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REQUEST FOR LICENSE AMENDMENT

PRIMARY CONTAINMENT ISOLATION SYSTEM

Gentlemen:

In accordance with the Code of Federal Regulations, Title 10,

Parts 50.90 and 2.101, Carolina Power & Light Company (CP&L) hereby
requests a revision to the Technical Specifications for the Brunswick
Steam Electric Plant (BSEP), Units 1 and 2.

The proposed changes revise TS Section 3/4.3.2 to clarify Instrument
Tables 3.3.2-1, 3.3.2-2, 3.3.2-3 and 4.3.2-1, and revise TS Section
3/4.6.3 to more closely resemble the General Electric BWR/4 Standard
Technical Specifications.

On September 29, 1987, CP&L requested an amendment to the BSEP-2
Technical Specifications relating to the main steam isolation valve
setpoint change from reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 to low,
level 3. This change is expected to be issued in the very near future
and, thus, has been incorporated into this submittal as if it had
already been approved. This action was taken to eliminate the need for
an immediate update to this document when the September 29, 1987 request
is issued.

Enclosure 1 provides a detailed description of the proposed changes, the
basis for the changes, and the basis for the Company’'s determination
that the proposed changes do not involve a significant hazards
consideration,

Enclosure 2 provides instructions for incorporation of the proposed
changes into the Technical Specifications for each unit.

Enclosures 3 and 4 provide the proposed Technical Specification pages
for each unit, (Arﬁ
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In accordance with the requirements of 10CFR170.12, a check for $150 is
also enclosed.

In order to allow time for procedure revision and orderly incorporation
into copies of the Technical Specifications, CP&L requests that the
proposed amendments, once approved by the NRC, be issued with an
effective date to be no later than 60 days from the issuance of the
amendment .

Please refer any questions regarding this submittal to Mr. Leonard I.
Loflin at (919) 836-6242.

Yours very truly,

L U Eury
Senior Vice Pregident

bab/BAB(letter)

Enclosures:
Basis for Change Request
Instructions for Incorporation
Unit 1 Technical Specification Pages
Unit 2 Technical Specification Pages

. Dayne H. Brown
. J. Nelson Grace
. W, H. Ruland

. E. D. Sylvester

L. W. Eury, having been first duly sworn, did depose and say that the
information contained herein is true and correct to the best of his

information, knowledge and belief; and the sources of his information
are officers, employees, contractors, and agents of Carolina Power &

Light Company.
otary (Seal) Wittt
; \:'R.M ;0
.' . ....

My commission expires: /Z/szcégs?
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ENCLOSURE 1

BRUNSWICK STEAM ELECTRIC PLANT, UNITS 1 AND 2
NRC DOCKETS 50-325 & 50-324
OPERATING LICENSES DPR-71 & DPR-62
REQUEST FOR LICENSE AMENDMENT

BASIS FOR CHANGE REQUEST
Proposed Change Number 1

Delete reference to Table 3.6.3-1 on Page 1-5.

Basis

Technical Specification Section 3.6 addresses containment systems. Table 3.6.3-1
provides a partial listing of the automatic primary containmen® isolation valves
(PCIVs). The Brunswick Plant Technical Specifications currently require the
following surveillances:

Specification 4.6.3.1 requires that the primary containment isolation valves
be demonstrated operable by cycling and isolation time testing following
maintenance, repair, or replacement work.

Specification 4.6.3.2 requires verification of isolation valve operability
through the application of an isolation test signal to verify the valve
actuates properly. This testing is required every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.3.3 requires verification of the isolasion time for
power-operated and automatic valves.

Specification 4.6.4.4 requires that reactor instrumentation system isolation
valves be demonstrated operable by cycling the valve every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.1.2.d requires Type B and C leak testing of primary
containment isolation valves.

The Company has completed a review of the primary containment {solation

system (PCIS) Technical Specifications and determined that certain changes to
Table 3.6.3-1 are needed to accurately reflect the as-built design of the primary
containment isolation system. However, rather than propose changes to the table,
CP&L believes it is more appropriate to request removal of Table 3.6.3-1 from the
Technical Specifications and replace references to the table with references to
vulve listings contained in plant procedures (the Company will provide a specific
procedure reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent
submittal). Our reasons for this determination are described below.

First, removal of the valve listings from the Technical Specifications is
appropriate in the context of Technical Specification reform. The recent industry
and NRC efforts to improve the Technical Specificatfons have identified component
listings as items for 1emoval from the Technical Specifications because they do
not directly contribute to plant safety. In addition, the level of detail of such
listings has resulted in frequent requests for license amendments. This process
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has resulted in inherent inaccuracies in the Technical Specifications due to the
delays in receiving license amendments brought about by the current regulatory
environment. The NRC has already recommended and approved removal of the
analogous snubber listing from the Technical Specifications. In addition, tables
relating to fire protection devices and containment penetration protection circuit
breakers have been removed from the Technical Specifications for other dockets.
For example, listings relating to containment isolation valves, snubbers,
contairment penetration protection devices, motor operated valve thermel overload
protection, the reactor vessel material surveillance program, engineered safety
features actuation system instrumentation response times, and reactor trip system
instrumentation response times have been removed from the Technical Specifications
for the Shearon Harris Plant and references to plant procedures incorporated, The
use of component listings through reference to plant procedures ensures that
timely information is maintained that reflects receit plant modifications.

Second, changes to these plant procedures are stric"ly controlled

under 10CFR50.59. 1In addition, the Technical Speciiications requirement to
maintain primary containment integrity (Technical Sj :cification 3.6.1.1), as well
as ASME Code, Section XI testing requirements (T/chr lcal Specification 4.0.5)

and 10CFRS50, Appendix J requirements (Technical ipec fication 3.6.1.2) are
maintained., Only the listing of valves would L __* ect to licensee control

under 10CFRS50.59. Plant procedures are auditable and subject to inspection by the
NRC.

Third, appropriate mechanisms and controls exist to ensure correct testing for the
valves through plant procedures. As discussed above, these referenced
procedure(s) will incorporate valve list information developed to meet the
requirements of Technical Specifications 4.6.3.1, 4.6.3.2, 4.6.3.3 and 4.6.3.4,

In addition, Appendix J of 10CFRS50 (implemented through Technical

Specification 3/4.6.1.2) specifies leak rate test requirements.for containment
isolation valves, and thus maintenance of a list of such valves. Section XI of
the ASME Code (implemented through Technical Specification 4.0.5) requires once
per cycle testing of valve closure and timing for certain of the valves currently
listed in Table 3.6.3-1. In addition, Technical Specification 4.3.2.2 requires
once per cycle performance of a logic system functional test for most of the
valves currently listed in Table 3.6.3-1. All the above requirements are
appropriately integrated into plant procedure(s) which are subject to caange only
under requirements of 10CFRS50.59. These plant procedures cover testing (to or
beyond the present Technical Specification requirements) for the valves currently
included in Table 3.6.3-1. A complete listing of containment {sclation valves and
required closure times is also provided as Table 6.2.4-2 of the Brunswick Updated
Final Safety Analysis Report. References to plant procedures will replace
references to Table 3.6.3-1 in the text of the Technical Specifications. Specific
closure time testing requirements for the main steam isolation valves will be
maintained in the Technical Specifications under the existing

Specification 3/4.4.7.
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A0CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1.

Removal of the primary containment isolation valve listing from the
Technical Specifications is appropriate in the context of Technical
Specification reform. Recent industry and NRC efforts to improve the
Technical Specifications have identified component listings as an item for
removal because they do not directly contribute to plant safety. The use of
component listings through references to plant procedures will ensure
maintenance of timely information that reflects recent plant modifications.
Changes to these procedures will be controlled under the requirements

of 10CFR50.59. Primary containment integrity is the function preserved by
the primary containment isolation valves. Technical Specifications 3.€.1.1
and 3.6.3 will continue to require primary containment integrity while
operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate containment
isolation ‘valves). Relocation of the primary containment isolation valve
listing from the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not
change their design or operation, nor does it affect any of the accident
analyses; therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

As discussed in Item 1 above, primary containment integrity is the function
preserved by the primary containuent isolation valves. Technical
Specification 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity
while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
fidentification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate containment
isolation valves). The design and operation of these valves does not
<hange. Thus, relocation of the primary containment isolation valve listing
from the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of ac:ident from any accident
previously evaluated.

As discussed in Items 1 and 2 above, primary containment integrity is the
function preserved by the primary containment isolation valves. Technical
Specification 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity
while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3. Furthermore, the
relocation of the primary containment isolation valve listing to plant
procedures will clarify the Technical Specifications and ensure a more up to
date and accurate primary containment i{solation valve listing, thereby
avoiding possible operator confusion. There is no change in the containment
design or its pressure retaining capability. Therefore, the proposed change
does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 2

Replace reference to Specification 3.6.3.1 with a reference to Specification 3.6.3
on Page 1-5.

Basis

There is no Technical Specification 3.6.3.1 in the 3SEP Technical Specificacions.
The Specification referenced here should be Specification 3.6.3. The proposed
change makes this correction,

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed rhange does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1.

The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications. It replaces a reference to Technical Specification 3.6.3.1
vith a reference to Technical Specification 3.6.3, which reflects the
current reference rumber of the appropriate Technical Specification. It
does not reflect any change in the design, operation, reliability, or
testing requirements of the plant. Thus, it does not increase the
probability of an accident, nor does it change the consequences of an
accident,

The proposed change revises a reference to Technical Specification 3.6.3.1
to reflect the correct reference number, 3.6.3, of the Technical
Specification. It {s purely an administrative change; it does not reflect
any physical change to the plant systems. Thus, {t does not create the
possibility of any new or different type of accident. .

The proposed change is administrative, and being made to make the Technical
Specifications more accurate. It does not involve a design change, nor does
it reflect any change in the capability of the system or the demands placed
on any process barrier. Thus, there is no change in the margin of safety.
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Broposed Change Number 3

Delete the word "or" from the end of Item a.2 under PRIMARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY
on Page 1-5.

Basis

\
|
|
Section 1.0 of the Technical Specifications defines what equipment must be
operable for primary containment integrity to exist. The current Technical

Specification addresses five requirements for containment integrity:

a. All penetrations required to be closed during conditions are either:

1. Capable of being closed by an OPERABLE containment automatic isolation
valve system, or

2. Closed by at least one manual valve, blind flange, or deactivated
automatic valve secured in its closed position, except as provided in
Table 3.6.3-1 of Specification 3.6.3.1, or

b. All equipment hatches are closed and sealed.
c. Each containment air lock is OPERABLE pursuant to Specification 3.6.1.3.
d. The containment leakage rates are within the limits of

Specification 3.6.1.2. and

e. The sealing mechanism associated with each penetration (e.g., welds,
bellows, or O-rings is) is OPERABLE.

The wording of Item a.2 currently contains an administrative error. The

conjunction "or" {s attached to the end of the paragraph. It is unnecessary and

grammatically out of place and should be deleted.

This error has apparently been in place since the original Technical
Specifications were issued. There is no technical basis for the current wording.
The conjunction "or" does not serve to represent any logic; there are clearly two
choices under Item a, with an "or" conjunction between the two choices. All five
main items, a,b,c,d, and e, must be true for containment integrity to exist; thus,
the "or" after Item a.2 is inappropriate. Therefore, the proposed change is
administrative and does not impact any accident analyses or plant equipment,
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L0CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications. The conjunction "or" does not imply any sort of logic; all
five of the main items, a, b, ¢, d, and e, must be true for primary
containment integrity to exist. The proposed change does not change the
design, operation, reliability, or testing requirements of plant systems.
Therefore, it does not involve a significant increase in the probability of
an accident, nor does it involve a change in the consequences of an accident
previousiy evaluated.

The proposed change is purely administr=.ive. I+t does not change the
design, operation, reliability, or testing requiruments of plant systers.
Therefore, it does not create the rossibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated.

The proposed change is an administrative change. It does not change the
design or capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change
the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 4

Delete Valve Group 7 from Item 1.a.l, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 1,"
in Table 3.3.2-1 under Primary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-11,

Bacis

Currently, Technical Specification Table 3.6.3-1 identifies the reactor vessel
head spray, residual heat removal (RHR) shutdown cooling supply, and RHR i{njection
isolation va'ves as Group 8 valves. Table 3.3.2-1 indicateu Group 8 valviy
i{solate on reactor vessel water level - low, level 1 (LL1) and reactor steam dome
pressure - high,

Table 3.3.2-1 also lists Group 7 valves as having isolation signals from reactor
vessel water level - low, level 1, drywell pressure - high, and reactor stsam dome
pressure. However, Table 3.6.3-1 does not identify any valves as Group 7 valves.

The proposed change deletes the reference to Valve Group 7 under "Valve Groups
Operated By Signal® in Item 1l.a.l1 of Table 3.3.2-1. The following factors
contributed to the confusion associated with creation of a Valve Group 7.

CUSTOM TO STANDARD TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION

In 1977, BSEP converted from the custom Technical Specification format to the
standard format. The Standard Technical Specifications (STS) were requested for
both units on August 22, 1977, and issued on November 23, 1977.

As part of this conversion, several changes were made to the valve groups to more
completely and consistently describe the isolation signals. Valvea Group 2
originally contained those valves which were assumed to isolaté& during 2 loss of
coolant accident but were not located on high energy lines with their own leak
detection. The isolation signals associated with these valves were LLl and
drywell pressure - high. There were also several subgroups within Group 2 that
isolated on additional signals. In the conversion from custom to STS, new valve
groups were created to recognize these distinctions. GCroup 6 was created for
those valves originally in Group 2 that also isolated on reactor building vent
high radiation. Group 8 was created for those valves originally in Group 2
associated with the RHR system that isolate on LLl and reactor vessel steam dome
pressure - high.

LOCGIC DESICN CHANCES

In 1975, General Electric issued Service Information Letter 131, which recommended
several changes to the containment isolation logic. Experience had shown that the
normal vater level drops that occurred during scrams due to collapse of voids
exceeded the LLl setpoint. This caused unnecessary valve group isolations.
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Three changes were recommended for BSEP to reduce the complexity of scram
recoveries and to reduce demands on tle operators caused by unnecessary system
isolations and transients so they could concentrate on the scram itself and be
more observant for unusual occurrences. These changes were:

1. Lower reactor water cleanup system isolation from LLl to reactor vessel
water level - low, level 2 (LL2),

2. Lower secondary containment isolation and standby gas treatment system
initiation from LL1 to LL2,

3. Delete the drywell pressure - high isolation signals for RHR suction and
discharge valves.

Plant modification and Technical Specification change packages were prepared to
support these logic changes. The original amendment request for BSEP-2 was made
on February 2, 1976. The BSEP-2 amendment request was submitted in custom format.
On June 22, 1977, a submittal was made that indicated that the same changes were
applicable to BSEP-1 as well, and requested that the original change be amended to
include BSEP-1. The amendment for BSEP-2 was issued on October 12, 1977. The
amendment for BSEP-1 was issued in STS format on April 4, 1979, after conversion
to STS format.

Both requests associated with the logic change requested that the drywell
pressure - high signal be deleted as an RHR isolation signal. However, the
Technical Specification pages originally submitted with the BSEP-2 submittal
failed to indicate that the drywell pressure - high signal was also to be deleted
for the RHR head spray valves (E11-F022 and E11-F023). This change was
encompassed in the logic change; however, the Technical Specification pages were
not changed to reflect this, .

Apparently, this faflure to specifically identify the RHR reactor head spray
valves as no longer having the drywell pressure - high signal associated with
them, led those preparing the BSEP-2 custom to STS conversion package to assume
that they should be treated differently (i.e., no longer as Group 2 valves, but
not as Group 8 valves either, as they should have been). The isolation signals
associated with the Group 7 valves were assumed to be LL1l, reactor steam dome
pressure - high and drywell pressure - high. Thus, when Valve Groups 6 and 8 were
created in the BSEP-2 STS, Valve Group 7 was created specifically for the RHR
reactor head spray valves solely because they were thought to still isolate on
drywell pressure - high,

Valve Group 7 was created in Table 3.6.3-1 only for BSEP-2 in the original
issuance of the STS. The BSEP-2 Technical Specifications now listed a Valve
Group 7 for the E11-F022 and E11-F023 valves in Table 3.6.3-1, and Group 7 as a
valve group operated by the LLl, reactor steam dome pressure - high and drywell
pressure - high isolation signals in Table 3.2.3-1. When the BSEP-1 STS were
issued, there was no reference to Group 7 listed anywhere because the logic
modification had not yet been performed.

