operated without the high degree of
assurance necessary that important safety equipment was operable.




Supplemental Information for Response to Question 3(a & b)

It is doubtful that performance of these deferred tests would have revealed
technical specification or surveillance procedure errors due to the type of
systems involved and the fact that the preoperational and acceptance tests are
performed as a series of tests independent of the routine surveillance tests.

The deferral of these tests was requested by the licensee in their February 12,
1982 two-phased start-up program. The NRC staff performed a technical review/
evaluation of this program and determined that satisfactory completion of all
tests prior to the facility exceeding five percent power would, for the system
being tested, cdemonstrate satisfactory performance and would not impact the
health and safety of the public or result in any environmental impacts other
than those evaluated in the Final Environmental Statement,

The technical basis for the deferrals was that none of the plant systems for
which tests were deferred are required to support or are needed for any event
during low power operatior. As expected, many of these systems (i.e., certain
turbine generator, feedwater control and steam systems) are not placed into

operation until after the facility has achieved at least a five percent power
Tevel,

To ensure that the deferred tests were performed prior to exceeding a power
level of five percent, the completion and evaluation of these tests were

included as a license condition.



Supplemental Information for Response to Question 9

The licensee has identified various inconsistencies between the FSAR and the
technical specifications in submittals of problem sheets received since early
March 1984, These problem sheets are attached. None of these inconsistencies
have called into question the validity of the safety analysis of the plant,

as recorded in either the FSAR or the NRC's safety evaluation (SER). For

this reason, there is no basis to require an extensive re-review of these
documents at this time. NRC regulations require each licensee to periodically
update the FSAR to assure that the information contained therein contains the
latest material developed. In the case of Grand Gulf, we anticipate the
Ticensee will conduct a thorough review of the FSAR, as part of its required
update, to insure that it accurately reflects the as-built plant.

On June 1, the licensee determined that the plant, as currently designed and
constructed and without operable Unit 2 pumps, was unable to provide a

30 day water supply for the ultimate heat sink, as specified in the FSAR.

The Company shut the plant down at that time. In recognition of the fact
that this represented a different type of occurrence in which the plant did
not conform to the application, the licensee directed its contractors, General
Electric and Bechtel, to review all other shared or common features of

Units 1 and 2 and to certify whether there were any other similar problems.
Region II will audit these reviews.



TECENICAL SPECIPICATION PROSLEM SEEET

Itex Number: 800 Prioricy: 3B
GE FPSAR/SER Review / 3/19/84
Identified By Date Responsible Supervisor

Tech Spec Reference: 3.2.2, FSAR Reference 7-6
Tech Spec Page: 3/4 2-5, FSAR Table 7.6-6
Problem Title: APRM Flow Biased Scraz Setpoint

1. Problez Descriptios (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):
FSAR Table 7.6-6 conflicts with Technical Specification 3.2.2 on the settings
for the APRM flow-biased control rod block and scraz functicms. The FPSAR
should be revised to be consistent with the Techrical Specificaticns and plant

design.

2. Safety Sigrnificance:

Net applicable.

3. Anticipated Res2lutiorn.
hevise the AFRY flow-biasec retpoints it FSAR Tadle 7.6-6 to reflect plant
design azd include iz the uext annual FSAR update per 10 CFR 50.71 (e)(4).

4. XRC Response to Item (NRR/IE):
NRC Notified: /
Individual Notified Date Time

5. Disposition:

Items Closed: (How)

Date + Time

ee: J. E. Cross
R. 7. Rogers

Rev. 18, 4/2/84

Plsd243.3



TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SETET

Itez Fupber: 801 Prioricy: 3

CE Review / __3/30/84

Identified By Date Responsible Supervisor
Tech Spec Reference: 3.6.1.7, PSAR Table 3.11-]
Zech Spec Page: 3/4 6-10
Problez Title: Technical Specification/FSAR Inconsistency
1. Problem Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):
The TSAR (Table 3.11-l) and the response to NUREG~0S588 (Table B-2) do not
reflect the current Technical Specification (3.6.1.7) limits on containment to

auxiliary building differential pressure.

2. Safety Significance:
Kot applicable.
3. Asticipated Resclutio:z:
Revise the TSAR and the respense to NTREG=CSBE 42 vequired 12 the next sc=ual

—— e wm
2

. dew aaw = r 4 . F 7
-;-‘.. FeES v Wil S a\B)(6,,

4. NRC Respomse to Izez (NRR/IE):

NRC Notified: /

Individual Notified Date Time
5. Disposition:

Itens Closed: (Bow)

Date Time

ee: J. E. Cross
R. F. Rogers

Rev. 18, 4/2/84

Plsd24d




TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SHEET

Itez Fumber: 802 Prioricy: 33
GE Review / 3/30/84

- Identified By Date Responsible Supervisor
Tech Spec Reference: 3.3.4.2, PSAR Section 7.6.1.8.1
Tezh Spec Page: 3/¢ 3-38
Problex Title: Technical Specification/PSAR Inconsistancy

1. Problez Descripticn (Teck Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):

Technical Specificatior 3.3.4.2 states that the end-of-cycle recirculation
puzmp trip (EOC-RPT) systez instrumentatioz shall be OPERABLE in Operatiomal
Cozdition 1, vhen thermal power is greater thas or equal to 40 percent of

rated thewzal power. Eowever, the discussion 4z FSAR Section 7.6.1.8.1
implies that the systez is required wvhen thermal pover is greater than 30
percent of rated thermal pover. The correct value is the 40 percent specified
‘n the Technical Specification.

. Safesy Sigeificance:

Ya
e

8pp.icabie.

LAl

3. Asticipated Resolution:
Submit the necessary changes to the PSAR Section 7.6.1.8.1 iz the next amoual
PSAR update per 10 CFR 50.71 (e)(4).

4. NRC Response to Itez (NRR/IE):
NRC Notified: /
Individual Notified Date Time

5. Disposition:

Items Closed: (Bow)

Date Time

ee: J. E. Crons
R. F. Rogers

Pled245




TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SHEET

Itez Number: 803 Priority: 3B
CE Review /3/30/84
" ldentified By Date Responsible Supervisor

Tech Spec Referenmce: 3.3.7.1, FSAR Table 11.5-1
Tech Spez Page: 3/4 3-56 ané 3/4 387
Problez Title: Technical Specification/FSAR Inconsistency

1. Problez Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):
Technical Specification Table 3.3.7.1-] Radiation Monitering Imstrumentatio:s
and PSAR Table 11.5-] are oot i{deptical. A reviev of these two tables

idectified the following differences:

a. FSAE Table 11.5-] contains the folloving informatior that is not
addressed in the Technical Specification: (a) detector type; (b) sazple
line cr detector locatien; (c) scale; (d) purpose of measurement; acd (e)
princ:p;i radionuclides detected. This information is mot required to be
in the Techrical Specificatiens. :

k. The Techrnical Specificatics makes reference to the minizuz channels
CFZIRAZLI and the FSAR sdcresses the suzber of channels. Therefore, the
puzber ©f chaznels given in the FSAR and the number of minimum channels
OPERAZLE give: in the Techzical Specificatior may not be identical.

¢. FSAR Table 11.5-] addresses monitoring processes for the maic steaz line
and liquid radvaste effluent. Techuical Specificatios Table 3.3.7.1-]
does nct address these items, but they are addressed by Techrnical
Specifications 3/4.3.2 and 3/4.3.7.11, respectively.

d. FSAR Table 11.5-] references several CE systems and microprocessor
systezs used for monitoring contaimment vent, offgas and radvaste
building vent, fuel handling ares vent, and turbine building vent.
Technical Specification Tadle 3.3.7.1-]1 does not specifically identify
the different types of monitoring systems used at Grand Gulf. The FSAR
table references the Technical Specificatiot for the alarm/trip setpoint
values for these types of systems.

Rev. 18, 4/2/84

Fled246




TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SHEET (CONT'D)

Item Number: 803

e, ine suzder 10 of Technical Specificatior Table 3.3.7.l1-] adéresses area

Priority:

33

mozitors for the fuel bandling area and the comtrel room.

FSAR Table

11.5<] does not address area monitors, but they are covered by Table
12.3=3 of the FSARE. Table 12.3-3 gives a description of all the area

radiatic: moniters used throughout the plasnt.

and the comtrel room.

2. Safety Significance:
Not spplicable.

3. Anticipateé Resolution:

Technical Specification
Table 3.3.7.1-1 only addresses area monitors for the fuel handling area

Eva.uate the need to make the FSAR and Techzical Specificatior identical.

Provide appropriate FSAR chauges, if required, in the next acsual update per

10 CTR 50.71(e) (4).

4. NRC Response tc Item (NRR/IE):

NRC Notified: /
Individual Notified Date Time
S. Dispositiocs:
Itezs Closed: (Bow)
Date Time
ee: J. E. Czons
R. 7. Rogers
L
Rev. 18, 4/2/84
L
Pled24?




TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SHEFT

Iten Number: 804 Prioricy: 3B
GE Review /3-30-84

Identified By Date Responsible Superviser
Tech Spec Reference: 3.8.1.1

Tech Spec Page: Noze
Problem Title: Technical Specification/PSAR Inconsistency

l. Problem Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):
It bas beez identified that FSAR Section 9.5.4.2 states that the EPCS diesel
generator cay tank has a capability equivalent to approximately 2 hours of
engine operation vhile supplying post-LOCA maximus loads. FSAR Section
9.5.4.3 states the day tank lov level amsunciates when approximately 30
cinutes of fuel remains.

2. Slf;ty Sigrificance:
Not applicadle.
3. Anticipated Resolution:
No action is required since the lov level alarm is not associated with the day
task 2 bour capacity. The statements iz both Sectiom 9.5.4.2 and 9.5.4.3 are
correct as vrittes.

4. NRC Response to Item (NRR/IE):
NRZ Notified: /
Individual Notified Date Time

5. Disposition:

Items Closed: (Bow)

Date Time

ee: J. B. Crooe

R. F. Rogers
Rev. 18, 4/2/84

Pled248




TECENICAL SPRCIFICATION PROBLEM SHEET

Itez Fumber: 805 Prioricy: 3B
CE PSAR/SER Review / 3-19-84
Tdentified By Date Responsible Supervisor

Tech Spec Referenmce: 3.1.5, PSAR Figure 9.3-26, 9.3.5.3

Tech Spec Page: 3/4 1-18

Problem Title: Sodiuzm Pentaborate Volume
1. Problem Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Designm, Other):

a. TFSAR Figure 9.3-26 specifies that the SLC shall be able to deliver 4,170
gallons of sodium peatabeorate sclution or the equivalent into the
reactor. Technical Specification 4.1.5.a.2 Tequires verification that
the available volume of sodium pentatorate solution is greater thas or
equal to 4,587 gallons. Techaical Specification Tequirements aTe moTe
restrictive than that required by FSAR Figure 9.3-26,

b. FSAR Secticn 9.3.5.3 implies that cperatict of the redundant SLC pump
vill be desonscrated vhez as SLC pump is out for maintenance. There is
po Techzical Specification requiresent 0 perforz this type of

surveillance.

2. Safery Significance:
.. K.ne. Technical Specifications are comservative, relative tc the PSAR,

b. Nome. Pump operability is verified by pormal Surveillasce every 31 davs.

inze the loops are redundant, there is ne need to increase Surveillance
ot the cperable locp vhere a redundant component of one loop is out for

maintenance.

3. Asticipated Resclutiom:
a. Confirm that changes to PSAR Figure 9.3-26 are not required.

5. Revise the FSAR to reflect the testing required by Technical

Specifications.

Rev, 24, 4/13/84

Plsd289




Page 2

TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEET (CONT'D)

Itez Number: 805 Prioricy: 33

4. KNRC Response to Itex (FRR/IE):

FRC Netified: /

Incdividual Notified Date Time
$. Disposition:

Items Closed: (Eow)

Date Time

ee: J. B, Cross

E. F. Rogers

Rev, 24, 4/13/84

Plec289.1



TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEET

Itez Number: 806 Prioricy: 3B
GE PSAR/SER Review / 3-19-84
Identified By Date Responsible Superviser

Tech Spec Reference: 3.2.3, FSAR Table 15.4-8
Tech Spec Page: 3/4 2-%
Problez Title: MCPR

1. Problem Description (Tech Spec, PSAR, SER, GE Desigm, Other):
SER 15.4.3 indicates a delta MCPR of 0.13 for the fuel load error analysis.
Added to the MCFR safety limit of 1.06, this would give az operating limit of
1.19. This is 12 conflict with the MCPR limit of 1.18 specified by Technical
Specification 3.2.3. The FSAR Table 15.4-8 states a delta MCPR of 0.13 for
the fuel load error and ac operatinsg limit of 1.23. The specific Grand Gulf

analysis for the fuel load error gives a delta MCPR of 0.1. Thus the
operating lizdr of 1.18 is adequacre.

3+ Safety Bignificarce:

“S2 BPPaiiahat.