The BSEP-1 Technical Specification change associated with the logic change was
developed from the initial logic change request for BSEP-2. As a result, the
BSEP-1 amendment, which was an amendment to the STS, included the Group 7
references in Table 3.2.3-1 as a valve group operated by the LLl, reactor steam
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dome pressure - high and drywell pressure - high signals, but did not identify
Valve Group 7 and its associated valves in Table 3.6 .3-1.

On September 7, 1982, an additional amendment request was submitted which stated
that a typographical error had been made in the classification of the RHR head
spray valves., The valves were not actually Group 7; they were to be Group 8
valves. This amendment was issued on March 6, 1984 and changed the classification
of the valves in Table 3.6.3-1 from Group 7 to Group 8. This actually applied
only to BSEP-2, since BSEP-1 never identified a Group 7 in Table 3.6.3-1; however,
the amendment was issued for both units. This amendment request did not delete
the superfluous references to Valve Group 7 in Table 3.2.3-1. Thus, these
references need to be deleted.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1 The proposed change deletes references to a valve group that currently does
not exist, and was never intended to exist. The valves once considered
Group 7 valves, E11-F022 and E11-F023, are actually Group 8 valves, and
isolate on the signals which isolate the Group 8 valves. There are no
valves associated with Valve Group 7, and it has been determined that no
valves should be associated with the Valve Group 7 currently listed in this
item. Since Group 7 does not currently provide any means of protection,
this change does not affect the probability or consequences of an accident.

2. Valve Group 7 currently does not include any valves. Therefore, it can
perform no safety function, nor hamper any existing safety function. Thus,

its deletion does not create the possibility of a new or°different kind of
accident,

3. Valve Group 7 cannot provide any means of protection, because it does not
currently include any valves. Its deletion does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change the demands

placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, the margin of safety remains
unchanged.
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Proposed Change Number 5

Place the operability requirements for Valve Croup 8 on a scparate line in
Item 1.a.1, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 1," in Table 3.3.2-1 under
Primary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-11 and specify the correct
requirements for the valve group.

Basis

Currently, Item l.a.l specifies the same operability requirements for Vaive

Groups 2, 6, 7, and 8. Deletion of Valve Group 7 is being addressed in Proposed
Change Number 4. The existing operability requirements apply only to Groups 2

and 6, which isolate the drywell equipment and floor drains and
drywell/suppression chamber purge and vent valves. Action Statement 20, "Be in at
least HOT SHUTDOWN within 6 hours and in COLD SHUTDOWN within the following 30
hours,” applies to Valve Groups 2 and 6, while Action 27, "Deactivate the shutdown
cooling supply and reactor vessel head spray isolation valves in the closed
position until the reactor steam dome pressure is within the specified limits, "
applies to the Group .8 valves. The Group 8 valves isolate the reactor vessel head
spray, residual heat removal (RHR) shutdown cooling supply, and RHR injection
isolation valves on a signal from the reactor vessel water level - low, level 1
instrumentation.

The proposed change places the Valve Group 8 information on a separate line with
its own action statement (Action 27) under Item l.a.1. This makes the information
provided more complete and accurate. No change has been made to the design or
operation of the instrumentation or equipment; only the way it is referenced in
Item 1.a.1 will be changed.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation ‘

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

The proposed chaige provides additional information in Item 1.a.l to make it
a more complete and accurate representation of the existing equipment and
instrumentation. The logic associated with the instrumentation has not
changed, nor has it design or operation. The proposed change references the
appropriate operational conditions for Valve Group 8 under Item l.a.l. The
same operability requirements are listed for Group 8 in Item 5.a under
shutdown cooling. Because this change provides additional information which
will present a more accurate description of the existing instrumentation, it
does no'. involve a significant increase in the probability of an accident,
nor does it involve a change in the consequences of any accident previously
evaluated,

s The proposed change will provide a more complete and accurate description of
existing equipment and instrumentation. It does not represent a change in
logic, nor does it reflect a change in the instrument design or operation,
Therefore, it does not croate the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated.
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The proposed change has no effect on the design or operation of the
equipment represented. It provides a more appropriate representation of
existing equipment. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Broposed Change Number 6

Place the operability requirements for Valve Group 3 on a separate line in
Item 1.a.2, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," in Table 3.3.2-1 under
Primary Containment Isolation on Page 3.4 3-11 «nd specify the correct
requitements for the valve group (BSEP-1 only).

Basis

Currently, Item 1.a.2 specifies the same operability requirements for Valve

Groups 1 and 3. The existing operability requirements apply only to Group 1,
which {solates the main steam line isolation, main steam line drain isolation, und
reactor water sample line isolation valves. Action Statement 20, "Be in at least
HOT SHUTDOWN within 6 h urs and in COLN SHUTDOWN within the following 30 hours,"
applies to Valve Group 1, while Action Statement 24, "lsclate the reactor water
cleanup system," applies to the Group 3 valves. The Greup 3 valves {solate the
reactor water cleanup system on a signal from the reactor vessel water

level - low, level 2 instrumentation.

The proposed change places the Valve Group 3 information on a separate line with
its own action statement (Action 24) under Item 1.a.2. This makes the information
provided more complete and accurate. No change has been made to the design or
operation of the inctrumentation or equipment; only the way it i{s referenced in
Item 1.a.2 will be changed.

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

& The proposed change provides additional information in Item 1.a.2 to make it
a more complete and accurate representation of the existing equipment and
instrumentation. The logic associated with the instrumentation has not
changed, nor has its design or operation. The proposed change references
the appropriate operational conditions for Valve Group 3 under Item 1.a.2.
The same operability requirements are listed for Group 3 in Item 3.e under
reactor water cleanup system isolation. Because this change provides
additional information which will present a more accurate description of the
existing instrumentation, it does not involve a significant increase in the
probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in the consequences
of any accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed change will provide a more complete and accurate description of
existing equipment and instrumentation. It does not represent a change in
logic, nor does it reflect a change in the instrument design or operation.
Therefore, it does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change has no effect on the design or operation of the

equipment represented. It provides a more appropriate representation of
existing equipment. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Exoposed Change Number 7

Replace "and" with ":" in the instrument number listings in Item 1.a.2, "Reactor
Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," in Table 3.3.2-1 under Primary Containment
Isolation on Page 3,/4 5-11 (ESEP-1 only).

Basis

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with cther notation
throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of the table. The
conjunctien "and" was not intended to describe logic I{unctions of the instruments.
The word "and" was used in the tag number lists purely as a conjunction. The
information provided is merely a list of instrument tag numbers associated with
the described instrumentation and i{s provided solely to assist the operator in
usage of the Technical Specifications.

L0CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

. The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide conasistency throughout the table. The logic
assoclated with the i{nstrumentation has not changed, nor has its function,
design, or operation. Therefore, it does not involve a significant increase
in the probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in the
consequences of any accident previously evaluated.

- The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide :consistency
with other entries provided in the table. It does not represont a change in
logic, nor does it reflect a change in the instrument function, design, or
operation. Therefore, it does not create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

B The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be as to
vhether the logic associated with the instrumentation i{s represented. Logic
is not represented and was never intended to be represented. It does not
change the design or capability of the primary containment system, nor does
it change the demands placed upon this process function. Therefore, there
is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Eroposed Change Number 8

Delete Item 1.a.2, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," from Table 3.3.2-1
on Page 3/4 3-11 and re-label Item 1.a.3 as Item 1.a.2 (BSEP-2 only).

Basis

The Technical Specification change request submitted on September 29, 1987, as
supplemented on October 14, 1987 and November 24, 1987, revised the reactor vessel
vater level trip function for the Valve Group 1 isolation valves from reactor
vessel water level - low, level 2 to reactor vessel water level - low, level 3
This resulted in only Valve Group 3 b ing actuated by the reactor vessel water
level - low, level 2 trip function. Valve Group 3 i{solates the reactor water
cleanup system and is addressed specifically in Item 3.e for the reactor vessel
vater level - low level 2 instrumentation. The proposed change deletes Item 1.a.2
because the instrumentation no longer actuates any valve groups that need to be
addressed under Item 1. This change does not represent any physical change to the
design or operation of any systems. It only more accurately describes the trip
function associated with the Group 3 valves.

LO0CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for .lie
following reasons:

The proposed change deletes information which no longer belongs under

Item 1. Via a previous submittal, the trip function for the Group 1
isolation valves was revised from reactor vessel water level - low, level 2
to reactor vessel water level - low, level 3, The information associated
with the remaining valve group actuated by that trip funftion, Valve

Group 3, is more appropriately referenced in Item 3.e, which describes the
instrumentation that actuates reactor water cleanup system isolation. The
proposed change does not reflect a change to the design or operation of the
instrumentation and valve groups; it only clarifies existing information in
the table. Therefore, there is no impact on the consequences of an
accident, nor {s there any change in the probability of an accident.

2. The proposed change clarifies the table by placing the information
associated with the reactor vessel water level - low, level 2
instrumentation in {ts appropriate place. It does not reflect a change in
the design or operation of the system. Therefore, it does not create the
possibility of a new or different accident.

3 The proposed change does not reflect a change to the design or operation of
any equipment. It merely provides the applicable references to the reactor
vessel water level - low, level 2 instrumentation in the appropriate place
in the table. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 9

Delete Valve Group 7 from Item 1.b, "Drywell Pressure - High," in Table 3.3.2-1
under Primary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-11,

Basis

Currently, Technical Specification Table 3.6.3-1 identifies the reactor vessel
head spray, residual heat removal (RHR) shutdown cooling supply, and RHR injection
isolation valves as Group 8 valves. Table 3.3.2-1 indicates Group 8 valves
isolate on reactor vessel water level - low, level 1 (LLl) and reactor steam dome
pressure - high.

Table 3.3.2-1 also lists Group 7 valves as having isolation signals from reactor
vessel water level - lew, level 1, drywell pressure - high, and reactor steam dome
pressure. However, Table 3.6.3-1 does not identify any valves as Group 7 valves.

The proposed change deletes the reference to Valve Group 7 under "Valve Groups
Operated By Signal® {n Item 1.b of Table 3.3.2-1. The following factoirs
contributed to the confusion associated with creation of a Valve Group 7.

CUSTOM TO STANDARD TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION

In 1977, BSEP converted from the custom Technical Specification format to the
standard format. Ihe Standard Technical Specifications (STS) were requested for
both units on August .2 1977, and issued on November 23, 1977,

As part of this conversion, several changes vere made to the vilve groups to more
completely and consistently describe the isolation signals. Valve Group 2
originally contained those valves which were assumed to i{solateé during a loss of
coolant accident but were not located on high energy lines with their own leak
detection. The i{soletion signals associated with these valves were LL1 and
drywell pressure - high. There were also several subgroups within Group 2 that
isolated on additional signals. In the conversion from custom to STS, new valve
groups were created to recognize these distinctions. Group 6 was created for
those valves originally in Group 2 that also isolated on reactor building vent
high radiation. Group 8 was created for those valves originally in Group 2
associated with the RHR system that {solate on LL1 and reactor vessel steam dome
pressure - high.

LOGIC DESICN CHANCES
In 1975, General Electric issued Service Information Letter 131, which recommended
several changes to the containment isolation logic. Experience had shown that the

normal water level drops that occurred during scrams due to collapse of voids
exceeded the LL1 setpoint. This caused unnecessary valve group isolations.
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Threa changes were recommended for BSEP to reduce the complexity of scram
recoveries and to reduce demands on the operators caused by unnecessary system
isolations and transients so they could concentrate on the scram itself and be
more observant for unusual occurrences. These changes were:

s Lower reactor water cleanup system isolation from LLl to reactor vessel
-ater level - low, level 2 (LL2),

5 Lower secondary containment {solation and standby gas treatment system
initiation from LL1 to LL2,

3. Delete the drywell pressure - high i{solation siguals for RHR suction and
discharge valves.

Plant mciification and Technical Specification change packages were prepared to
support these logic changes. The original amencment request for BSEP-? was made
on February 2, 1976. The BSEP-2 amendment request was submitted in custom format.
On June 22, 1977, a submittal was macde that indicated that the same changes were
applicable to BSEP-1 as well, and requested that tne original change be amended to
include BSEP-1. The amendment for BSEP-2 was issued on October 12, 1977. The
amendment for BSEP-1 was issued in STS format on April 4, 1979, after conversion
to STS format.

Both requests associated with the logic change requested that the drywell
pressure - high signal be deleted as an RHR {solation signal. Howevar, the
Technical Specification pages originally submitted with the BSF®-2 submittal
failed to indicate that the drywell pressure - high signal was also to be deleted
for the RHR head spray valves (E11-F022 and E11-F023). This changc was
encompassed in the iogic change; however, the Technical Specification pages were
not changed to reflect this. .

Apparently, this failure to specifically identify the RHR reactor head spray
valves as no longer having the drywell pressure - high signal associated with
them, led those preparing the BSEP-2 custom to STS conversion package to assume
thst they should be treated differently (i.e., no longer as Group 2 valves, but
not as Group 8 valves either, as they should Lave been). The isolation signals
associated with the Croup 7 valves were assumed to e LLl, reactor steam dome
pressure - high and drywell pressure - high. Thus, when Valve Groups 6 and 8 were
created in the BSEP-2 STS, Valve Group 7 was creared specifically for the RHR
reactor head spray valves solely because they were thought to still isolate on
drywell pressure - high.

Valve Group 7 waes created in Table 3.6.3-1 o¢nly for BSEP-2 in the original
issuance of the STS. The BSEP-2 Technical S~ecifications now listed a Valve
Group 7 for the E11-F022 and E11-F023 valves in Table 3.6.3-1, and Group 7 as a
valve group operated by the L.1, reactor steam dome pressure - high and drywell
pressure - high isolation signals in Table 3.2.3-1., When the BSEP-1 STS were
issued, there was no reference to Group 7 listed anywhere because the logic
modification had not yet been performed.

The BSEP-1 Technical Specification change iossociated with the logic change wvas
developed from the initial logic cliange requast for BSEP-2. As a result, the
BSEP-1 amendment, which was an amendment to the STS, included the Group 7
references in Table 3.2.3-1 as a valve group operated by the LLl, reactor steam
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dome pressure - high and drywe.l pressure - high signals, but did not identify
Valve CGroup 7 and its associated valves in Table 3.6.3-1.

On September 7, 1982, an additional amendment request was submitted which stated
that a typographical error had been made in the classification of the RHR head
spray va'res. The vs.ves were not actually Group 7; they were to be Group 8
valves. This amendment was issued on March 6, 1954 and changed the classification
of tha valves in Table 3.6.3-1 from Group 7 to Group 8. This actually applied
only to BSEP-2, since BSEP-1 never identified a Grcup 7 in Table 3.6.3-1; however,
the amendment was issued for both units. This azandment request did pot delete
the superfluous references to Valve Group 7 in Table 3.2.3-1. Thus, these
references need to be deleted.

AOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1 The proposed change deletes references to a valve group that currently does
not exist, and was never intended to exist. The valves once considered
Group 7 valves, E11-F022 and E11-7023, are actually Group 8 valves, and
isolate on the signals which isolate the Group 8 Valves. There are no
valves associated with Valve Group 7, and {t has been determined thac¢ no
valves should be asscciated with the current Valve Group 7. Since Group 7
does not currently provide any means cf proiection, this change does not
aifect the probability or consequences of an accident.

v 8 Valve Group 7 currently dees not include any valves., Therefore, it ca&n
perform no safety function, nor hamper any existing safety function. Thus,

its deletion does not create the possibility of a new or*differert kird of
accident.