2. Acticipated Resclusios:
Change the PSAR to reflect the Technical Specification operating limic and
the plant specific fuel lcad error analysis iz the pext amsual FSAR update per
10 CFE 50.71(e) (4).

é. NRC Response o Itez (FRR/IE):
NRC Notified: /
Individual Notified Date Tize

Rev. 18, &4/2/84

Plsd250
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Page 2

TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLDM SEEET (CONT'D)

Itex Bumber: 806 Prioricy: 33

S. Dispesitien:

Itexs Closed: (How)

Date Time

es: J. % Cross
R. 7. Rogers

Rev, 1B, 4/2/84

P1sd250.1



TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEFT

Itex Number: 807 Prioricy: 3B

Identified By Dace Responsitle Supervisor
Tech Spec Reference: FSAR Sectiom 11.5.2.3.1, 11.5.2.3.2, 12.3.4.2.7
Tech Spec Page: FSAR Page 11.5-14, 12.3-34
Problex Title: FSAR Revision to Upcdate Surveillance Reguirements
1. Problem Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, CE Design, Other):
Surveillance Requirements in FSAR pages 11.5-14 and 12.3-34 are pot consistect

wvith Techzical Specifications. The calidration frequency requirement for each
continuous racdiation monitor is worded differently in various sections of the
FSAR and the Technical Specifications namely:
FSAR Sectiozm 11.5.2.3.2: " . . . aznually during plast cperation or
during *be refueling cutage if the detector is not readily accessible.”
PSAR Sectios 12.3.4.2.7: ". . . sosually . . ."
Techzical Specificatioz Table 4.3.7.1=1: "R" (refueling outage)

2. Salecy Sigsificatcs:

Not applicatle.

3, Anticipated Resclutiozn:
Revisions tc the appropriate PSAR sections to reflect plant design will be
{ncluded 4o the next acmnual FSAR update per 10 CFR 50.71(e)(4).

4. NRC Response to Item (NRR/IE):
NRC Notdified: /
Individual Notified Date Time

Rev. 18, 4&/2/84

Plsd2S]




TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEET (CONT'D)

Iten Number: 807 Prioricy: 3B

S. Disposition:

Itezs Closed: (How)

Date Time

ec: J. E. Cross
R. F. Kogers

Rev. 18, 4/2/84

Pled251.1




TECENICAL SPECTIFICATION PROBLEM SHEET

Itez Number: 808 Priority: 33

Identified By Date Responsible Supervisor
Tech Spec Reference: 4.8.1.1.2.4.16
Tech Spec Fage: 3/4 B-7
Problem Title: SER Evaluation of Diesel Generator Net in AgTeement with FSAR
and Techzical Specifications is Regard to Diesel Gemerater Trip

Parazeters
1. Protlem Description (Tech Spec, PSAR, séx, GE Design, Other):
The SER evaluatiou of the dicsel generator does not address diesel gemerator
trip on ground overcurrent and low lube cil pressure as identified in the
design documexnts, PSAR Section B.3.1.1.4.1.£.2 and Technical Spccitica:ion
«.8.1.1.2.4. 8..

2. Safety Significance:

: Mgy o \
Yot 8ppiicadlas.

3. Asticipated Resolution:
Request that the mext supplement to the SER reflects the correct design
conditien.

4. NRC Response to Item (NRR/IE):
NRC Notdified: /
Individual Notified Date Time

S. Dispositiorn:

Itens Closed: (Bow)

Date Time

ee:t J. E. Croes

R. F. Rogers
Rev. 18, 4/2/84

Pisd252



TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEET

Itez Number: 809 Prioricy: 3B

ldentified By Date Responsible Superviser
Tech Spec Reference: 3/4.8.4.2
Tech Spe: Page: 3/4 B8-38
Problem Title: FSAR and SER Do Not Properly Describe MOV Thermal Overload

Bypass Circuizry
1. Problem Description (Tech Spec, PSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):
Section 7.1.2.6.22 of the FSAR does not reflect all three methods of wiring

used for the Grand Gulf MOV thermal overlcad bypass concuitry.

2. Safety Significance:

Not applicable.

3. Anticipated Resclutien:
TSAR Section 7.1.2.6.22 4indicates that the Grand Gu)f desiga cozplies with
Aegulatory Guicde 1..i06. Tiis stateze.. = corTect anc an FTSAX revisicn is nce

necessary.

4., NKRC Response to Item (NRR/IE):
NRC Notified: /
Individual Notified Date Time

S. Disposition:

Itexms Closed: (Fow)

[
b

Date

ec: J. E. Cross
R. 7. Rogers

Rev. 18, &/1/Ea«

Plsd253




TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEET

Item Fumber: 810 Prioricy: 3B
F. Gardner /| 3-8-84
ldentified By Date Responsible Superviser

Tech Spec Reference: 3.8.4.1 (Table ©.8.4.1-1)
Tech Spec Page: 3/4 B-21 '
Problez Title: Trip Setpvoints for 6.9 KV Circuit Breakers

1. Probles Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Desigs, Other):
Technical Specification Table 3.8.4.1-] identifies trip setpoints for the
reactor recirculaticz pump 6.9 kv circuit breakers. The setpoints identified

in this table are correct based on plant design changes implemented in
DCP-82/3173. However, the informat‘on coztained iz FSAR Pigure 040.5-1 of
Question and Response 040.5 45 inconsistent with the information continued in
Technical Specificatior Table 3.8.4.1-1. )

In addition, the respcase to NRC cuestion 040.5 describes precrerational
calidraticn and perisdic checks for the primary prosectica circuit breakers.
The ciscussicn contained iz the response to this question is not consistexnt
wvith the Surveillance Requirements identified in Sectionm 4.8.4.]1 of the
Techzical Specifications.

2. Safety Significance:
Not applicable.

3. Anticipated Resclution:
Izplement revisions to FSAR Pigure 040.5-] to incorporate DCP-82/3173. Revise
the response to Question 040.5 to maintaiz consistency with the Surveillance
Eequirement 4.B.4.]1 of the GGNS Technical Specificatioms.

&. NRC Response to Itez (NRR/IE):
NRC Notified: /
Individual Notified Date Time

Rev. 18, 4/2/84

Plsd254



Page 2

TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEET (CONT'D)

Itez Number: 810 Priority: 33

5. Dispositior:

Items Closed: (How)

Date Time

ge: J. K. Crons
R. ¥, Eogers

Rev. 18, 4/2/84

Pled254.1




TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SHEET

Itez Number: 811 Prioricy: 3B

Identified By Date Responsible Supervisor

Tech Spec Reference: 6.5.1
Tech Spec Page: 6-6
Problex Title: OQAM Not in Compliance vith Technical Specifications

1. Problez Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):
OQAM, Revision 3, Section 1.3.10 does not contain all of the PSRC requirements
contained iz Technical Specification 6.5.1. The OQAM does not mention that
PSRC functions are addressed irn the Technical Specification.

2. Safety Significance:
Net applicable.

3. Axticipated Resolution:

Investigate vhether a revision to the COQAM is reguired.

4. NRC Response to Itez (NRR/IE):
NRC Notified: /
Individual Notified Date Time -

S. Dispositiosn:

texs Closed: (Bow)

Date Time

Referenct: TSRT-B4L/0464

ettt J. E. Cross
R. F. Rogers

Rev. 18, 4/2/84

Plsd255




TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEET

Itexn Mumber: 812 Priority: 3B

- 1dentified By Date Responsible Superviser
Tech Spec Reference: Table 3.3.2-1, Itex 5.h; PSAR Figure 7.6-17,
PSAR Section 7.3.1
Tech Cpec Page: 3/4 3-12; FSAR Page 7.3-29
Problez Title: FSAR/Main Stesm Tumnel Temperature Timer
1. Problem Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):
Technical Specification Table 3.3.2-1 Item 5.b identifies a "Main Steaz Line
Tuzsel Tesperature Timer", whose function is to delay RCIC isolation for 30

gizutes (to allov the operator time to establish an alternate meazs of Reacter
Vessel Level Coptrel.) A timer is identified in FSAR Figure 7.6-17 for the
Leak Detection System, but i{s not included iz the discussion on Main Steaz

ine leak Detection presented iz PSAR Sectiem 7.3.1.1.2.4.1.3.

2. Safety Significance:
Not Applicable.

3. Azticipated Resolutiom:
Evaluate the need to revise PSAR Section 7.3.1 to imclude a discussion of the
Mais Steam Lize Tunnel Temperature Timer and if necessary, include appropfiatc
changes 4o the next acoual FSAR update per 10 CFR 50.71(e)(4).

4, NRC Response to Item (NRR/IE):
NRC Notifiec: /
Individual Notified Date Tine

Rev. 23, 4/10/8B4

Plsd2S2



Page 2
TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SHEET (CONT'D)

Itez Number: 812 Prioricy: 33

S. Disposition:

Items Closed: (Bow)

Date Time

Reference: INTEL, itez 3B

ee: J. E. Cross
R. F. Rogers

Rev. 23, 4/10/84

Plsd293



TECEXICAL SPECIFICATION PRCELEM SEEET

Itez Number: 813 Priority: 3B

" ldentified By Date Responsidle Supervisor
Tech Spec Reference: 6.5.2.2
Tech Spec Page: 6-5
Problez Title: Manager of OA Technical Specification Recuirements Differ frem
OQAM
1. Probles Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):
Technical Specification 6.5.2.2 states that the Matager of Quality Assurance

shall be s member of the safety reviev committee (SRC) and establishes
educatiozal and experience recuirements fcr all sembers of the SRC. The
requiresents for the Manager of QA, as shown in the GCNS Operatioral lity

Assurasce Masual, differ froz the Techzical Specificatiosn.

2. Safety Sigaificance:
No: applicable.

3, Asticipatec Resclution:
Investigate the difference betveen the Tequirements ¢f the tvo documents and

make appropriate changes.

4. NRC Response to Itez (NRR/IE):
NRC Notified: /
Individual Notified Date Time

Rev., 22, 4/%/84

Plsd%



TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLIM SEEET (CONT'D)

Itez Number: 813

3. isposition:

Prioricy: 3B

Page °

,Items Closed: (Bow)

Date
Reference: TSRI-BL/04LB5

ec: J. E. Czoss
R. F. Regers

Plsdl9é.1]

Rev,
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TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEIT

Itez Number: 814 Priority: 33

- ldentified By Date Respensidtle Supervisor

Tech Spec Reference: 6.5.2.2
Tech Spec Page: 6=5
Problem Title: SER Recuiremen:s per SRC Composition

1. Preblem Descriptien (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):
Section 13.4 of Supplement 2 to the SIR is in comflict with Technical
Specification 6.5.2.2 concerning the titles of the specific persomnel vho
cczpose the SRC.

2. Safety Siguificance:
Ne: appaicable.

3, Anticipated Resclutien:
No Techzical Specification change is required. The titles of the perscazel
composing the SRC were changed and these changes vere reflected iz a Techzical
Specification revisior, theredy causing the SER and the Technical
Specificaticns to differ.

4. NRC Respense to ltem (NRR/IE):
FRC Notified: /

individual Notified Date Time

Rev, 22, &/5/84

Plsdl9S



Page 2

TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEET (CONT'D)

Itex Number: Blé Priority: 33

S. Disposition:

Itens Closed: (Bow)

Date Tinpe

Reference: TSRI-B4/04E2

ee: . Ctoss

L &
™

. Regers

‘.\.. ::' 61915"

Plsdl%



TECENICAL SPECTTICATION PROBLEM SEEET

Itez Number: _ 815 Priority: 3B

QA Review /
ldentified By Late Responsible Supervisor

Tech Spec Reference: 3/4.4.4, FSAR Table 5.2.6

Tech Spec Page: 3/4 4=11, 3/4 4-12, 374 b=13
Problex Title: Reacter Coolant Chemistry

1. Problez Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Desigz, Other):
FSAR Table 5.2-6, sheet 2 of 2 requires (1) shutdown if pE is out of limits
for 24 bours, and (2) in-line calibraticz for contimucus conductivicy
mozitored veekly and every 24 bours if conductivity is greater thas | micro
MEO. These are incotsistent with the ACTION and Surveillance Requirements
under Crand Gulf Techzmical Specification 3/4.4.4.

2. Safety Sigzificance:
Not appiicable.

3, Anticipated Resclution:
Upéate FSAR Table 5.2-6 to be consistent vith Grand Gulf Technical

Specifications.

4. NRC Respouse to ltem (NRR/IE):
NRC Notified: /
Individual Notified Date Time

S, isposition:

ltems Closed: (Bow)

Date Time

ee: J. E. Cross
R. F. Rogers

Rev, 22, 4/9/84

184287




TECENTCAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SHEET

Iten Mumber: 816 Priority: 3B

Identified By Date Responsible Supervisor
Tech Spec Reference: Table 3.3.2-2; FSAR Table 7.3-10

Tech Spec Page: 3/4 3-15; FSAR Table 7.3-10
Problem Title: PSAR/Main Stems lize Flow-Eigh Instrumentation
1. Problem Description (Iech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Desigs, Other):
FSAR Table 7.3-10 comtains specificatioms for the containment and reacter
vessel isolation comtrol instrumestatios. The maxizum allovable setpeint fer

the mais steas line flow-high instrumentation is gives as 133.5 psid. The
trip setpoint for this instrumentation iz Technical Specification Tabdble
3.3.2-2 4s 169 psid. A 16% peid signal corresponds to & sais steaz line flow
of 1402 which is the value used it the FTSAR asalysis for a mai: stesz lioe

braak.