3. Valve Group 7 cannot prov.de any means of protection, because it does not
currently include any valves. Its deletion does not change the design ov
capability of the primary containment system, nor does ic¢ change the demand.

placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, the margin of safety remains
unchanged,
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Broposed | hange [ vaber 10

Add rela:ss Instrument Number D12-RE-NOO6A,B,C,D to Item l.c.l, "Main Steam Line
Radis~ion -~ High," in Table 3.3.2-]1 under Primary Containment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3 11,

Rails

The main :tea Ji;w radiation - high instrumentation detects radiocactivity that
may be released as 2 result of a control rod drop accid.rt and provides isolation
signals to the maiu steam isplation and drain isclat’nn vnlves. This limits the
amount of radicvactivity reljased from containment.

The current T.zhnical S:.ecifi actions ref rence only the instrument number for the
radiation monitor drawer iocat.d in the control room. It does not list the
assocliatsd radlation detectccs hish ace located in the main steam isolation valve
(MSIV) pit. %he proposed -hange adi. 'nstrument Numbar D12-RE-NOO6A %,C,D, which
represents rhe radiation aezecterr. ~¢ 'tem l.c.1 in fable 3. 3.2-1. These
instrumen*: are not being phys!:ally changed or added to the instrument loop; they
eurrencly exist, but are not relerence.l in the aspropriate place in the table. By
adding .ese instru..nis to the lis:, *he instryzen” loop is more clearly and
ceapletely identified in *he Technical Sperifi stiom:. This may reduce the
pessibi. ity of confusion concerniug which {ng vwasnt channel {s subject to the
requiremerts of Item 1.c.1l.

AQUFRIC 52 Evaluatirn

T:a propoced chanse does nn- involve a sifnificant hazards consideration for the

following reasons:

l The nropos 3 ¢ iarge afls a reference to Instrument Number
D12-0£-NOO6A ,PF,C,D, which re.ras->,*s L9e radiation detectors located in the
MSIV it dn (tem 1l.c.l so tne appropriite devices are clearly identified in
*k¢ Techu'cal Cpecifications in a format consistent with other plant
documents and progvams. It does not change the devices which perform the
Jercribed fraction, nor does it cha,,» their eoility to mitigate accidents.
T« siugly rof reuces tiem uwore com letely and correctly. This change will
reduce the oy ibility of misuncir tanding about which devices are
associaten wiiy the isolerinn function, rhereby potentially reducing errors.
Therefor ., i* “+  ‘wt {mpac. ... probability or consequences of any
acciden. previousiy evalua‘ed.

2, The proputed chang. completes the (nctrument number references in Item 1.-.1
so the appropriate devices are clearly {‘entified in the Technical
Specification: in a format consistent with other plant documents and
programs The jnstrumentation performs the same function as bafore fou
mitigating ar 4 detecting accidunt comditionsr, It is merely being referenced
more zompletely and correctly. This chang: #ill recice the pciantial for
misunderstand ng abe.t which devices are associated with the isclation
function, thereby educing the potentia’ _or errors. Therefore, no new
accident puuaibilit es are sreated.
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The proposed change adds an instrument rumber reference so the appropriate
devices are completely and clearly identified in the Technical
Specifications in a format consistent with other plant documents and
programs. It does not chang: the response, capability, veliability, or
testing requirements of the instrumentation, nor does it change the ability
of the instrumentation to mitigate or detect accident conditions. This
change will reduce the possibility of misunderstanding about which devices
are associated with the isolation function, thereby reducing potential
errors. It does not change the design or capability of the primary
containment system, nor does is cliange the demands placed upon this process
bacrier. Therefore, there is no effect on the margin of safety.
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Exoposed Change Number 11

Delete Footnote (h) from under the Applicable Operational Condition column in
Item 1.c.1, "Main Steam Line Radiation - High,® in Table 3.3.2-1 under Primary
Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-11 (BSEP-2 only).

Basis

Footnote (h) was added to the Technical Specifications via Amendment 131 on
December 10, 1986 to support the hydrogen injection test which took place in
January, 1987. This was a one-time test; therefore, the footnote is no longer
applicable or necessary for normal operation.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a sigrificant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1. The proposed change deletes a footnote which no longer applies. The
footnote was added to support a one-time, hydrogen injection test, which was
completed on January 5, 1987, No additional testing is planned. Thus, the

proposed change has no effect on the probability of an accident, nor does it
affsct the consequences of any accidents.

2. The referenced footnote no longer applies to BSEP-2. The hydrogen injection
test was successfully completed on January 5, 1987. Thus, this footnote is

no longer necessary, and deletion of it will not create the possibility of a
new or different type of accident.

3. Footnote (h) was added to support a one-time hydrogen infection test, which
was completed on January 5, 1987, No additional testing is planned;
therefore, the footnote no longer applies and should be deleted. This
deletion has no impact on the margin of safety.
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Exoposed Change Number 12

Add Footnote (i) under Valve Groups in Items 1l.¢.2, 1l.¢.3, 1l.c.4 (BSEP-2
only), 1.d, l.e, and 1.f in Table 3.3.2-1 under Primary Containment Isolation on
Pages 3/4 3-11 and 3/4 3-12,

Basis

The reactor water sample line valves, B32-F019 and B32-F020, i{solate on raactor
vessel water level - low and main steam line radiation - high. The remaining
Group 1 isolation signals have no bearing on the reactor water sample line; they
would not detect a reactor water sample line rupture, nor would isolation of the
reactor water sample line serve to mitigate or prevent a main steam line break
outside containment. This is because of the small diameter of the sample line,
and the fact that it {s routed separately from the main steam lines.

The current Technical Specifications incorrectly indicate that the B32-FOl9 and
B32-F020 resctor water sample isolation valves isolate automatica’ly on all of the
Group 1 isolation signals. It should show th-" c(nese valves isolate only on
reactor water level - low or main steam line radiation - high.

This change adds a reference to a new Footnote (i) to Items 1.¢.2, 1l.¢.3,

l.c.4 (BSEP-2 only), 1.d, l.e, and 1.f. The footnote states "Does rot isolate
B32-FO19 or B32-F020." This would correct the current information which implies
that the B32-F019 and B32:F020 valves isolate on main steam line pressure - low,
main steam line flow - high, main steam line tunnel temperature - high, condenser
vacuum - low, and turbine building area temperature - high.

This change does not represent any physical changes to the instruments themselves;
it only provides a more adequate description of the existing inmstrumentation and
its function,

LOCFRS0.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1. The Group 1 isolation signals function to prevent, detect and/or mitigate a
main steam line break outside containment. The only signals which serve to
isolate che reactor water sample line are the reactor water level - low or
main steam line radiation - high. The remaining Group 1 signals would not
detect a need to i{solate the reactor water sample line, nor would isolation
of this line mitigate or prevent a main steam line break outside
containment.

The proposed change does not represent a change in instrumentation or logic;
it merely provides & more adequate description of existing instrumentation
aid {ts function. The existing design of the system is more clearly defined
by referencing the Footnote (i), thus, reducing confusion about the
operation of the system. It is sufficient for accomplishing the required
safety function. Therefore, there is no change in the probability of
occurrence or the consequences of a pipe break outside containment, which is
the only accident to which this change would apply.
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Failure of the reactor water sample line is bounded by the main steam line
break accident., The Group 1 signals, with the exception of the reactor
vessel water level - low and main steam line radiation - high signals, would
not detect and are not needed to isolate the reactor water sample line when
necessary. No instrumentation is being changed; it is merely being
referenced in a more accurate manner. Therefore, the possibility of a new
accident i{s not created by this change.

The Group 1 isolation signals, except for reactor water level - low and main
steanm line radiation - high, would not detect the need to isolate the
reactor vater sample line and isolation of the line would not mitigate the
consequences of a main steam line break. These signals do not cause
isolation of the reactor water sample line, and never have. Therefore,
these isolation signals, when associated wicth Valves B32-FO19 and B32-F020,
do not accomplish any safety function. Thus, they do not contribute to the
margin of safety and their elimination from the Technical Specifications
would not change the margin of safety. The automatic isolation of the
reactor wvater sample line on the existing two trips are the ones which are
necessary and sufficient to ensure isolation of Valves B32-F019 and B32-F020
when required.
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Proposed Change Number 13

Add new Item 1.g, "Reactor Building Exhaust Radiation - High," and associated
Instrusent Numbers D12-RE-NO1OA,B and D}2-RM-K609A,B to Table 3.3.2-1 under
Primary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-12.

Basis

The reactor building exhaust radiation - high isolation signal causes the Group 6
isolation valves, which include the containment atmospheric control valves and
certain containment atmospheric monitoring and post-accident sampling system
valves, to close during a loss of coolant accident (LOCA). This minimizes the
amount of radiation releised from primary containment under LOCA conditions. This
signal is not of primary importance for Group 6 isolation; the reactor vessel
water level - low, level 2 and drywell pressure - high signals provide Group 6
isolation signals much earlier in a LOCA scenario. These two signals directly
detect a LOCA, while the reacto: building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation
detects radiation released from primary containment to the reactor building. It
does not directly detect a LOCA and will isolate Group & much later than the other
two signals will.

Item 1 of Table 3.3.2-1, "Primary Containment Isolation," provides information
concerning isolation of the main steam lines, drywell drains, and the containment
atmospheric control and monitoring systems. The main steam lires are isolated by
the Group 1 valves, the drywell drains and associated systems by the Group 2
valves, and the containment atmospheric control and monitoring systems by the
Group 6 valves,

The nev Item 1.g provides information relating te the reactor building exhaust
radiation - high instrumentation with respect to the Group 6 isolation valves.
This instrumentation consists of two channels; one per trip system, either of
which can initiate a Croup 6 isolation. The radiation monitors listed are located
in the reactor building exhaust plenum and monitor normal HVAC effluent from
secondary containment in the reactor building.

Item 1.g provides the appropriate operability and surveillance requirements for
isolation of the Gruup 6 valves on a signal from the reactor building exhaust
radiation - high instrumentation. These requirements are the same as those listed
for the other Group 6 signals specified under Item 1 since they perform the same
safety function,
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LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

The proposed change establishes specific operability and surveillance
requirements for instrumentation which {s designed to detect accident
conditions, not prevent an accident. These requirements are consistent with
the accident analysis assumptions and are similar to those for other
instrumentation in this group. There i{s no change in how the equipment is
operated., This change establishes operability and surveillance requirements
for existing equipment and does not change the design or affect the
operation of the instrumentation. Thus, there is no increase in the
probability of an accident.

The proposed change adds operability and surveillance requirements which are
appropriate for the Group 6 isolation valves and their related safety
function. The existing requirements in the Technical Specifications are
listed under the Secondary Containment section, and are not directly
applicable to the Group 6 valves. The reactor building exhaust

radiation - high signal is not depended upon for Group 6 isolation for any
design basis accident; thus, there is no impact on the consequences of any
accident.

Specifying the correct operability and surveillance requirements provides
additional assurance that the instrumentation will perform its intended
safety function, It does not change the design or operation of any
equipment or cause it to operate in a manner not previously evaluated. It
does not affect any equipment which could ciuse an accident. It only
affects existing instrumentation designed to detect acciflent conditions.
Therefore, it does not create the possibility of a new accident,

Specifying the correct operability and surveillance requirements does not
affect any equipment which could cause an accident. It only affects
instrumentation designed to detect radioactivity in secondary containment
and is not depended upon for mitigating any design basis accident.
Therefore, it is not a factor in the margin of safety for any design basis
accident, The instrumentation {s designed to detect and mitigate the design
basis accidents is not affected by this change and will have the same
reliability and response characteristics.
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Proposed Change Number 14

Add reference to Footnote (k), which states, "Secondary containment i{solation
dampers as listed in plant procedure ,* with {ts own operability
requirements under the valve group column in Item 2.a, "Reactor Building Exhaust
Radiation - High," in Table 3.3.2-1 under Secondary Contairment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3-13.

Basis

A signal from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation closes
the secondary containment {solation dampers, thereby establishing secondary
containment {solation and minimizing the release of radiation from the reactor
building during an accident., The dampers work in conjunction with the standby gas
treatment system to establish a negative pressure in the reactor building and a
controlled vent path through the standby gas treatment system filters and the
stack. Secondary containment {solation would occur during a LOCA due to low
reactor vessel vater level or drywell pressure - high., This would minimize the
release of radicactivity from the reactor building. Secondary containment
isolation is also assumed tc occur during a refueling accident due to a signal
from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation to contain
radiation released in a fuel handling accident,

The current Technical Specifications reference Valve Group 6 under Item 2.a but do
not reference the dampers which in fact establish secondary containment isolation.
The proposed change adds a reference to Footnote (k) to the current references
provided in Item 2.a to provide the needed reference to the secondary containment
isolation dampers, which isclate secondary containment. The appropriate action
statement associated with the secondary containment dampers is Action

Statement 23, which states, “"Establish SECONDARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY with the
standby gas treatment system operating within one hour," while the appropriate
action statement for Valve Group 6 is Action Statement 20, "Be in at least HOT
SHUTDOWN within 6 hours and in COLD SHUTDOWN within the following 30 hours," as is
also shown in Item 1l.g. Thus, the two items are listed on separate lines under
Item 2.a.

Footnote (k) states, "Secondary containment i{solation dampers as listed in plant
procedure ." The secondary containment isolation dampers are currently
listed in Table 3.6.5.2-1 of the Technical Specifications. This table is being
deleted, and the information relocated to a plant procedure, as described
elsevhere in this submittal,

Addition of the footnote reference is necessary because there is no reference to
the secondary containment dampers in Item 2.a. This change will simplify the
Technical Specifications, eliminate discrepancies, and reduce the potential for
misinterpretation. The procedure which will list the secondary containment
isolation dampers once they are removed from the Technical Specifications is
currently being developed. The Company will provide a specific procedure
reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent
submittal.
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LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

This change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the following
reasons:

1. The proposed change provides a more accurate reference to tha appropriate
valves covered by Item 2.a under Secondary Containment Isolaiion. The
current Technical Specifications list a valve group which is isolated by a
signal from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation,
but does not establish secondary containment isolation. The dampers which
establish secondary containment isolation upon receipt of a signal from the
reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation will be listed in
plant procedure

There i{s no change in the design, operation, reliability, or testing
requirements of existing plant systems. This change provides a mora
complete reference to existing plant equipment in {ts appropriate place in
the table. Thus, there {s no change in the probability of occurrence of an
accident, nor is there any change in the consequences of any accident
previously evaluated.

2. The proposed change provides a more accurate reference to the appropriate
valves covered by Item 2.a. The current Technical Specifications list a
valve group which is i{solated by a signal from the reactor building axhaust
radiation - high instrumentation, but does not establish secondary
containment i{solation. The dampers which establish secondary containment
isolation upon receipt of a signal from the reactor building exhaust
radiation - high instrumentation will be listed in a plant procedure which
will be specifically identified at a later date.

There is no change in the design, operation, reliability, or testing
requirements of existing plant systems. This change provides a more
complete reference to existing plant equipment in an appropriate place in
the plant procedures. Thus, no new or different accident situations are
created.

3. The proposed change provides references to the appropriate valves covered by
Itex 2.a. This change adds a reference to the dampers which actually
provide secondary containment isolation. There is no change in the
response, capability, reliability, or testing requirements of plant systems.
It does not change the design or capability of the primary containment, nor
does it change the demands place upon this process barrier. Thus, there is
no effect on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Chanse Number '3

Place the oparability requirements for Valve Group 6 on a separate line in
Itea 2.a, "Reactor Building Exhaust Radiation - High," in Table 3.3.2-1 under
Secondary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-13,

basis

Currently, Item 2.a specifies operability requirements for Valve Group 6. The
existing operability requirements apply only to the secondary containment
isolation dampers, which are addressed in Proposed Change Number l4. Action
Statement 20, "Be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within 6 hours and in COLD SHUTDOWN
vithin the following 30 hours," applies to Valve Group 6, while Action 23,
"Establish SECONDARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY with the standby gas ireatment system
operating within one hour," applies to the secondary containment {solation

dampers .

The proposed change places the Valve Group 6 information on a separate line with
its own action statement (Action 20) under Item 2.a. This makes the information
provided more complete and accurate. No change has been made to the design or
operation of the instrumentation or equipment; only the way it is referenced in
Item 2.a will be changed.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1. The proposed change provides additional information in Item 2.a to make it a
more complete and accurate representation of the existing equipment and
instrumentation. The logic associated with the instrumentation has not
changed, nor has it design or operation. The proposed change references the
appropriate operational conditions for Valve Group 6 under Item 2.a. The
same operability requirements are listed for Group 6 in Item l.g under
primary containment i{solation. Because this change provides additional
information which will present a more accurate description of the existing
instrumentation, it does not involve a significant increase in the
probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in the consequences
of any accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed change will provide a more complete and accurate description of
existing equipment and instrumentation., It does not represent a change in
logic, nor does it reflect a change in the instrument design or operation.
Therefore, it does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change has no effect on the design or operation of the

aquipment represented. It provides a more appropriate representation of
existing equipment., Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Exoposed Change Number 16

Replace Instrument Number D12-RM-NO10A,B with Instrument Number D12-RE-NO10A,B in
Item 2.a, "Reactor Building Exhaust Radiation - High," in Table 3.3.2-1 under
Secondary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-13.

Basis

4 signal from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation closes
the secondary containment i{solation dampers, thereby establishing secondary
containment and minimizing the release of radiation froa the reactor building
during an accident. The dampers work in conjunction with the standby gas
treatment system to establish a negative pressure in the reactor building and a
controlled vent path through the standby gas treatment system filters and the
stack., Secondary containment isolition would occur during a LOCA due to reactor
vessel water leval - low, level 2 or drywell pressure - high. This would minimize
the release of radiocactivity from the reactor building. Secondary containment
isolation is also assumed to occur during a refueling accident due to a signal
from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentaticn to contain
radiation released in a fuel handling accident.

Item 2.a currently incorrectly references Instrument Number D12-RM-NO1OA,B as the
reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation. This instrument should
be identified as D12-RE-NO1OA,B. The proposed change does not result from a plant
modification; the existing instrument number is not referenced correctly. It does
not represent a change to the instrumentation. The proposed change will result in
the instrument loop being more clearly and completely identified in the Technical
Specifications, and reduce the possibility of confusion concerning which
instrument channel is subject to those Technical Specification requirements.

L0CFR30.92 Evaluation
This change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the following
reasons:

. The proposed change will result in the reactor building exhaust
radiation - high instrumentation loop being more completely and correctly
fidentified. The nomenclature will be consistent with that used in othe:
plant documents and programs. It does not represent any change to the
devices which perform the specified function; it more clearly references
existing instrumentation. This change will reduce misunderstanding about
which devices are associated with the isolation function. Thus, therz is no
change in the probabiiity of an accident, nor is there any change in the
consequences of any accident.

P The existing instrument number listed under Item 2.a is not consistent with
other plant documents and programs. There is no change to the instrument it
represents; this change will only revise the instrument number to match that
listed in other documentation. This change may reduce misunderstanding
about which devices are associated with the isolation function. Thus, this
change does not create the possibility of a new accident.
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The proposed change will result in the reactor building exhaust

radiation - high instrumentation being more correctly identified in the
Technical Specifications. The nomenclature will be consistent with that
used in other plant documents and programs and, therefore, reduce confusion
about vhich instrumentation i{s being referenced. There is no physical
change to the instrumentation; only its number is being revised in the
Technical Specifications. Therefore, this change has no impact on the
margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 17

Add Instrument Number D12-RM-K609A,B to Item 2.a, “"Reactor Building Exhaust

Radiation - High," in Table 3.3.2-1 under Secondary Containment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3.13,

Basis

A signal from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation closes
the secondary containment isolation dampers, thereby establishing secondary
containment {solation and minimizing the release of radiation from the reactor
building during an accident., The dampers work in conjunction with the standby gas
treatment system to establish a negative pressure ‘n the reactor building and a
controlled vent path through the standby gas treatment system filters and the
stack. Secondary containment i{solation would occur during a LOCA due to reactor
vessel water level - low, level 2 or drywell pressure - high. This would minimize
the release of radioactivity from the reactor building. Secondary containment
isolation is also assumed to occur during a refueling accident due to a signal
from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation to contain
radiation released in a fuel handling accident. Item 2.a currently lists only the
radiation monitor D12-RM-NO1OA,B. It should also list the radiation monitor
drawer D12-RM-K609A,B which is located in the control room.

The proposed change does not result from a plant modification; it i{s an addition
of a reference to existing instrumentation which is currently associated with this
system, but not listed. The instrumentation will continue to perform {its intended
function just as before; however, it will now be listed in its appropriate place
in the Technical Specifications.

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation '

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1. The proposed change will result in the reactor building exhaust
radiation - high instrumentation loop being more completely and correctly
fdentified. The list of instruments associated with the reactor building
exhaust radiation - high instrumentation will be more complete and
consistent with that used in other plant documents and prngrams. It does
not represent any change to the devices which perform the specified
function; it more clearly references existing instrumentation. This change
will reduce misunderstanding about which devices are associated with the
{solation function. Thus, there is no change in the probability of an
accident, nor is there any change in the consequences of any accident.

- The existing instrument number li{sted under Item 2.a is not a complete
representation of the instrumentation associated with the isolation
instrumentation, There is no change to the instrumentation represented;
this change will only add an additional instrument number to provide a more
complete list of associated instruments. This change may reduce
misunderstanding about which devices are associated with the i{solation
function., Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new
accident,
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The proposed change will result in the reactor building exhaust

radiation - high instrumentation being more correctly identified in the
Technical Specifications. The instrumentation will be referenced more
completely and thereby reduce confusion about which instrumentation is
associated with the isolation signal. There is no physical change to the
instrumentation; an additional reference is being added to provide a more
complete description of the isolation instrumentation. Therefore, this
change has no impact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 18

Delete Valve Group 7 from Item 2.b, "Drywell Pressure - High," in Table 3.3.2-1
under Secondary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-13,

Basis

Currently, Technical Specification Table 3.6.3-1 {dentifies the reactor vessel
head spray, residual heat removal (RHR) shutdown cooling supply, and RHR injection
isolation valves as Group 8 valves. Table 3.3.2-1 indicates Group 8 valves
isolate on reactor vessel water level - low, level 1 (LL1) and reactor steam dome
pressure - high.

Table 3.3.2-1 also lists Group 7 valves as having isolation signals from reactor
vessel water level - low, level 1, drywell pressure - high, and reactor steam dome
pressure - high. However, Table 1.6.3:-1 does not identify any valves as CGroup 7
valves.

The proposed change deletes the reference to Valve Group 7 under "Valve Groups
Operated By Signal® in Item 2.b of Table 3.3.2-1. The following factors
contributed to the confusion associated with creation of a Valve Group 7.

CUSTOM TO STANDARD TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION

In 1977, BSEP converted from the custom Technical Specification formac to the
standard format. The Standard Technical Specifications (STS) were requested for
both units on August 22, 1977, and issued on November 23, 1977,

As part of this conversion, several changes were made to the valve groups to more
completely and consistently describe the isolation signals. Valve Group 2
originally contained those valves which were assumed to isolate during a loss of
coolant accident but were not located on high energy lines with their own leak
de”ection. The isolation signals associated with these valves were LLl and
drywell pressure - high. There were also several subgroups witiiin Croup 2 that
isolated on additional signals. In the conversion from custom to STS, new valve
groups were created to recognize these distinctions. Group 6 was created for
those valves originally in Group 2 that also isolated on reactor building vent
high radiation., Group 8 was created for those valves originally in Group 2
associated with the RHR system that isolate on LL1 and reactor vessel steam dome
pressure - high.

LOCIC DESICGN CHANGES

In 1975, General Electric i{ssued Service Information Letter 131, which recommended
several changes to the containment isolation logic. Experience had shown that the
normal wvater level drops that occurred during scrams due to collapse of voids
exceeded the LLl setpoint. This caused unnecessary valve group isolations,
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Three changes were recommended for BSEP to reduce the complexity of scram
recoveries and to reduce demands on the operators caused by unnecessary system
isolations and transients so they could concentrate oii the scram itself and be
mors observant for unusual occurrences. These changes were:

B Lover reactor water cleanup system isolation from LLl1 to reactor vessel
water level - low, level 2 (LL2),

2. Lower secondary containment isolation and standby gas treatment system
initiation from LL1 to LL2,

3. Delete the drywell pressure - high isolation signals for RHR suction and
discharge valves.

Plant modification and Technical Specification change packages were prepared to
support these logic changes. The origincl amendment request for BSEP-2 was made
on February 2, 1976. The BSEP-2 amendment request was submitted in custom format.
On June 22, 1977, a submittal was made that indicated that the same changes were
applicable to BSEP-1.as well, and requested that the original change be amended to
include BSEP-1. The amendment for BSEP-2 was issued on October 12, 1977, The
amendment for BSEP-1 was issued in STS format on April 4, 1979, after conversion
to STS format,

Both requests associated with the logic change requested that the drywell
pressure - high signal be deleted as an RHR i{solation signal. However, the
Technical Specification pages originally submitted with the BSEP-2 submittal
failed to indicate that the drywell pressure - high signal was also to be deleted
for the RHR head spray valves (E11-F022 and E11-F023). This change was
encompassed in the logic change; however, the Technical Specification pages were
not changed to reflect this. *

Apparently, this failure to specifically identify the RHR reactor head spray
valves as no longer having the drywell pressure - high signal associated with
them, led those preparing the BSEP-2 custom to STS conversion package to assume
that they should be treated differently (i.e., no longer as Group 2 valves, but
not as Group 8 valves either, as they should have been). The isolation signals
associated with the Group 7 valves were assumed to be LLl, reactor steam dome
pressure - high and drywell pressure - high. Thus, when Valve Groups 6 and 8 were
created in the BSEP-2 STS, Valve Croup 7 was created specifically for the RHR
reactor head spray valves solely because they were thought to still isolate on
drywell pressure - high.

Valve Group 7 was created in Table 3.6.3-1 only for BSEP-2 in the original
issuance of the STS. The BSEP-2 Technical Specifications now listed a Valve
Group 7 for the E11-F022 and E11-F023 valves in Table 3.6.3-1, and Group 7 as a
valve group operated by the LLl, reactor steam dome pressure - high and drywell
pressure - high isolation signels in Table 3.2 .3-1. When the BSEP-1 STS were
issued, there was no reference to Croup 7 listed anywhere because the logic
modification had not yet been performed.

The BSEP-1 Technical Specification change associated with the logic change was
developed from the initial logic change request for BSEP-2. As a result, the
BSEP-] amendment, which was an amendment to the STS, included the Group 7
references in Table 3.2 .3.1 as a valve group operated by the LLl, reactor steam

PAGE 33



dome pressure - high and drywell pressure - high signala, but did not identify
Valve Group 7 and its associated valves in Table 3.6.3-1. ‘

On September 7, 1982, an additional amendment request was submitted which stated
that a typographical error had been made in the classification of the RHR head
spray valves. The valves were not actually Group 7; they were to be Group 8
valves. This amendment was issued on March 6, 1984 and changed the classification
of the valves in Table 3.6.3-1 from Group 7 to Group 8. This actually applied
only to BSEP-2, since BSEP-1 never identified a Group 7 in Table 3.6.3-1; however,
the amenduwent was issued for both units. This amendment request did not delete
the superfluous references to Valve Group 7 in Table 3.2.3-1. Thus, these
references need to be deleted.

AOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

:. The proposed change deletes references to a valve group that currently does
not exist, and was never intended to exist. The valves once considered
Group 7 valves, E11-F022 and E11-F023, are actually Group 8 valves, and
isolate on the signals which isolate the Group 8 valves. There are no
valves associated with Valve Group 7, and {t has been determined that no
valves should be associated with the current Valve Group 7. Since Group 7
does not currently provide any means of protection, this change does not
affect the probability or consequences of an accident.

2. Valve Group 7 currently does not include any valves. Therefore, it can
perform no safety function, nor hamper any existing safety function. Thus,
its deletion does not create the possibility of a new or.different kind of
accident.

3. Valve Group 7 cannot provide any means of protection, because it does not
currently include any valves. Its deletior. does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change the demands
placed upon this process barrier., Therefore, the margin of safaty remains
unchanged.
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Exoposed Change Number 19

Add reference to Footnote (k), "Secondary containment {solation dampers as listed
in plant procedure " under the valve group column in Item 2.b, "Drywell
Pressure - High," in Table 3.3.2-1 under Secondary Containment Isclation on

Page 3/4 3-13.

Basls

A signal from the drywell pressure - high instrumentation closes the secondary
containment isolation dampers, thereby establishing secondary containment
isolation and minimizing the release of radiation from the reactor tuilding during
an accident. The dampers work in conjunction with the standby gas treatment
system to establish a negative pressure in the reactor building and a controlled
vent path :hrough the standby gas trestment system filters and the stack,
Secondary centainment isolation would occur during a LOCA due to reactor vessel
wvater level - low, level 2 or drywell pressure - high. This would minimize the
release of radiocactivity from the reactor building. Secondary containment
isolation {s also assumed to occur during a refueling accident due to a signal
from the re:ctor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation to contain
radiation re eased in a fuel handling accident.

The current Technical Specifications reference Valve Groups 2, 6 and 7 under

Item 2.b but do not reference the dampers which in fact establish secondary
containment i{solation. Deletion of Valve Group 7 is addressed in Proposed Change
Number 18, The proposed change adds a reference to Footnote (k) to the current
references to Valve Groups 2 and 6 in Item 2.b to provide the needed reference to
the secondary containment i{solation dampers.

Footnote (k) states, "Secondary containment {solation dampers as listed in plant
procedure .* The secondary containment i{solation dampers are currently
listed in Table 3.6.5.2-1 of the Technical Specifications. This table is being
deleted, and the information relocated to plant procedures, as described elsevhere
in this submittal.

Addition of the footnote reference i{s necessary hecause there is no reference to
the secondary containment dampers in Item 2.b. This change will simplify the
Technical Specifications, eliminate discrepancies, and reduce the potential for
misinterpretation. The procedure which will list the secondary containment
isolation dampers once they are removed from the Technical Specificaticns is
currently being developed. The Coupany will provide a specific procedure
reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications v!a a subsequent
submittal.
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AQCFR30.92 Evaluation

This change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the following
reasons:

|
1. The proposed change provides a more accurate reference to the appropriate

valves covered by Item 2.b under Secondary Containment Isolation. The

current Technical Specifications list valve groups which are isolated by a

signal from the drywell pressure - high instrumentation, but do not

establish secondary containment i{solation. The dampers which establish

secondary containment {solation will be listed in procedure

There is no change in the design, operation, reliability, or testing
requirements of existing plant systems. This change provides a more
complete reference to existing plant equipment in i{ts appropriate place in
the table. Thus, there is no change in the nrobability of occurrence of an
accident, nor i{s there any change in the consequences of any accident
previously evaluated.

2. The proposed change provides a more accurate reference to the appropriate
valves covered by Item 2.b. The current Technical Specifications list valve
groups which are isolated by a signal from the drywell pressure - high
instrumentation, but do not establish secondary containment isolation. The
dampers which establish secondary containment isolation will be listed in a
plant procedure which will be identified a. ( later date. The proposed
change provides a reference in Item 2.b to the secondary containment damper
listing.

There is no change in the design, operation, reliability, or testing
requirements of existing plant systems. This change provides a more
complete reference to existing plant equipment in an appropriate place in
plant procedures. Thus, no new or different types of accident situations
are created.

3. The proposed change provides references to the appropriate v.lves covered by
Item 2.b. This change adds a reference to the dampers which actually
provide secondary contairment. There is no change in the response,
capability, reliabiliiy, or testing requirements of plant systems. It does
not change the design or capability of the primary containment system, nor
does it change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Thus, there is
no effect on the margin of saf<:y
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Proposed Change Number 20

Place the operability requirements for Valve Groups 2 and 6 on a separate line
under Item 2.b, "Drywell Pressure - High," under Secondary Containment Isolation
on Page 3/4 3-13 and specify the correct requirements for the valve group.