The range for the mais steas line flow-iigh itstrumest give: iz TSAR Table
7.3=10 45 =15/0/150 psid. As discussed above, a tTip setpeist of 168 psid
wvould necessitate revising this instrument range to accomodate the setpoint.

PSAR Table 7.3-10 should be revised to corTect the main steam line flow-high

‘ostrumenzation valves.

2. Safery Significance:
Not Applicable.

3. Anticipated Resolutionm:
lﬂtu FSAR Table 7.3-10 te correct the main stean line flow-high

m:-nnu:in valves 1o the saxt asoua. TSAR u; .ate per 10 CTR 50. 71(e) (4).

4. NRC Response to Item (FRR/IE):

KRC Notified: /

Individual Notified Date Time

Rev. 23, 4/10/84

Plsd298
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TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEET

Item Number: 819 Prioricy: 33

Identified By Date Responsible Superviser
Tech Spec Raferesce: F/A; PSAR Table 3.7-17
Tech Spec Page: N/A; FSAR Table 3.7-17
Probles Title: PSAR/Seismic Instrumentatios Nomesclaure

1. Problem Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, CE Design, Other):

FSAR Section 3.7 describes the seismic design and seismic monitoring for GONS.
Seszion 3.7.4.2 discusses the location and description of seismic monitering
{nscrumentation, vhich is consolidated in Table 3.7-17. The response spectrum
asalyzer identified iz Sectiecm 3.7.4.2.5 13 iocorrectly labeled in Table

3.7-17 as a "Iriaxial Raspouse Spectrum Recorder.”

2. Safecy Significasce:
Not applicable.

3, Asticipated Resclutionm:
Evaluate the need to relabel the respomse spectrum asalyzer iz Table 3.7=17
and, if necessary, insclude the appropriate chasges in the next aznual FSAR
update per 10 CYR 50.71(e) (4).

4, KRC Rasponse to Item (NRR/IE):
NRC Notifiled: /
lodividual Notified Date Tine

S. Disposition:

Items Closed: (Bow)

Date Time

ee: J. E. Cross

R. 7. Rogers
Rev. 23, 4/10/84

Plsdl02



TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROSLEM SEETT

Itez Fumber: 820 Prioricy: 3B

Identified By Date Rasponsible Supervisor
Tech Spec Reference: Table 3.3.2-2, Table 3.3.5-2; FSAR Table 7.4-1
Tech Spec Page: 3/é4 317, 3/4 3-47; FSAR Table 7.6=1
Problem Title: FSAR/RCIC lnstrumest Specifications

1. Problem Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):

FSAR Table 7.4=]1 lists the Reactor Cors Isolation Cooling instrumsut
specificaticns. The values provided in this PSAR table are not comsistest
vith the associated instrumest specificaticns in the GGNS Technical

Specifications.

The following inconsistencies bave bee: {deatified betveez the TEAR Tabdle
7.4=] and Technical Spectf ication Table 3.3.2-2:

Fuaction PSAR Value , GONS~TS Value
a) RCIC systez steam Supply greater thas or equal
low pressure 65 psig , to 60 psig
b) RCIC turbine exhaust less thas or equal to
bigh pressure 25 psig 10 psig

The following inconsistencies have been 1dentified batvean the FSAR Table
7.4=] and Techaizal Specificatioss Table 13.3.5-2: ‘

Punction PSAR Value CONS-TS Value
a) rTeactor vessel lov water less thas or equal gTeater thaz or equal
level to ~41.8" to =41.6"
b) resctor vessel high vater greater thas or equal less tham or equal to
level to 54.9" $3.5"
¢) condensate storage tank it greater thas or equal
level te O"
d) suppression pool level o less thaz or equal to
5.9

Rev, 23, 4/10/84

Pledl02



TECHEFICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SHEET (CONT'D)

Item Number: 820 Prioricy: 33

2. Safery Significance:
Not spplicable.

3. Azticipated Resclutiom:

Evaluate the RCIC instrument specifications in FSAR Table 7.4~1 to determine
the correct values. Revisa the table as nacessary following this reviev and
tnclude the appropriate chasges in the text ancual FSAR update per

10 CTR 50.17(e) (4).

&, NRCResponse to ltem (NRR/IE):

NRC Notified:

Iodividual Notified Date
‘. S, Disposition:

Items Closed: (Bow)

Date Time

ee: J. E. Cross
R. 7. Rogers

Rev, 23, 4/10/84

Plsdld04




3

TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SETTT

Iten Number: 82! Priovicy: 3B
lapell /4/3/84
Identified By Date Rasponsible Superviser

Tech Spec Referemce: 3/4 1.3.3, FSAR 4.6.3.1.1.5.4
Teck Spec Page: 3/4 1-9
Problem Title: Comtrol Rod Drive Accmmulator Level

1. Problem Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, CE Design, Other):
PSAR Section 4.6.3.1.1.5.¢ states that "Experience with control rod drive
systems of the sase type indicates that veekly verification of accumulater

pressure and level is sufficient to assure eperabilicy of the accumulater
pertion of the comirel Tod ETrive systen.” This is iaconsistent with
Surveillasce 4.1.3.3.a, wviick only requires veekly verification of accumulatoer
pressure. P;Ea: design does mot provide am indicater for accumulator level;
hovever, & high level alarm is provided for leakage past the accumulater
seals.

2. Safety Significance:
Nose. When the bigh water level alarm 45 voted for an accumulator proper
acticns are takes to ensure accumulator operabiliry.

3, Anticipated Resclutiom:
Revise TSAR to delete the implication of a veekly accumulater Surveillance

cest.

4. FRC Response te Item (NRR/IE):
KRC Notified: /
Individual Neotified Date Time

Rev, 24, 4/13/84

Pleddis.



Page 2

TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SHEET (CONT'D)

Iiez Number: 821 Priorvicy: 3B

$. Dispositionm:

Items Closed: (Row)

Date Time

ee: J. E. Cress
R. 1. h{crn

Rev. 24, 4/13/84



TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEETT

M

Item Number: _ 822 Priericy: 3B
Impell [ A13/84
ldentified By Date Rasponsible Lupervisoer

Tech Spec Reference: 3/4.6.6.3; FSAR 6'.2.3, 6.3.3
Tech Spec Page: 3/4 6-54

Probles Title: Standby Gas Trestment Systez Flow Test

d.