Basis

Currencly, Item 2.b specifies the same operability requirements for Valve Groups ”
and 6. The existing operability requirements apply only to the seccndary
containment isolation dampers, to which a reference i{s being addid via Proposed
Change Number 19. Action Statement 20, "Be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within 6
hours and in COLD SWUTDOWN within the following 30 hours,* applies to Valve

Groups 2 and 6, while Action 23, "Establish SECONDARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY with
the standby gas treatme.t system operating within one hour," applies to the
secondary contairment isolation dampers.

The proposed change places the Valve Group 2 and 6 information on a separate line
vith {ts own action statement, Action 20 under Item 2.b. This makes the
information pvovided more complete and accurate. No change has been made to the
design or operarion of the instrumentation or eq:ipment; only the way it is
referenced in Item 2.b will be changed.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasomns:

B The proposed change provides additional information in Item 2.b to make it a
more complete and accurate representation of the existing equipment and
instrumentation. The logic associated with the instrumentation has not
changed, nor has it design or operation. The proposed change references the
appropriate operational conditions for Valve Groups 2 and 6 under Item 2.b.
The same operability requirements are listed for Groups 2 and 6 in Item 1.b
under primary containment isolation. Because this change provides
additional information which will presznt a more accurate description of the
existing instrumentation, {t does not involve a significant increase in the
probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in the consequences
of any accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed change will provide a more complete and accurate description of
existing equipment and instrumentation. It does not represent a change in
logic, nor does it reflect a change in the instrument design or operation.
Therefore, it does not create the nossibility of a new or diff-rent kind oi
accident from any accident previwvusly evaluated.

3. The proposed change has o effect on the design or operation of the

equipment represented. it provides a more appropriate representation of
existing equipment. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Pxoposed Change Number 21

Add reference to Footnote (k) "Secondary containment isolation dampers as listed
in plant procedure o+ under the valve group column in Item 2.¢, "Reactor
Vessel Water Level - low, Level 2,* {n Table 3.3.2-1 under Secondary Containment
Isolatien on Page 3/4 3-13,

Basis

A signal from the reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 instrumentation closes
the secondary containment {solation dampers, thereby establishing secondary
containment isolation and minimizing the release of radiation from the reactor
building during an accident. The dampers work in conjunction with the standby gas
treatment system to establish a negative pressure in the reacto)r building and a
controlled vent path through the standby gas treatment system filters and the
stack. Secondary containment isolation would occur during a LOCA due to reactor
vessel vater level - low, level or drywell pressure - high isolation. This would
minimize the release of radiocactivity from the recctor building. Secondary
containment isolation is also assumed to occur during a refueling accident due to
a signal from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation to
contain radiation released in a fuel handling accident.

The current Technical Specifications reference Valve Groups 1 and 3 under Item 2.c
but do not reference the dampers which in fact establish secondary containment
isolation. There should also be a reference to the secondary containment
isolation dampers, which serve to isolate secondary containment.

The proposed change adds a reference to Footnote (k) to the current references to
Valve Groups 1 and 3 in Item 2.c. Footnote (k) states, "Secondary containment
isolation dampers as listed in plant procedure .* The secondary containment
isclation dampers are currently listed in Table 3.6.5.2-1 of the Technical
Specifications. This table is being deleted as described elsewhere in this
subaittal.

Addition of the footnote reference is necessary because there i{s no reference to
the secondary containment dampers in Item 2.h. This change will simplify the
Technical Specifications, eliminate discrepancies, and reduce the potential for
misinterpretation. The procedure which will list the secondary containment
isolation dampers once they are removed from the Technical Specifications is
currently being developed. The Company will provide a specific procedure
reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent
submittal.
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AQCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1.

The proposed change provides a more accurate reference to the appropriate
valves covered by Item 2.b. The current Technical Specifications list valve
groups which are isolated by a signal from the reactor vessel water

level - low, level 2 instrumentation, but do not establish secondary
containment. The equipment which establishes secondary containment
isolation upon receipt of a signal from the reactor building exhaust
radiation - high instrumentation is listed in plant procedure

There is no change in the design, operation, reliability, or testing
requirements of existing plant systems. This change provides a more
complete reference to existing plant equipment in its appropriate place in
the table. Thus, there is no change in the probability of occurrence of an
accident, nor is there any change in the consequences of any accident
previously evaluated.

The proposed change provides a more accurate reference to the appropriate
valves covered by Item 2.¢c. The current Technical Specifications list valve
groups which are i{solated by a signal from the reactor vessel water

level - low, level 2 instrumentation, but do not establish secondary
containment. The equipment which establishes secondary containment
isolation upon receipt of a signal from the reactor vessel water

level - low, level 2 instrumentati>n will be listed in a plant procedure
wvhich will be specifically identified at a later date. The proposed change
provides a reference to the secondary containment damper table in Item 2.c.
There is no change in the design, operation, reliability, or testing
requirements of existing plant systems. This change provides a more
complete reference to existing plant equipment in an appropriate place in
plant procedures. Thus, no new or different types of accident situations
are created.

The proposed change provides references to the appropriate valves covered by
Item 2.¢. This change adds a reference to the dampers which actually
provide secondary containment isolation. There is no change in the
response, capability, reliability, or testing requirements of plant systems.
Thus, there is no effect on the margin of safety.
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Exoposed Change Number 22

Place the operability requirements for Valve Group 1 on a separate line under
Item 2.¢, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2,” under Secondary Containment
Isolation in Table 3,3.2-1 on Page 3/4 3-13 and specify the correct requirements
for the valve group (BSEP-1 only).

Basis

Currently, Item 2.c specifies the same operabiiity requirements for Valve Groups 1
and 3. The existing operabilir; vequirements apply only to the secondary
containment {solation damperr, whic.. isclate the secondary containment. Action
Statement 20, "Be in at least HOT SHU.MOWN within & hours and in COLD SHUTDOWN
vithin the following 30 hours," applies reo Valve Croup 1, while

Action Statement 23, "Establish SECONDARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY with the standby
gas treatment systeu operating within one iour," applies to the secondary
containment isolation dampers.

The proposed change places the Valva Group 1 information on a separate line with
its own action statement, Action Statement 20, under Item 2.¢. This makes the
information provided more complete and accurate. No change has been made to the
design or operation of the instrumentation or equipment; only thas way it is
referenced in Item 2.¢ will be changed.

JOCFR30, 92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

3. The proposed change provides additional information in Item 2.¢ to make it a
more complete and accurate representation of the existing equipment and
instrumentation. The logic associated with the instrumentation has not
changed, nor has it design or operation. The proposed change references the
appropriate operational conditions for Valve Group 1 under Item 2.c¢. The
same operability requirements are listed for Group 1 in Item 1.&.2 under
primary containment isolation. Because this change provides additional
information which will present a more accurate description of the existing
instrumentation, it does not involve a significant increase in the
probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in the consequences
of any accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed change will provide a more complete and accurate description of
existing equipment ard instrumentation. It does not represent a change in
logic, nor does it reflect a change in the instrument design or operation.
Therefore, it does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously svaluated.

3. The propesed change has no effect on the design or operation of the
equipment represented. It provides & more appropriate representation of
existing equipment, Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of safety
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Bxoposed Change Nuabey 23

Place the operability requirements for Valve Group 3 on a separate line under
Item 2.c, 'Reactor "eassel Water Level - Low, Level 2," under Secondary Containment
Isolation in Table 3...2-1 on Page 3/4 2.13 e#nd specify the corract requirements
for the valve group.

Basis

Currently, Item 2. ¢ epecifies the same operability requirements for Valve Groups
and 3. The existing operability requirements apply only to the secondary
containment i{solation dampers, which isclate the secondary containment. Action
Statement 24, "lsolate the reactor water cleanup system," applies to Valve

Group 3, while Action Stc.ement 23, "Establish SECONDARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY
vith the standby gas treatment sys*em operating within one hour,* applies to the
secondary containment isolation dampers.

The proposed change places the Valve Group 3 information on a separate line with
its own action statement, Action Statement 24, under Item 2.2. This makes the
information provided more complete and accurate. No change has been made to the
design or operation of the instrumentation or equipment; only the way it is
referenced in Item 2.c will be charged.

AQOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1. The proposed change provides additional information {n Item 2.c to make it a
more complete and accurate representation of cths existing equipment and
instrumentation. The logic associated with the instrumentation has not
changed, nor has it design or operation. The proposed change references the
appropriate operational conditions for Valve Group 3 under Item 2.¢. The
same operability requirements are listed for Group 3 in Item 3. e under
primary containment isolation. Because this change provides additional
information which will present a more accurate description of the existing
instrumentation, it does not involve a significart increase in the
probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in the consequences
of any accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed change will provide a more complete and accurate description of
existing equipment and instrumentation. It does not represent a change in
logic, nor does it reflect a change in the instrument design or operation.
Therefore, it does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change has no effect on the desiyn or operation of the

equipment represented. It provides a more appropriate representation of
existing equipment. Therefore, there i{s no impact on the margin of safety.
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Exoposed Change Number 24

Replace "and® with *;" (n the instrument number listings in Item 2.e; “Reactor

Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2,* {n Table 3.3.2-1 under Secondary Containment
Isolation on Page 31/4 3.13,

Rasis

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other notation
throughout the section and to aveid confusion in interpretation of the table. The
conjunction “"and® was not intended to describe logic functions of the instruments.
The word “"and" was used in the tag number 1 uts purely as a conjunction. The
information provided i{s merely a list of instrument tag numbers associated with
the described i{nstrumentation and .s provided solely to assist the operator in
usage of the Technical Specificatio: .

AQCFR30.92 Evaluation

The propused change does not {nvolve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons'

1. The proposed change is an adainistrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
assocliated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its function,
design, or operation, Therefore, it does not involve a significant increase
in the probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in the
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide consistency
vith other entries provided in the table. It does not represent a change in
logie, nor does it reflect a change in the instrument function, design, or
operation. Therefore, it does not create the possibility of a nev or
different kind of accident from any accident previo.sly évaluated.

- P The proposed change is an administrative change. 1t will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be as to
vhether the logic associated with the instrumentation i{s represented. Logic
is not represented and war never intended to be represented. It does not
change the design or capability of the primary contal-ment system nor does
it change the demands placed upon this prucess barrier. Therefore, there is
no {mpact on the margin of safety
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Rropesed Change Suaber 23

Replace Instrument Number G31-dFS-N603-1A,1B with Instrument Number
G31.FDS-N603-1A,1B in Item 3.a, "4 Flow - High,* in Table 3.3.2-1 under Reactor
Water Cleanup System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-13,

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item }.a {solates the remactor water
cleanup sy~tem supply valves in the event of a rupture cf the reactor water
cleanup system. This minimizes the amount of radicactivity, energy, and inventory
lost from the reactor vessel.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number G31-dFS-N603-1A, 1B
under Item 3.a. The proposed change will revise that number to
G31-FDS-N603-1A,1B. The existiug instrument number is not formatted consistently
with that listed in other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation {tself; it only
provides a correct reference to existi.g information that is consistent with other
plant documents.

AOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

5+ The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
G31-dFS-N603-1A,1B with G31-FDS-N603-1A,1%, It does not change the device
vhich performs the specified function; it only more cleasly identifies the
existing device. This may reduce confusion about shich device is being
referenced and provide consistency with other p).nt Jocuments. Therefore,
there is no i{mnact on the consequences of an accident, nor is there any
change in the probability of 2n accident.

2, The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It more
clearly identifies an existing device, and make its nomenclature consistent
with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it does not create the
possibility of a new accident.

3. The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that currently
exists under Item 3.a of Table 3.3.2-1. The change does not represent any
changes to the instrument, i{ts function, or design. Only the i{nstrument tag
nunber {s being revised to provide consistency in nomenclature with other
plant documents. By making the nomenclature consistent, confusion related
to identif.cation of the instrument may be alleviated. It does not change
the design or capability of the primary containment system, nor does it
changn the demands placcd upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change
does not decrease the margin of safety.
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Replace Instrument Number G31-TS-N602A,B,C,D,E,.F with Instrument Number
G31-TDS-N602A,B,C,D,E.F in Item 3.c, "Area Ventilation 4 Temperature - High,* in
Table 3.3.2-1 under Reactor Water Cleanup System I[solation on Page 3/4 3.13,

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item .¢ isolates the reactor watrr
cleanup system supply valves in the event of a rupture of the reactor witev
clecnup system, This minimizes the amount of radiocactivity, energy, and inve.tory
lost from the rescter vessel.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number
G31-TS-N602A,B,C,D.E,F under Item 3.¢c. The proposed change will revise thut
number to G31-TLS-N602A,B,C,D,E,F. The existing instrument number is not
formatted consistently with that listed in other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that i{s consistent with other
plant documents.

AQCFYR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
G31-TS-N602A,B,C,D,E,F with G31-TDS-N602A,B . C,D . E,F, It does not change the
device which performs the specified function, it more clearly identifies the
existing device. This may reduce confusion about which device is being
referenced and provide censistency with other plant documents., ‘herefore,
there is no impact on the consequences of an accident, nor is there any
change in the probability of an accident.

2. The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It more
clearly identifies an existing device, and make its nomenclature consistent
with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it does not create the
possibility of a new or different type of accident.

- The proposed charge will more clearly identify ar instrument that currently
exists under Item 3.c of the ta.le. The change does not represent any
changes to the instrument, its tunction, or design. Only the instrument tag
number is being revised to provide consistency in nomenclatuie with other
plant documents. B making the nomenclature consistent, confusion related
to identification of the instrument mey be alleviated. It does not change
the design or capability of the primary containment system, nor does it
change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore this change
does n.t decrease rthe margin of safecy.
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txoposed Change Number 27

Place the operability requirements for Valve Group 1 on a separate line in

Item 3.e, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," under Reactor Wi.ter Cleanup
Syrtem Isolation on Fage 3,4 3-14 and specify the correct requirements for the
valve group (BSEP-1 only).

Basis

Currently, Item 3.e in the BREP-1 Ti-hnlcal Specifications specifies the same
operability requirements for Valve Groups 1 and 3. The existing operability
requirements apply only to Group 3, which isolates the reactor water cleanup
system. Action Statement 24, *Isolate the reactor water cleanup system,* applies
to Valve Group 3, whi'e Action Statement 20, *Be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within 6
hours and in COLD SHUTLDOWN within the following 30 hours,* applies only to the
Group 1 Valves, The Croup 1 valves i{solate the main steam linas and the main
stean line drain valves on a signal from the rasctor vessel water level - low,
level 2 instrusentation,

The proposed change places the Valve Group 1 information en a separate line with
its own avtion statement (Action 20) under Item 3.e. This makes the information
provided more complete and accurate. No change has been made to the design or
operation of the Instrumentation or equipment; only the way it is referenced in
Item 3.4 will be changed.

ANCTR30.52 Evaluation

The proposed change does rot involve a significant hazards consideration for the

fol owing reasons:

, The proposed change provides additional information in Item J.e to make it a
more complete and accurate rvepresentation of the existing equipment and
instrumentation, The logic associated with the instrumentation has not
changed, nor has its Cesign or operation. The proposed change references
the appro riate cperational conditions for Valve Group I under Item 3. e.

The same operavility requirements are listed for Group 1 in Item 1.a.2 under
primary containment isolation. Becsuse this change provides additional
information which will present a wmore accurate descript on of the existing
instrunentation, it does not involve a significant i{ncrease in the
probabilicy of an accident, nor does it involve a change in the consequences
of any accident previously evaluated,

Rs The proposed change will provide a more zomplete and accurate “escription of
existine cquipment and instrumentation. It does not represent a change in
logle, nor does it reflect a change in the instrument design or operation,
Therefore, it does not create the possibilicy of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated,

3. The proposed change has no effect ou the design or operation of the

equipment represonted. It provides a more appropriate represenration of
existing equipment. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin o. safety.
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Exopese [ Cnange Number 2€

Replace ‘and"«ith ";" in the iustrument number listings 'n Item 3.e, "Reactor
Tessel Water _evel - Low, Zevel 2," in Table 3.3.2-1 under Reactor Water Cleanup
system Isolation on Page 3/4 3-1¢

caeds 4

Zta propo ad shanges were made solely tu provide consistency with other notation
throu yhout the section and to av2is confusion in interpretation of the table. The
cemfuection "and" was not intendeC to deoscrive logic functions cf the instruments,
Tae we'd "and" wa: used in the tag n'mb«r lints purely as - con unction. The
inform: ciry provdd d is wmerely a lis: »f inscrument tag /."iers ssociate? vith
the “pririhed .+ t~usentation and is pro’. ded solely to 's.ist the operatuvs In
1sage £ the Teranic.1 Specifice.ions

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

T ¢ prcyused change (2es not invelve » significant hazards consideration for the
follewing reasonr;

3 "ae proposed thange is an administrative change to the Technical
Bpecificacions to provide consiste.acy throughout the table. The logic
asso-{ated with the instrumeatatinon has not changea nor has its functi~a,
Aasigi, or aperation. Therefors, i* #Zpes not involse a significant incimase
in thye probability of an accirant nor does it involve a change in the
chmsec @ncys of an accident previously evaluated.