1. Probles Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GI Desigs, Other):

PSAR Appendix 3A states GONS 1s 22 compliance with Regulatory Guide 1.52
Revision 1, but sbould refereance ision 2.

Regulatory Guide 1.52 paragraph C.5.b describes an air flow distribution
test, but this test is net included in Techsical Specificaticz 3/4.6.6.3.
GONS FSAR erronecusly states that the time for seccudary coztalament
segative pressure to be achieved is 120 seconds instead of 101 seconds iz
pazagraph 6.5.1.3. TFSAR paragrapk 6.2.3.1.1.¢c should be revised te
reflect the correct value of the 120 seconds

FSAR Section 6.5.3 states that lomg ter= cperation flov rate of the
stacdby gas treatment system i 2300 cf=. Hovever, Techzical
Specification 3/4.6.6.3 and the Surveillance Procedure state that long
ters flov rate is less thasn 4000 cfm.

2. Safery Significaace:

Fome. This is a typographical erver.

Noze. The referenced test is not tequired for normal operational
gurveillances., The FSAR should be chaaged to reflect this.

The FSAR Section 6.2.3.1.1.c does not accurately reflect the standdy gas
trestment system parsmater. Howvever, this has 1o effect on plant
operation or safery.

" Nome. Technical Specification and Surveillancs Procedures are corTect,

and TSAR should be changed to reflect GGNS design requirements.

3. Asticipated Resclution:

Perfors an evaluation to determise vhat FSAR changes, I any, are required.

Rev, 24, &/13/84
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TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLIM SEEET (COFT'D)

Item Fumber: 822 Prioricy: 33

4. FRC Rasponse to Item (NRR/IE):

FRC Notified: /

Iedividual Notified Date Time
S. Disposition:

Itexs Closed: (Bow)

Date Tize

ee: J. I, Creoss.
' R. ¥. Regers

Rev, 24, 4/13/84

Pledli2.0.1



TECENICAL SPRCIFICATION PROSLEM SEEET

Iten Number: _ 823 Prioricy: 3B

" ldentified By Date Rasponsible Supervisor
Tech Spec Reference: Tabdle 3.6.6.2-1; FSAR Table 7.6-12

Tech Spec Page: 3/4 6-48 through 6=52; FSAR Table 7.6-12
Problem Title: FSAR/Sec

Isolatios D rs Talves
1. Problem Descriptiot (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, CT Design, Other):
The completeness of Teckuical Specification Table 3.6.6.2-1 cammot be verified
by PSAR Table 7.6-12, suxiliary building isolationm, since the specific
tsolaticn dampers are sot listed iz FSAR Table 7.6-12.

Additiosally, PSAR Tabtle 7.6-12 does mot list the RER "A" loop discharge to
1iquid radvaste valve (E12-F203) which is listed in Techzical Specificatics
t‘bl. 3-‘-‘-2-10

2. Safecy Significasce:
None. The Techcical Specificatios requiresents cas be verified by plast
design documents other thas the FSAR,

3, Asticipated Resolution:
Evaluate the secessicy of adding the {sclation dampers and isclation valve
212-F203 to PSAR Table 7.6-12 and, if necessary, include the appropriate
changes 4o the next amoual FSAR update per 10 CTR 50.71(e)(4).

4, NRC Rasponse to Item (NRR/IE):
FRC Notified: /
Indivisua. dotified Date Time

Rev., 24, 4/13/84

Pledlll.]



TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEET (CONT'D)

Iten Number: 823 Prioricy: b))

|
1
5. Dispesitien:

Items Closed: (How)

Date Time

ee: J. E. Cress
R. 7. Regerss

Rev. 24, 4/13/84

Pledllé




SECENICAL SPECITICATION PROSLEW SEETT

Iten Fumber: 824 Prioricy: 3B
INEL Audit of Tech Specs /
ldentified By Date Raspousible Superviser

Tech Spec Referemce: Techzic Specification Table 3.6.4~1; PSAR Table 6, 2=bd

Tech Spec Page: 3/4 6-33 through &4
Problem Title: Comtaimment and Drywell Isclatiom Valves

1. Problem Descriptics (Tech Spec, PSAR, SER, GI Design, Other):
Technical Specification Table 3.6.4-1, items 1.b through 4.b, iists several
contaisment ané dryvell isclationm valves that are sot listed iz FSAR Tadle -
6.2~64 (contaimmest isclation valve tnformation). Hovever, some of these
valves are listad iz FSAR Tables 7.6=12, 6.2-48, and 6.2-49.

2. Safery Significance:
None. The Techsical Specification requiresezcts caz be verified by plant
desigs documents other than the FSAR,

3., Asticipated Resclutiom:
Iovestigate the need to Tevise TSAR Table 6,2-44 and, if necessary, include

appropriate changes iz the next azzual TSAR update per 10 CTR $50.71(e)(4).

4, NRC Respease to Ites (NRR/IE):

NRC Notified: /

1ndividual Rotified Date Time
S. Dispositiom:

Items Closed: (Bow®

Date Tine

ee: J. E. Cross
L. T. Rogers

Rev., 24, &/13/84

Pleedt



TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEET

Item Number: 825 Prioricy: 3B
/
ldentified By Date Responsidble S, ervisor

Tech Spec Raferemce: Table 3.3.2-1; FSAR Section $.4.6
Tech Spa: Page: 2/4 3-12 & 13; FSAR Pages 5.4-15 & =16

Problem Title: PSAR/RCIC Isolation lascrumestation

1. Problem Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):
PSAR Section 5.4.6, reactor cere isclaticn coeling systez (RCIC), does mot
currestly reflect that valve group 9 requires comcurTent dryvell high pressure
and 1CIC stes= supply pressure-lov signals to isclate. Hovever, note (m) to
Techzical Specification Table 3.3.2-1, items 5.b and S.2 for the RIIC stea=
supply pressure~lov and drywvell pressure-high actuation signals of the RCIC
Lsolatien trip fumction states that "Valve Group 9 require comcurreat dryvell
kigh pnuu::ud RCIC steam supply pressure-lov sigmals te isclate”.

2. Safety Significance:
Nome. The sete (m) 4z Table 3.3.2-]1 adds explanatery inforaation sot
pecessary for safe cperation of the isolaticn functios. This information will
only add clarification to the FSAR.

3, Asticipated Resolution:
Praluate the need to revise PSAR Section 5.4.6 and, 4f necessary, include
appropriate chasges in the pext assual FSAR update per 10 CTR 50.71(e)(4).