As 'he prosvsed clange is purely »gZainistrativa. It will provide consistency
with ««'\¢; 2n _ries provided in tne table. 1% does not represent a change in
fogic n.* does it vefiitt a change i the instrument function, design, or
operasi~n.. inereiore, it does not create ine possibility of a new cr
diff.rent kind of accident from any a iident preric,sly evaluated.

8 The proposed change is an adminisi’ati v change. 1c¢ /{1l provide
consisiency withir 'the table ana el.-'nat: any confusion there may Le as to
vhether the lngic associated with the instiuientation is reprzsented. .agic

.8 not represented and was never intended *9 be represented. It zZoer nc¢
change the design or capability of t'» prim v ” conta’ ment s : #em ror does
At ¢+~ . _.ne uema'ls placed upon this process barrier. Therefore¢ there is
wo .Tigk on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 29

Add new Item 3.f, "A Flow - High - Time Delay Relay," and associated Instrument
Number G31-R616C,D to Table 3.3.2-1 under Reactor Water Cleanup Systen Isolation
on Page 3/4 3-14,

Basis

The reactor water cleanup (RWCU) system isolation instrumentation isolates the
RWCU supply isolation valves in the event of a rupturs of the RWCU system. This
minimizes the amount of radioactivity, energy, and inventory lost from the reactor
vessel. A potential rupture is sensed by any of the following signals: high
delta supply/return RWCU flow, high RWCU area temperature, high delta
supply/return ventilation temperature, or reactor vessel water level - low,

level 2. The system also isolates on standby liquid control system initiation to
prevent dilution of the poison injected due to cleanup from RWCU operation.

The rurrent Technical Specifications do not specifically reference operability and
surveillance requirements for the existing RWCU A flow - high time delay relays.
The proposed change adds operability requireme.its for these relays. The proposed
requirements are similar to those listed for Item 3.a since these relays are part
of the A flow - high logic and have the same function. Initially, the time delay
relays were considered to be a part of the isolation logic described in Item 3.a
and were not listed separately in the table. These relays do not initiate any
isolation signal; however, they are an important part of the instrumentation. It
has been determined that they should be addressed separately in the table to avoid
possible confusion.

L0CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

3 The proposed change establishes specific operability and surveillance
requirements for instrumentation which is decigned to detect an accident and
not prevent one. These requirements are consistent with the accident
analysis assumptions and are similar to those for other associated
instrumentation. There is no change to the equipment or in how the
equipment is operated; only references to existing instrumentation are being
added to the table. Since the establishment of operability and surveillance
requirements does not change the design or affect the operation of the
instrumentation, there is no increase in the probability of an accident, nor
is there any change in the consequences of any accident previously
evaluated.

- R Specification of the correct operability and surveillance requirements
provides additional assurance chat the instrumentation will perform {ts
intended safety function. It does not change the design or operation of any
equipment or cause it to operate in a manner not previously assumed. It
does not affect any equipment which could cause an accident. It only
affects instrumentation designed to detect the occurrence of an accident.
Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new accident.
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Specification of specific operability and surveillance requirements that are
similar to those for othecr isolation instrumentation in this system will not
change the operation of the affected equipment. There will be no change in
the relialility, response characteristics, or setpoints of the
instrumentation. Therefore, there is no change in the margin of safety.
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Eroposed Change Number 3C

Replace "HPCI Steam Line High Flow Time Delay Relay" with "HPCI Steam Line
Flow - High Time Delay Relay" in the t!%le of Item 4.a.2 in Table 3.3.2-1 under
Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-14.

Basis

The proposed change was made solely to provide consistency with other titles
throughout the table.

10CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

I

The propesed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
instrumentation i{tself has not changed, nor has its design or operation.
Only its title has been reworded to be consistent with other titles in the
table. Therefore, it does not involve a significant increase in the
probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in the consequences
of an accident previously evaluated.

The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide consistency
with other entries provided in the table. It does not represent a change in
the instrument design or operation. Therefore, it does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind cf accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table. It does not involve a change in
instrumentation, design, or operation. It does not charge the design ovr
capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change the demands
placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, there is no impact on the
margin of safety.
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F-2posed Change Numbey 31

Add operability requirements for a new Valve Group 7 and Footnote (j) to the Valve
Group column in Item 4.a.3, "HPCI Steam Supply Pressure - Low," in Table 3.3.2-1
under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-14,

Basis

The Group 4 isolation valves consist of the high pressure coolant injection (HPCI)
inboard and outboard steam line isolation valves and the HPCI torus suction
isolation valves. These valves isolate in the event of a HPCI steam line break to
mitigate the consequences of the break.

The HPCI system also has turbine exhaust vacuum breaker isolation valves (E41-F075
and E41-F079) on a vacuum relief line for the HPCI turbine exhaust. This line
helps prevent the creation of a water column in the exhaust line. Preventing
.development of this column reduces the piping loads which could exist if the
turbine was restarted. The valves isolate to establish primary containment on
coincident HPCI steam line low pressure and drywell pressure - high signals. The
low steam line pressure signal indicates HPCI {s isolated or no longer needed
because the reactor is depressurized. The drywell pressure - high signal
indicates a LOCA exists and primary containment isolation is needed.

The current Technical Specifications specify operability and surveillance
requirements for the Group 4 isolation valves but not for the vacuum breaker
isolation valves.

The proposed change reflects the creation of a new Valve Group 7 which includes
the HPCI turbine exhaust vacuum breakers E41-F075 and E41-F079. Operability and
surveillance requirements for these valves are being added under Item 4.a.3 with a
new Footnote (j) which states, "Valve isolation dependent upon low steam supply
pressure coincident with high drywell pressure.” This footnote recognizes the
existing logic design and the need for both signals to be present for conditions
to exist which indicate that the isolation safety function is necessary. Each of
the two trip systems consists of one channel, and the minimum number of operable
channels per trip system is one. The instrumentation is required to be operable
in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 since that is when primary containment
integrity and HPCI operability are both required. In the event both trip systems
do not meet the operability requirements, existing Action Statement 25, “"Close the
affected system isolation valves and declare the affected system inoperable," is
specified. This i{s the conservative action if the logic is completely inoperable
and is the same action specified for the Group 4 isolation instrumentation.
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LO0CFR30.92 Evaluatiocn

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1.

The proposed change establishes specific operability and surveillance
requirements for existing instrumentation which were not originally included
in the Technical Specifications. The HPCI turbine exhaust vacuum breakers
isolate on coincident HPCI steam line pressure - low and drywell

pressure - high. The steam line pressure - low signal indicates HPCI {s
isolated or no longer needed because the reactor is depressurized, and the

drywell pressure - high signal indicates a LOCA exists and primary
containment isolation is needed.

This change adds operability requirements for existing instrumentation to
provide additional assurance that primary containment is isolated when
necessary. No new equipment is being added, and existing equipment will
perform its safety function in the same manner as before. These
requirements arxe being added to the Technical Specifications for clarity and
completeness. Thus, there is no change in the probability of an accident,
nor is there any change in the consequences of any accident.

The proposed change adds operability requirements to the Technical
Specifications for existing instrumentation. This will provide a more
complete and accurate document, thereby enhancing primary containment
isolation assurance. It does not provide an opportunity for any new

accidents because no equipment, operability requirements, or setpoints are
being altered.

The proposed change adds requirements for existing instrwmentation to the
Technical Specifications. It does not reflect a physical change to the
plant systems; it only provides a more complete and accurate description of
existing equipment. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment system, nor does it change the demands placed upon this

process barrier. Thus, there is no impact on the margin of safety of the
plant.
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EPxoposed Change Number 32

Replece "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item 4.a.5, "Bus Powe:
Monitor," in Table 3.3.2-1 under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on
Page 3/4 3-15.

Basis

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other notation
throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of the table. The
conjunction "and" was not intended to describe logic functions of the instruments.
The word "and" was used in the tag number lists purely as a conjunction. The
information provided is merely a lis' of instrument tag numbers associated with
the described instrumentation and is provided solely to assist the operater in
usage of the Technical Specifications

1O0CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

The proposed change is an adrinistrative change to the Technical
Specificacions to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its function,
design, or operation. Therefore, it loes not involve a significent increase
in the probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in the
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

r 8 The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide consistency
with other entries provided in the table. It does not represent a change in
logic, nor does it reflect a change in the instrument function, design, or
operation. Therefore, it does not create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be as to
whether the logic associated with the instrumentation is represented. Logic
is not represented and was never intended to be represented. It does not
change the design or capability of the primary containment system, nor does
it change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, there is
no impact on the margin of safety.
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Exoposed Change Number 33

Replace Instrument Number E51-dTS-N604C,D with Instrument Number ES51-TDS-N604C,D
in Item 4.a.8, "HPCI Steam Line Area A Temperature - High," in Table 3.3.2-1 under
Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-15.

Basis

The icolation instrumentation listed in Item 4.a.8 isolates the nigh pressure
coolant injection (HPCI) system should there be a HPCI steam line break.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instiument Number ES51-dTS-N604C,D
under Item 4.a.8, The proposed change will revise that number to E51-TDS-N604C,D.
The existing instrument number is not formatted consistently with that listed in
other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that is consistent with other
plant documents,

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

xs The proposed change will replace instrument number reference ES1-dTS-N604C,D
with E51-TDS-N604C,D. It does not change the device which performs the
specified function; it more clearly identifies the existing device. This
may reduce confusion about which device is beirg referenced and provide
consistency with other plant documents. Therefore, there is no impact on
the consequences of an accident, nor {s there any change in the probability
of an accident.

r The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It more
clearly {dentifies an existing device and make its nomenclature consistent
with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it does not create the
possibility of a new accident.

3. The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that currently
exists under Item 4.a.8 of the table. The change does not represent any
changes to the instrument, its function, or design. Only the instrument tag
number is being revised to provide consistency in nomenclature with other
plant documents. By making the nomenclature consistent, confusion related
to identification of the instrument may be alleviated. It does not change
the design or capability of the primary containment system, nor does it
change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change
does not decrease the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 34

Replace "Emergency Area Cooler Temperature - High" with "HPCI Equipment Area
Temperature - High" in the title of Item 4.a.9 in Table 3.3.2-1 under Core Standby
Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-15.

Basis

The emergency area cooler temperature - high isolation signal isolates the Group &
isolation valves in the event of a high pressure coolant injection (HPCI) steam
line break to mitigate the consequences of such a break. The Group 4 isolation
valves include the HPCI iprboard and outboard steam line isolation valves and the
HPCI torus suction isolation valves.

The current Technical Specifications have an inaccurate description of the trip
function. The proposed change revises the description of the trip function from
"Emergency Area Cooler Temperature - High" to "HPCI Equipment Area

Temperature - High."

This change is necessary so that the trip function description more clearly
reflects the actual area the instrumentation monitors. The existing description
is a generic BWR term which does not relate to the actual BSEP design. The area
the instrumentation monitors at BSEP is referred to in other plant documents and
programs as the "HPCI Equipment Area." This change will reduce the potential for
confusion by more clearly describing the actual location of the instrumentation.

LOCFRS0.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons: .

1. The proposed change will change the description of a trip function to more
clearly identify the area the instrumentation monitors. The current
wording, "Emergency Area Cooler," does not reflect the commonly used
description of the area. "HPCI Equipment Area® more clearly describes the
area. This change will reduce confusion concerning which area is being
referred to.

No changes to the referenced instrumentation are reflected by this change.
The instrumentation will function exactly as before. Therefore, there is no
change in the probability of an accident, nor is there any change in the
consequences of an accident.

- | The proposed change revises the trip function description so the appropriate
trip function is more clearly identified in the Technical Specifications.
It does not change the required function of the instrumentation; it merely
clarifies the description of an existing trip function. Thus, no new
accident possibilities are created.

3. The proposed change provides a clarification in the description of an
existing isolation function. It does not change the design, reliability, or
function of any plant equipment; it merely references them more clearly.
Thus, there is no impact on the margin of safety as a result of this change.
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Proposed Change Number 35

Add new Item 4.a.10, "Drywell Pressure - High," and associated Instrument Numbers
E11-PT-NO11C,D and E11-PTS-NO11C-2,D-2 to Table 3.3.2-1 under Core Standby Cooling
Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-15.

Basis

Valve Group 4 isolates the high pressure coolant injection (HPCI) inboard and
outboard steam line isolation valves and the HPCI torus suction isolation valves
in the event of a HPCI steam line break to mitigate the consequences of the break.

The HPCI system also has turbine exhaust vacuum breaker isolation valves (E41-F075
and E41-F079) on a vacuum relief line for the HPCI turbine exhaust. This line
helps prevent the creation of a water column in the exhaust line. Preventing
development of this column reduces the piping loads which could exist if the
turbine is restarted. The valves isolate on coincident HPCI steam line

pressu-: - low and drywell pressure - high sigr.ls to establish primary
containment integrity. The steam line pressure - low signal indicates HPCI is
isolated or no longer needed because the reactor is depressurized. The drywell
pressure - high signal indicates a loss of coolatn accident (LOCA) exists and
primary containment isolation is needed.

The current Technical Specifications specify operability and surveillance
requirements for the Group 4 isolation valves but not for the vacuum breaker
isolation valves. The proposed change reflects the creation of a new Valve

Group 7, which includes the HPCI turbine exhaust vacuum breakers E41-F075 and
E41-F079. Operability and surveillance requirements for the actuation
instrumentation are added under Item 4.a.3 for the HPCI steam supply

pressure - low instrumentation portion of the logic. A new Item 4.a.10 is being
added for the drywell pressure - high portion of the logic. Both additions
reference a new Footnote (j), which states, "Valve isolation depends upon low
steam supply pressure coincident with high drywell pressure." This footnote
recognizes the existing logic design and the need for both signals to be present
for conditions to exist which indicate that the isolation safety function is
necessary. The minimum number of operable channels per trip system is one, with
each of the two trip systems consisting of one channel. The instrumentation is
required to be operable in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 since that is when
primary containment integrity and HPCI operability are both required. In the
event both trip systems do not meet the operability requirements, existing Action
Statement 25, "Close the affected system isolation valves and declare the affected
system inoperable,"” is specified. This is the conservative action if the logic is
completely inoperable and is the same action specified for the Group 4 isolation
instrumentation.
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A0CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

3

The proposed change establishes specific operability and surveillance
requirements for existing instrumentation which was not originally included
in the Technical Specifications. The HPCI turbine exhaust vacuum breakers
i{solate on coincident HPCI steam line pressure - low and drywell

pressure - high signal. The steam line pressure - low signal indicates HPCI
is isolated or no longer needed because the reactor is depressurized, and
the drywell pressure - high signal indicates a LOCA exists and primary
containment isolation is needed.

This change adds operability requirements for existing instrumentation to
provide additional assurance that primary containment is isolated when
necessary. No new equipment is being added, and existing equipment will
perform its safety function in the same manner as before. These
requirements ar: being added to the Technical Specifications for clarity and
completeness. Thus, there is no change in the probability of an accident,
nor is there any change in the consequences of any accident,

The proposed change adds operability requirements to the Technical
Specifications for existing instrumentation. This will provide a more
complete and accurate document, thereby enhancing primary containment
isolation assurance. It does not provide an opportunity for any new
accidents because no equipment, operability requirements, or setpoints are
being altered.