4. FRC Respouse to Item (NRR/IE):
KRC Rotdified: J
Individual Notified Date Time

Rev, 24, 4/13/84
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TECENICAL SPECIFICATION FRIZLEM SEEIT (CONI'D)

ltez Fumbe:: 825 Prioricy: 33

Page 2

S. Disposition:

Items Closed: (How)

Date Tize

ee: J. R. Cross
R. 7. Rogers

Rev.

Pledll?
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TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SHEET

Itez Nu=ber: 826 Priority: 33
J. G. Cesare /
Identified By Laze Responsible Superviser

Tech Spes Reference: 3/4.7.9; FSAR Sectiom 9.1.3.4; SER Section §.1.3

Tech Spec Page: 3/4 7-45; FSAR Page §.1-17: SER Page 54

Problez Title: SER/Periodic Operation of Spare Fuel Pocl Cocling Pum
1. Problez Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):

Techzical Specificaticn 3.7.9 requires that the spent fuel storage pool be

paintained at less thas or ecual to 150°F, but does uog,cxplicitly address
cperability requiresents for systez composents. Operability is discussed in
Section 9.1.3.4 of the TSAR, wvhich states ths: the "spare” systes ca:poncn:s'
({.e., the puzp, heat exchanger, and filter-demineralizer) are cperated
periodically to hazdle abnorzal heat loads or to allov the mormal components

to be servicad.

Seczion ©.1.3 2f the Safecv Evaluation Report (STRF-presently states that the

sme wils b2 spesazed pesisdizally 4 sessrdgmse with plant Teshalcal

“

Specifications. As stated above, the Technical Specificatiocns do met
explicizly require the spare puzp to be operated periodically; therefore, the
SER 4s mot comsistest with respect to its reference to the Techzical
Specifizations. The SIR may need to be revised to state that the spare pump
vill be operated periodically iz accordance with the FSAR.

2. Safety Significance:

Not applicable.

3. anticipacted Resolutiom:
lzvestigate the need to request a change to the SER in an SER supplement to
correctly address the periodic cperation of the spare fuel pool cooling pump.

4. NRC Response to Item (MRR/IE):
NRC Notifdied: /
lndividual Netifiled Date Tine

Rev. 25, 4/16/8Bé

Plsdll7.1




TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEET (CONT'D)

Page 2

Iten Fumber: 826 Prioricy: 33

S. Disposition:

Itezs Closed: (Bow)

Date

Refecence: LCTS Itez Nuzmber 158
ISRT-84/0102

e
.

ee: E. Cress

R. 7, Zege™s

Rev.

Plsaldliv.2
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I!C!FICAL.SP!CI!TCAIIGR PROBLEM SEETT

Iten NMumber: 827 Prioricy: 233

Identified By Dazs Responsible Supervisor

Tech Spec Reference: 3/64.7.6.1, PSAR 9.5.1.2.1
Tech Spec Page: 3/4 7-28
Problem Title: Firevater Stora ¢ Tank Automatic Level Makeus

1. Problem Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, G Design, Other):
FSAR 9.5.1.2.1 states that sutomatic makeup to the storage tank occurs at 18"
below the overflow Pipe. The actual makeup point s 45" belov the overflow
Pipe. TFSAR also states the Fystez is maintained at 128 PSig vs. Technical
Specificazion 120 psig.

2. Safety Significance:
None. The.actual makeup point provides adequate water volume iz the fire
Storage tacks. The wvater of 120 PEig is adequate as only 118 psig is Teguired
for zaxisu= 2717 g7z for sprinkler flov plus 1000 gpe for hose straiss,

. — —— - —

3. Aaticipated Resclution:
Reviev FSAR §.5.1.2.1 to reflect the proper level of 45", Revise FSAR
9.5.1.2.1 and 9.5.1.2.2.1 to reflect 120 psig.

4. KRC Respeuse to Item (NRR/IE):
NRC Notified: /
Individual Notified Date

(5]
K

5. Disposition:

Items Closed: (How)

Date " Time

ce: J. E. Cross
R. ¥, Rogers
Rev. 25, 4/16/84
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TECENICAL SP " TFICATION PROBLEM SEYTT

Itez Number: 828 Prioricy: 33
S. M, Feirh /
Identified By Date Responsible Supervisor

Tech Spec Referesce: 3/64.3.5; FSAR Section 7.4.1.1
Tech Spec Page: 3/4 3-is through 3-49; FSAR Pages 7.4-3 ; J.be5
Problez Tisle: FSAR/RCIC Actuazion o8 _Reactor Lov-waser Level

1. Probdles Description (Teen Spec, FSAR, SER, G Design, Other):
PSAR Secticns 7.6.1.1.3.2 and 7.6.1.1,3.5 indicate that the Teactor core
isclation cooling (RCIC) System i{5 actuated by a :cncter’lcv-vatcr level
sigmal. This 4s different thar the ticle for the functional unie in Technical
Specificarion Tables 3.3.5.), 3.3.%-2, and 4.3.5.1«] which indicate that RCIC
is actuated by the reactor Vessel vater level-low lov, Level 2 signal,

2. Sefery Significance:
Kot applicadle.

3 Axticipated Resolution: BT i
Reviev the discussions contained iz FSAR Sections 7.4.1.1.3.2 and 7.6.1.1.3.8
vith respect to the Beed to indicate the title for the functional umie that
AcTtuates RCIC, 1¢ Decessary, include the &PPTopriate changes in the nex:
azzual PSAR update Per 10 CTR 50.71(e)(4).

4, NKRC Response to Ites (NRR/I2):
FRC Notified: /
Individual Notified Date Tize

Rev. 25, 4/16/84

Plsdll9
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TECRNICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEET (CONT'D)
Iten Number: 828 Priority: 33
5. Dispesitien:
Items Closed: (How)
/
/
Date Time
Reference: TSRT-84/0503, Item 3
eet J. E. Cress
- R. 7. Rogers
L Rev. 25, 4/16/84
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TECERICAL SPECTFICATION PROBLEM SEEET

Itea Fumber: 829 Prioricy: 33
S. M. Teith / &/4/B4
Idencified By Date Responsgible Supervigor

Tech Spec Reference: 3/4.4.6; FSAR Table 5.2-6

Tech Spec Page: 3/4 é-11, &~12 gnd 4-13

Problem Title: FSAR/Reactor Coclant Svstez Chemistrv Recuirements
1. Problem Descriptics (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):

a. FSAR Table 5.2-6 (Coclant Chezistry Requiremesnts) requires that the
reactor be shutdown if the pE i3 out of limics for A4 hours. Hovever,
Techznical Specification 3.4.4.a.2 allovs the pE to be out of limics for

up to 72 hours before taking actiocrn.

b. PSAR Tadle 5.2-6 requires checking the comtinuous comductivity memiter
vith an in-lize flow cell omce a veek 13d performance of an in-line
conductivicy calibration every 24 hours vhenever the reactor céoltat
conductiviey 4s 1.0 umho/cm at 25°C. Techrnical Specificatien
Susveillance Resuizesmeat 4.4.4.2 vesuites the petlcr=ance of a chazmael
check cf the comtinuous comductivicy mornisor with at in-line flov cell
least once per 7 days and 24 hours vhenever conductivicy s greater than
the lizit in Technical Specification Tabdle 3.4.4-1.