The proposed change adds requirements for existing irnstrumentation to the
Technical Specifications. It does not reflect a physical change to the
plant systems; it only provides a more complete and accurate description of
existing equipment. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment system, nor does it change the demands placed upon this
process barrier. Thus, there is no impact on the margin of safety of the
plant.
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Proposed Change Number 36

Replace "RCIC Steam Line High Flow Time Delay Relay," with "RCIC Steam Line
Flow - High Time Delay Relay" in the title of Item 4.b.2 in Table 3.3.2-1 under
Core Standby Cooling Systems Isvlation on Page 3/4 3-16,

Basis

The proposed change was made solely to provide consistency with other titles
throughout the table.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

, The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
instrumentation itself has not changed, nor has its design or operation.
Only its title has been reworded to be consistent with other titles in the
table. Therefore, it does not involve a significant increase in the
probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in the consequences
of any accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide consistency
with other entries provided in the table. It does not represent a change in
the instrument design or operation. Therefore, it does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated. .

The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table. It does not involve a change in
instrumentation, design or operation. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change the demands
placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, there is no impact on the
margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 37

Add operability requirements for a new Valve Group 9 and Footnote (j) to the Valve
Group column in Item 4.b.3, "RCIC Steam Supply Pressure - Low," in Table 3.3.2-1
under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-16.

Basis

The Group 5 isolation valves include the reactor core isolation cooling (RCIC)
inboard and outboard steam line isolation valves. These valves isolate in the
event of a RCIC steam line break to mitigate the consequences of the break.

The RCIC system also has turbine exhaust vacuum breaker isolation valves (E51-F062
and E51-F066) on a vacuum relief line for the RCIC turbine exhaust. The line
helps prevent the creation of a water column in the exhaust line. Preventing
development of this column reduces the piping loads which could exist if the
turbine is restarted. The valves isolate on coincident RCIC steam line

pressure - low and drywell pressure - high signals to establish primary
containment integrity. The steam line pressure - low signal indicates RCIC is
isolated or no longer needed because the reactor is depressurized. The drywell

pressure - high signal indicates a loss of coolant accident (LOCA) exists and
primary containment isolation is needed.

The current Technical Specifications specify operability and maintenance

requirements for the Group 5 isolation valves but not for the vacuum breaker
isolation valves.

The proposed change reflects the creation of the new Valve Group 9, which includes
the RCIC turbine exhaust vacuum breakers E51-F062 and E51-F066. Operability and
surveillance requirements for the existing RCIC vacuum breaker<isolation valves
are being added under Item 4.b.3 with a new Footnote (j) which states, "Valve
isolation dependent upon low steam supply pressure coincident with high drywell
pressure." This footnote recognizes the existing logic design and the n:ed for
both signals to be present for conditions to exist that require the isolation
safety function. The minimum number of operable channels per trip system is one,
with each of the two trip systems consisting of one channel. The instrumentation
is required to be operable in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 since that is
vhen primary containment integrity and RCIC operability are both required. In the
event both trip systems do not meet the operability requirements, existing

Action Statement 25, "Close the affected system isolation valves and declare the
affected system inoperable,” is specified. This is the conservative action if the

logic is completely inoperable and is the same action specified for the Group 5
isolation instrumentation.
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L0CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following ‘reasons:

1 The proposed change establishes specific operability and surveillance
requirements for existing instrumentation which was not originally included
in the Technical Specifications. The RCIC turbine exhaust vacuum breakers
isolate on coincident RCIC steam line pressure - low and drywell
pressure - high. The steam line pressure - low signal indicates RCIC is
isolated or no longer needed because the reactor is depressurized, and the

drywell pressure - high signal indicates a LOCA exists and primary
containment is needed.

This change adds operability requirements for existing instrumentation to
provide additional assurance that primary containment i{s isolated when
necessary. No new equipment is being added, and existing equipment will
perform its safety function in the same manner as before. Existing
requirements are being added to the Technical Specifications for clarity and
completeness. Thus, there is no change in the probability of an accident,
ror is there any change in the consequences of any accident.

2. The proposed change adds operability requirements to the Technical
Specifications for existing instrumentation. This will provide a more
complete and accurate document, thereby enhancing primary containment
isolation assurance. It does not provide an opportunity for any new
accidents because no equipment, operability requirements, or setpoints are
being altered. Only refereunces to existing instrumentation are being added.

3s The proposed change adds requirements for existing instrumentation to the
Technical Specifications. It does not reflect a physical change to the
plant systems; it only provides a more complete and accurate description of
existing equipment. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment system, nor does it change the demands placed upon this

process barrier. Thus, there is no impact on the margin of safety of the
plant,
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Proposed Change Number 38

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listing in Item 4.b.5, "Bus Power
Monitor," in Table 3.3.2-1 under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on
Page 3/4 3-16.

Basis

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other notation
throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of the table. The
conjunction "and" was not intended to describe logic functions of the instruments.
The word "and" was used in the tag number lists purely as a conjunction. The
information provided is merely a list of instrument tag numbers associated with
the described instrumentation and is provided solely to assist the operator in
usage of the Technical Specifications.

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1. The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its function,
design, or operation. Therefore, it does not involve a significant increase
in the probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in the
consequences of an accident previously evaluated,

o The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide consistency
with other entries provided in the table. It dees not represent a change in
logic, nor does it reflect a change in the instrument function, design, or
operation, Therefore, it does not create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
cunsistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be as to
whether the logic associated with the instrumentation is represented. Logic
is not represented and was never intended to be represented. It does not
change the design or capability of the primary containment system, nor does
it change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, there is
no impact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 39

Replace Instrument Number E51-dTS-N604A,B with Instrument Number ES51-TDS-N604A,B
in Item 4.b.8, "RCIC Steam Line Area A Temperature - High," in Table 3.3.2-1 under
Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-17,

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 4.b.8 i{solates the reactor core
isolation cooling (RCIC) system should there be a RCIC steam line break.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number E51-dTS-N604A, B
under Item 4.b.8., The pruposed change will revise that number to E51-TDS-N604A B,
The existing instrument number is not formatted consistently with that listed in
other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that {s consistent with other
plant documents.

L0CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

; N The proposed change will replace instrument number reference E51-dTS-N604A, B
with ES51-TDS-N604A,B. It does not change the device which performs the
specified function; it more clearly identifies the e:tisting device. This
may reduce confusion about which device is being r. ferenced and provide
consistency with other plant documents. Therefore, *“ere is no impact on
the consequences of an accident, nor i{s there any change in the probability
of an accident.

2. The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It more
clearly identifies an existing device and makes its nomenclature consistent
with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it does not create the
possibility of a new accident.

3 The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that currently
exists under Item 4.b.8 of the table. The change does not represent any
changes to the instrument, its function, or design. Only the instrument tag
nunber is being revised to provide consistency in nomenclature with other
plant documents. By making the nomenclature consistent, confusion related
to identification of the instrument may be alleviated. It does not change
the design or capability of the primary containment system, nor does it
change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change
does not decrease the margin of safety.
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Broposed Change Number 40

Replace Instrument Number E51-dTS-N601A,B with Instrument Number E51-TDS-N601A,B
in Item 4.b.10, "RCIC Equipment Room A Temperature - High," in Table 3.3.2-1 under
Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-17.

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 4.b.10 isolates the reactor core
isolation cooling (RCIC) system should there be a RCIC steam line break.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number E51-dTS-N60lA,B
under Item 4.b.10. The proposed change will revise that number to
E51-TDS-N601A,B. The existing instrument number is not formatted consistently
with that listed in other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that is consistent with other
plant documents.

L0CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

The proposed change will replace instrument number reference ES51-dTS-N601A,B
with E51-TDS-N601A,B. It does not change the device which performs the
specified function; it more clearly identifies the existing device. This
may reduce confusion about which device i{s being referenced and provide
consistency with other plant documents. Therefore, there is no impact on
the consequences of an accident, nor is there any change .~ the probability
of an accident.

2. The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It more
clearly identifies an existing device and make its nomenclature consistent
with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it does not create the
possibility of a new accident.

The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that currently
exists under Item 4.b.10 of the table. The change does not represent any
changes to the instrument, its function, or design. Only the instrument tag
number is being revised to provide consistency in nomenclature with other
plant documents. By making the nomenclature consistent, confusion related
to identification of the instrument may be alleviated. It does not change
the design or capability of the primary containment system, nor does it
change the demanas placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change
does not decrease the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 41

Add new Item 4.b.11, "RCIC Steam Line Tunnel Temperature - High Time Delay Relay,"
to Table 3.3.2-1 under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-17,

Basis

The reactor core isolation cooling (RCIC) steam line tunnel temperature - high
time delay relay instrumentatiorn isolates the Group 5 isolation valves in the
event of a RCIC steam line break tc mitigate the consequences of the break. The
Group 5 valves include the RCIC inboard and outboard steam line isolation valves.

The current Technical Specifications do not specifically reference operability and
surveillance requirements for the existing RCIC steam line tunnel high temperature
time delay relays. The proposed change adds operability requirements for these
relays. The proposed requirements are identical to those listed for Item 4.b.7
since the relays are part of that logic and have the same function. Initially,
the time delay relays were considered to be a part of the isolation logic
described in Item 4.b.7 and were not listed separately in the table. These relays
do not initiate any {solation signal; however, they are an important part of the
instrumentation and it has been determined that they should be addressed
separately in the table to avoid possible confusion.

L0CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1. The proposed change establishes specific operability and surveillance
requirements for instrumentation that is designed to detgct an accident; not
prevent one. These requirements are consistent with the accident analysis
assumptions and are similar to those for other associated instrumentation.
There {s no change to the equipment or in how the equipment is operated;
only references to existing instrumentation are being added to the table.
Since the establishment of operability and surveillance requirements does
not change the design or affect the operation of the instrumentation, there
is no increase in the probability of an accident, nor is there any change in
the consequences of any accident previously evaluated.

2. Specification of the correct operability and surveillance requirements
provides additional assurance that the instrumentation will perform its
intended safety function. It does not change the design or operation of any
equipment or cause it to operate in a manner not previously assumed. It
does not affect any equipment which could ‘z2use an accident. It only
affects instrumentation designed to detect the occurrence of an accident.
Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new accident,

3, Specifying the specific operability and surveillance requirements that are
similar to the other isolation instrumentation for this system will not
change the operation of the affected equipment. There will be no change in
the reliability, response characteristics, or setpoints of the
instrumentation. There is no change in the design or capability of the
primary containment system, nor a change in the demands placed upon this
process barrier. Therefore, there is no change in the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 42

Add new Item 4.b.12 "Drywell Pressure - High," and associated Instrument Numbers
E11-PT-NO11A,B and E11-PTS-NO11A-2,B-2 to Table 3.3.2-1 under Core Standby Cooling
Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-17.

Basis .

Valve Group 5 isolates the reacror core isolation cooling (RCIC) steam line to
mitigate the consequences of a break. The Group 5 isolation valves include the
RCIC inboard and outboard steam line isolation valves.

The RCIC system also has turbine exhaust vacuum breaker isolation valves (E51-F062
and E51-F066) on a vacuum relief line for the RCIC turbine exhaust. The line
helps prevent the development of a water column {n the exhaust line. Preventing
development of this column reduces the piping loads which could exist {f the
turbine is restarted. The valves isolate on coincident RCIC steam line

pressure - low and drywell pressure - high signals to astablish primary
containment isolation. The steam line pressure - low signal indicates RCIC {s
isolated or no longer needed because the reactor is depressurize?. The dr-well
pressure - high signal indicates a loss of coolant accident (L(V.A) exists and
primary containment isolation is needed.

The current Technical Specifications specify operability and meintenance
requirements for the Group 5 isolation valves but not for the vacuum breaker
isolation valves. The proposed change reflects the creation of the new Valve
Group 9, which includes the RCIC turbine exhaust vacuum breakers E51-F062 and
E51-F066. Operability and sur-eillance requirements for the RCIC steam supply
pressure - low portion of the logic is being added in Item 4.b.3. A new

Item 4.b.12 for the drywell pressure - high portion of the loghc has also been
added. Both additions reference a new Footnote (j) which states, "Valve isolation
dependent upor low steam supply pressure coincident with high drywell pressure "
This footnote recognizes the existing logic design and the need for both signals
to be present for conditions to exist which indicate that the isolation safety
function {s nucessary. The minimum number of operable channels per trip system is
one, with each of the two trip systems consisting of one channel. The
instrumentation is required to be operable in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3
since that is when primary containment integrity and RCIC operability are both
required. In the event both trip systems do not meet the operability
requirements, existing Action Statement 25, "Close the affected system isolation
valves and declare the affected system inoperable," is specified. This is the
conservative action {f the logic is completely inoperable and is the same action
specified for the Group 5 isolation instrumentation.
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LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

The proposed change establishes specific operability and surveillance
requirements for existing instrumentation which was not originally included
in the Technical Specifications. The RCIC turbine exhaust vacuum breakers
fsolate on coincident RCIC steam line low pressure and drywell

pressure - high. The steam line pressure - low signal indicates RCIC is
isolated or no longer needed because the reactor is depressurized, and the
drywell pressure - high signal indicates a LOCA exists &nd primary
containment isolation is needed.

This change adds operability requirements for ¢xistin, instrumentation to
provide additional assurance that primary containment is isolated wnen
necessary. No new equipment if being added, and existing equipment will
perform its safety function in the sam¢ manner as before. These
requirements are being added to the Technical Specifications for clarity and
completeness. Thus, there is no change in the probability of an accident,
nor is there any change in the consequences of any accident.

The proposed change adds operability requirements to the Technical
Specifications for existing instrumentation. This will provide a more
complete and accurate document, thereby enhancing primary containment
isolation assurance. It does not provide an opportunity for any new
accidents because no equipment, operabvility requirements, or setpoints are
being altered.

The proposed change adds requirements for existing instrumentation to the
Technical Specifications. It does not reflect a physical change to the
plant systems; it only provides a more complete and accurate description of
existing equipment. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment system, nor does it change the demands placed upon this
process barrier. Thus, there is no impact on the margin of safery of the
plant,
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Broposed Change Number 43

Delete Valve Group 7 from the Valve Group column in Item 5.a, "Reactor Vessel
Water level - Low, Level 1," in Table 3.3.2-1 under Shutdown Cooling System
Isolation on Page 3/4 3-17.

Basis

Currently, Technical Specification Table 3.6.3-1 identifies the reactor vessel
head spray, residual heat removal (RHR) shutdown cooling supply, and RHR injection
isolation valves as Group 8 valves. Table 3.3.2-1 indicates Group 8 valves
isolate on reactor vessel water level - low, level 1 (LLl) and reactor steam dome
pressure - high.

Table 3.3.2-1 also lists Group 7 valves as having isolation signals from reactor
vessel water level - low, level 1, drywell pressure - high, and reactor steam dome
pressure - high. However, Table 3.6.3-1 does not identify any valves as Group 7
valves.

The proposed change deletes the reference to Valve Group 7 under "Valve Groups
Operated By Signal®™ in Item 1.a.1 of Table 3.3.2-1. The following factors
contributed to the confusion associated with creation of a Valve Group 7.

CUSTOM TO STANDARD TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION

In 1977, BSEP converted from the custom Technical Specification format to the
standard format. The Standard Technical Specifications (STS) were requested for
both units on August 22, 1977, and issued on November 23, 1977,

As part of this conversion, several changes were made to the valve groups to more
completely and consistent! describe the isolation signals. Valve Group 2
originally contained those valves which were assumed to i{solate during a loss of
coolant accident but were not located on high energy lines with their own leak
dectection. The isolation signals associated with these valves were LL1 and
drywell pressure - high., There were also several subgroups within Group 2 that
i{solated on additional signals. In the conversion from custom to STS, new valve
groups were created to recognize these distinctions. Group 6 was created for
chose valves originally in Group 2 that also isolated on reactor building vent
high radiation. Group 8 was created for those valves originally in Grovp 2
associated with the RHR system that isolate or. LL1 and reactor vessel steam dome
pressure - high.