2. Safety Sigaificance:
Not applicadle.

3. Axticipated Resclution:
Evaluate the need to revise PSAR Table 5.2-6 and, 4if necessary, iaclude

appropriate changes in the next snnual FSAR update per 10 CFR 50.71(e) (4).

4. NRC Response to Item (NRR/IE):

FRC Notdified: /

Individual Notified Date Time

Rev. 25, 4/16/84

P1sd321
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TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEET (CONT'D)
Item Nuzmber: 829 Prioricy: 38
S$. Disposition:
Itens Closed: (Bow)
/
/
Date Tine
ee: J. E. Cross
R. T. Rogers
\
-

Rev, 25, 4/16/84
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TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SEEET

Ite= Number: 830 Prioricy: 1B

. ldentified By Date lanéonsiblo Superviscr
Tech Spec Reference: 3.4.1.4; FSAR Section 3.3.3.6
Tech Spec Page: 3/4 4-4; FSAR Page 3.3-21
Problen Title: FSAR/Te=verature Difference Between Dome and Bottom Head-Drain
1. Problem Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SEX, GE Design, Other):
PSAR Section S5.3.3.6 states that if the coclant temperature difference betweex

the dome and the bot:om head drain exceeds 145°7, nci:h‘4 Teactor pover level
por recirculation pu=p flow shall be increased. This tezmperacture lizit value
48 for BWR 4/S plazts snd is incorrect for BWR/6 plants. The correct value

for 3WR/6 plants in 100°F as specified in Technical Specification 3.4.1.4,

2. Safety Significance:

Net applicable.
3. ticipated Resolution:
Revise the texmperature lizi: value identified iz FSAR Section 5.3.3.6 iz the

pex: azzual PSAR update per 10 CTR 50.71(e) (4).

4, FRC Respense to Item (NRR/IE):

RRC Notified: /

Individual FNotified Date Tize
S. Dispositiom:

Items Closed: (Eow)

Date Tine

ee: J. E. Cross
R. 7. Rogers

Rev. 25, 4/16/84
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\_ TECENICAL SPECIFICATION PROBLEM SHEET

Item Number: 831 Prioricy: 33

" ldentified By Date Respensible Superviscr
Tech Spec Reference: Table 3.3.1-2: PSAR Table 7.2-5
Tech Spec Page: 3/L 3-6;: FSAR Table 7.2-3
Frodlez Title: FSAR/RPS Resvonse Times
1. Proble= Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):
FSAR Table 7.2-5, RPS time respouse (design), gives incorrect response times
for the reactor vessel lov water level, the reactor vcsl‘l high vater level,

the turbine stop valve closure, and the turbine cemtrol valve fast closure
functions. Technical Specification Table 3.3.1-2 identifies the correc:
response times which are in agreemext with GE Design Specification 22A3771AL,
as supplemented by letzter pumber MPGE-82/L77.

2. Safety Sigrificance:

Net applicable.

3. ticipated Resclutiom:
Reviev FSAR Table 7.2-5 with respect to the response times idemtified in
Techaical Specification Table 3.3.1-2 and, 1f necessary, include sppropriate
changes iz the next annual FSAR update per 10 CFR 50.71(e) (4).

4., NRC Response to Item (NRR/IE):
NRC Rotified: /
Individual Notified Daze Tine

5. Disposition:

Itens Closed: (Bow)

Date Time

ce: J. E. Croes

s R. F. Rogers
Rev, 25, 4/16/8é

Plsd324



TECENICAL SPECTFICATION PROBLEM SEEET

Itez Fumber: 832 Prioricy: 33
€. D. Scafford / 3/17/84
Idenzified By Date Responsible Supervisor

Tech Spec Reference: 3.6.6.3: FSAR Secticn 7.3.1.1.8.2
Tech Spec Page: 3/& 6-53: FSAR Page 7.3-%7
Proble= Title: FSAR/Incorrect Descriotion of SCTS logic
1. Problem Descriptior (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design, Other):
PSAR Sectics 7.3.1.1.8.2 is iscorrect in stating that any masual or sutomatic

{ziriation sigoal starts both trains of the standdy gas £reatser: system
(SCGTS). The logic for the SGTS 4s divisional and will only start its
associated SCTS train. The system design and Technical Specification 3.6.6.3

are consistent wvith divisional separation criteriz.

- 2. Safety Significance:

Not applicadtle.

3. Asticipated Resclutics:
Revise PSAR to reflect corvect as-built configuration of the SCIS logic iz the

nex: amnual FSAR update per 10 CTR 50.71(e) (4).

4., FKRC Response to Item (NRR/IE):

NRC Notified: /

Individual Notifdied Date Tize

5. Disposition:

Items Closed: (Eow)

Date Tine

ee: J. R. Crous
R. 7. Rogers

Rev. 15, 4/16/84

Pled Mt



TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION PRORLEM SEEET

" i

Item Number: £33 ' Priority: 3B
/
Identified By Date Responsible

Tech Spec Reference: 4.8.1.1.2.4.2; FSAR Table 8.3-1, 8.3-2, 8
Tech Spec Page: 3/4 8-4; FSAR Tables 8.3-1, 8.3-2, 8.3-3
Problem Title: Redect of Diesel Generator L.r‘cot Sin;lc Load
1. Problem Description (Tech Spec, FSAR, SER, GE Design,
AECHM~83/0356, item 5 corrected the Technical Specification loac
to conform with testable KW values associated with maximum pusz;

2. Safety Significance:
Not applicable.

3. Anticipated Resolution:
Update FSAR tables to list the testable load reject values 1o a
mOTOT nameplate ratings.

&. NRC Response to Itez (NRR/1E):
NRC Notified:

Individual Notified Date

5. Disposition:

Items Closed: (How)

Date Time

e: J. B. Crons
R. ¥. Rogers

Plsd326