LOGIC DESICN CHANGES

In 1975, General Electric issued Service Information Letter 131, which recommended
several changes to the containment isolation logic. Experience had shown that the
normal water level drops that occurred during scrams due to collapse of voids
exceeded the LL1 setpoint, This caused unnecessary valve group isolations.
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Three changes were recommended for BSEP to reduce the complexity of scram
recoveries and to reduce demands on the operators caused by unnecessary system
isolations and transients so they could concentrate on the scram itself and be
more observamt for unusual occurrences. These changes were:

| Lower reactor water cleanup system isolation from LL1l to reactor vessel
water level - low, level 2 (LL2),

2. Lower secondary containment {solation and standby gas treatment system
initiation from LL1 to LL2,

3. Delete the drywell pressure - high isolation signals for RHR suction and
discharge valves.

Plant modification and Technical Specification change packages were prepared to
support these logic changes. The original amendment request for BSEP-2 was made
on February 2, 1976. The BSEP-2 amendment request was submitted in custom format.
On June 22, 1977, a subuittal was made that indicated that the same changes were
applicable to BSEP-1 as well, and requested that the original change be amended to
include BSEP-1. The amendament for BSEP-2 was issued on October 12, 1977. The
amendment for BSEP-1 was issued in STS format on April 4, 1979, after conversion
to STS format.

Both requests associated with the logic change requested that the drywell
pressure - high signal be deleted as an RHR isolation signul. However, the
Technical Specification pages originally submitted w!th the BSEP-2 submittal
failed to indicate that the drywell pressure - high signal was also to be deleted
for the RHR head spray valves (E11-F022 and E11-F023). This change was
encompassed in the logic change; however, the Technical Specification pages were
not c'anged to reflect this. .

Apparently, this failure to specifically identify the RHR reactor head spray
valves as no longer having the drywell pressure - high signal associated with
them, led those preparing the BSEP-2 custom to STS conversion package to assume
that they should be treated differently (i.e., no longer as Group 2 valves, but
not as Croup 8 valves e.ther, as they should have been). The isolation signals
associated with the Croup 7 valves were assumed to be LLl, reactor steam dome
pressure - high and drywell pressure - high. Thus, when valve Groups 6 and 8 were
created in the BSEP-2 STS, Valve Croup 7 was created specifically for the RHR
reactor head spray valves solely because they were thought to still isolate on
drywell pressure - high.

Valve Group 7 was created in Table 3.6.3-1 only for BSEP-2 in the original
issuance of the STS. BSEP-2 now listed a Valve Group 7 for the E11-F022 and
E11-F023 valves in Table 3.6.3-1, and Group 7 as a valve group operated by the
LLl, reactor steam dome pressure - high and drywell pressure - high isolation
signals in Table 3.2.3-1. When the BSEP-1 STS were issued, there was no reference
to Group 7 listed anywhere because the logic modification had not yet been
perforued.

The BSEP-1 Technical Specification change associated with the logic change was
developed from the initial logic change request for BSEP-2. As a result, the
BSEP-1 amendment, which was an amendment to the STS, included the Group 7
references in Table 3.2.3-1 as a valve group operated by the LLl, reactor steam
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dome pressure - high and drywell pressure - high signals, but did not {dentify
Valve Group 7 and its associated valves in Table 3.6.3-1,

On September 7, 1982, an additional amendment request was submitted which stated
that a typographicel error had been made in the classification of the RHR head
spray valves. The valves were not actually Group 7; they were to be Group 8
valves. This amendment was issueu on March 6, 1984 and changed the classification
of the valves in Table 3.6.3-1 from Group 7 to Group 8. This actually applied
only to BSEP-2, since BSEP-1 never identified a Group 7 in Table 3.6.3-1; however,
the amendment was issued for both units. Thie amendment request did not delete
the superfluous references to Valve Group 7 in Table 3.2.3-1. Thus, these
references need to be deleted.

10CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not iuvolve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

| The proposed change deletes references to a valve group that does not exist,
and was never intended to exist., The valves once considered Group 7 valves,
E11-F022 and E11-F023, are actually Group 8 valves, and i{solate on the same
signals that isolate the Group 8 valves. Therez are no valves associated
with the current Valve Group 7, and it has been determined that no valves
should be associated w.th the current Valve Group 7. Since Group 7 does not
currently provide any teans of protection, this change does not affect the
probability or consequeices of an accident.

- P Valve Group 7 currentiy dees not include any vaives. Therefore, it can
perform no safety function, nor hamper any existing safety function. Thus,

its deletion does not create the possibility of a new or.different kind of
accident,

3. Valve Group 7 currently cannot provide any mears of protection, because it
does not currently include any valves. 1Its dzletion does not change the
design or capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change
the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, the margin of
safety remains unchanged.
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Proposed Change Number 44

Place the operability requirements for Valve Groups 2 and 6 on a separate line in
Item 5.a "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 1" in Table 3.3.2-1 on under
Shutdown Cooling System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-17 ard specify the correct
requirements for the valve group.

Basis

Currently, Item 5.a specifies the same operability requirements for Valve

Groups 2, 6, and 8., The existing operability requirements apply only to Group 8,
which {solates shutdown cooling system Action Statement 27, "Deactivate the
shu:down cooling supply and reactor vessel head spray isolation valves in tne
closed position until the reactor steam dome pressure is within the specified
limits,"” applies to the Group 8 Valves while Action Statement 20, "Be in at least
HOT SHUTDOWN within 6 hours and in COILD SHUTDOWN within the following 30 hours,”
applies to Valve Groups 2 and 6,

The proposed change places the Valve Greoup 2 and 6 information on a separate line
with its own action statement (Action 20) under Item 5.a. This makes the
information provided more complete and accurate No change has been made to the
dezign or operation of the instvumentation or equipment;, only the way it is

referenced in Item 5.a will be changed
LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does n« ve ignificant hazards consideration for the
following reasons

The proposed change vl les additional irformation in I®sem 5.a to make |
more complete and accur: represent n of the existing equipment and
instrumentation The 1ic as iat ith the instrumentation has not

changed, nor has its design or ope lon The proposed change refevences
the appropriate operational conditions for Valve CGroups 2 and 6 under
[tem 5.a The operability requirements are listed for CGroups 2 and
in Item 1.a.1 prim ontaf it isolation Because this change
provides addition information ich will present a more accurate

description of the existing instrumentation, it does not involve a

increa ‘ yrobability of an accident, nor does it involve

dent previously evaluated

The proposed change h: e f on the design or operation of the

0;'.11;‘:!*«9117 represented Jides Approp ate represer tation of

existing equipment heref re is no impact on the margin of safety




Proposed Change Number 45

Delete Valve Croup 7 from the Valve Group column in Item 5.b, "Reactor Steam Dome

Pressure - Hig..," in Table 3.3.2-1 under Shutdown Cooling System Isolation on
Page 3/4 3-17.

Easis

Currently, Technical Specification Table 3.6.3-1 identifies the reactor vessel
head spray, residual heat removal (RHR) shutdown cnoling supply, and RHR injection
isolation valves as Group 8 valves. Table 3.3.2-1 indicates Group 8 valves

isolate on reacto1r vessel water level - low, level 1 (LL1) and reactor steam dome
pressure - high.

Table 3.3.2-1 also lists Group 7 valves as having isolation signals from reactor
vessel water level - low, level 1, drywrll pressure - high, and reactor steam dome

pressure - high. However, Table 3.6.3-1 does not identify any valves as Group 7
valves.

The proposed change deletes the reference to Valve Group 7 under "Valve Groups
Operated By Signal® in Item 1.a.l of Table 3.3.2-1. The following factors
contributed to the confusion associated with creation of a Valve Group 7.

In 1977, BSEP converted from the custom Technical Specification format to the
standard format. The Standard Technical Specifications (STS) were requested for
both units on August 22, 1977, and issued on November 23, 1977.

As part of this conversion, several changes were made to the valve group=s to more
completely and consistently describe the i{solation signals. Valve Group 2
originally contained those valves which were assumed to isolate during a loss of
coolant accident but were not located on high energy lines with their own leak
detection. The isolation signals associated with these valves were LL1 and
drywell pressure - high. There were also several subgroups within Group 2 that
isolated on additional signals. In the conversion from custom to STS, nev valve
groups were created to recognize these distinctions. Group 6 was created for
those valves originally in Croup 2 that also isolated on reactor building vent
high radiation. Group 8 was created for those v.lves originally in Group 2

associated with the RHR system that isolate on LLl1 and reactor vessel steam dome
pressure - high.

LOGIC DESICN CHANGES

In 1975, General Electric issued Service Information Letter 131, which recommended
several changes to the containment isolation logic. Experience had shown that the
normal water level drops that occurred during scrams due to collapse of voids
exceeded the LL1 setpoint. This caused unnecessary valve group isolations.
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Three changes were recommended for BSEP to reduce the complexity of scram
recoveries and to reduce demands on the operators caused by unnecessary system
isolations and transients so they could concentrate on the scram itself and be
more cbservant for unusual occurrences. These changes were:

Lower reactor water cleanup system isolation from LL1 to reactor vessel
water level - low, level 2 (LL2),

2. Lower secondary containment i{solation and standby gas treatment system
initiation from LL1 to LL2,

8 Delete the drywell pressure - high isolation signals for RHR suction and
discharge valves.

Plant modification and Technical Specification change packages were prepared to
support these logic changes. The original amendment request for BSEP-2 was made
on February 2, 1976. The BSEP-2 amendment request was submitted in custom format.
On June 22, 1977, a submittal was made that indicated that the same changes were
applicable to BSEP-1 as weli, and requested thact the original change be amended to
include BSEP-1. The amendment for BSEP-2 was issued on October 12, 1977. The

amendment for BSEP-1 was issued in STS format on April 4, 1979, after conversion
to STS format.

Both requests associated with the logic change requested that the drywell
pressure - high signal be deleted as an RHR isolation signal. However, the
Technical Specification pages originally submitted with the BSEP-2 submittal
failed to indicate that the drywell pressure - high signal was also to be deleted
for the RYR head spray valves (E11-F022 and Ei1-F023). This change was

encompassed in the logic change; however, the Technical Specification pages were
not changed to reflect this. .

Apparently, this failure to specifically identify the RHR reactor head spray
valves &s no longer having the drywell pressure - high signal associated with
them, led those preparing the BSEP-2 custom to STS conversion package to assume
that they should be treated differently (i.e., no longer as Group 2 valves, but
not as Group 8 valves either, as they should have been). The isolation signals
associated with the Croup 7 valves were assumed to be LLl, reactor steam dome
pressure - high and drywell pressure - high. Thus, when valve Groups 6 and 8 were
created in the BSEP-2 STS, Valve Group 7 was created specifically for the RHR
reactor head spray valves sclely beca:se they were thought to still isolate on
drywell pressure - high.

Valve Group 7 was created in Table 3.6.3-1 only for BSEP-2 in the original
{ssuance of the STS. BSEP-2 now listed a Valve Group 7 for the E11-F022 and
E11-F023 valves in Table 3.6.3-1, and Group 7 as a valve group operated by the
LLl, reactor steam dome pressure - high and arywell pressure - high isolation
signals in Table 3.2.3-1, When the BSEP-1 STS were issued, there was no reference

to Group 7 listed anywhere because the logic modification had not yet been
performed.

The BSEP-1 Technical Specification change assoclated with the logic change was
developed from the initial logic change request for BSEP-2. As a result, the
BSEP-1 amendment, which was an amendment to the STS, included the Group 7
references in Table 3.2.3-1 as a valve group operated by the LLl, reactor steam
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dome pressure - high and dryuvell pressure - high signals, but did not identify

Valve Group 7 anc its associated valves in Table 3.6.3-1.

1689
« 704

/
'

On Septembher , an additinonal amendment request was submitted which stated
that a typographical error had been made in the classification of the RHR head
spray valves, The valves were not: actuallv Group 7; they were to be Group 8
valves. This amendment was issued on March 6, 1984 and changed the classificatior
of tlie valves in Table 3.6.3-1 from Group 7 to Group 8 This actually applied
only to BSEP-2, since BSEP-1 never identified a Group 7 in Table 3.6 3-1; however,
the amendment was {ssued for both units This amendment request did not delete
the superfluous references to Valve Group 7 in Table 3.2.2-1 Thus, these
references need to be deleted

10CFRS0.92 Evaluation

The proposed change ¢ t involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons
he proposed change deletes references to a valve group that does nut exist
‘48 never intended t ixist The valves once considered Greu valves
£11-F022 and E11-F023, & 3. Group 8 valves, and isolate on the
gnals which isoclate the Grouj valves There are no valves associated

%

th Valve Cro ., ar it h yeen determined that no valves shoul¢ be

associated with the currvent Valve Grou Since Group 7 does not currentl
pro

ovide any means of protection his ge does not affect the probabilf
or consequences

Valve Group 7 curre y does 1 include any valves Therefore
perform no safety function, nor hamper any existing safety func
its deletion does 1@ crea he possit ity of a new or.diff
accident

et . { b
Valve means of protection, because
does $ deletion does not change
desi ¥4 I {11 f he primary containment s wr does it

the marg




Proposed Change Number 46

Add reference to a new Footnote (h) for Valve Group 8 in the Valve Group column of
Item 5.b, "Reactor Steam Dome Pressure - High," in Tabie 3.3.2-1 under Shutdown
Cooling System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-17,

Basis

The Group 8 isolation valvec include those isolation valves in the residual heat
removal (RHR) system assocl«ted with operation in the shutdown :ooling mude (the
reactor pressure vessel head spray, shutdown cooling supply, and RHR injection
valves). These valves isolate automatically on reactor vesssl water level - low,
level 2 to minimize the reactor inventory luss should there be a malfunction or
rupture of the RHR system while operating in the shutdown cooling mode. The RHR
injection valves have a reactor low pressure permissive associated with this
isolation signal to limit its operation to only while in shutdown cooling to
prevent any impact on the emergency core cooling system (ECCS) injection function.
There is also high reactor pressure closure logic associated with the reactor
pressure vessel head spray and shutdown cooling supply valves to prevent
over-pressurization of the RHR system by the reactor.

The current Technical Specifications imply that reactor steam dome pressure - high
{s an isolation signal for all Group 8 isolation valves. The proposed change adds
a reference to &« new Footnote (h), which states "Does not isolate E11-FO15A,B,"
for the Group & valves The E11-FO15A,5 valves are the RHR injection valves. The
reactor steam dome pressure - high isolation signal functions to prevent
over-pressurization of the RHR system by the reactor. This isolation signal is
not necessary for the RHR inje~tion valves E11-FO15A,B because its setpoint is

140 psiy and RHR i{s requived to inject up to 410 psig. This logic would,
therefore, derrimentslly affect the ECCS function. Over-pressurization protection
for thece valves is provided by the ECCS injection logic. This logic prevents
opening the injection pathway {f reactor pressure exceedr 410 psig, thereby
eliminacing the need for the isolation signal specified by Item 5.b.

L0CFRS0.92 Eveluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
tollowing reasons:

1. The proposed revision to the Technical Specifications does not change the
approved design or operation of the RHR injection valves. Tis necessary
over-pressur :atlon protection is provided not by this {solation signal, but
by the ECCS Y:ju.ction logic itself. The ECCS logic provides the necessary
protection and fulfills the design requirement. Thus, this correction to
the Technical Specifications does not change the reliability or function of
equipment designed te protect against over-pressurization; it more clearly
defines the proper actions for the RHR injection valves. Therefore, there
is no increase in the probability of any accident prrviously evaluated,

And, since there is no change in micigative function of the instrumentation,
there is no change in the consequences of any accident,.
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Y7e groposed change does not eliminate auy saf 1y function; it recognizes
*'at protection against excessive press ~izati.n of the RHK injection line
is provided by othe: inst ymentation. Linere is pn change in the design or
oprration ¢” ¢he equipment and the ex sting equipment provides the necessary
priteciion, ™erefore, no new accideut posaibilities are created,

Thiv change establishes operability and surveillance requirements that are
consist~~ with the accldent analyzis assuaptions. There is no change in
the .+ :points or required operaring churacteristics of the instrumentation.
It does not change the design or capability of che priasary containment
system, nor do.» it change the demands placed upon t!is process barrier,
Thig, there .- pv .upact on the margin of safety.
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RProposed “hange Number 47

Replace Instrument Number B32-PS-NO18A,B with Instrument Numver 232-PS-NO18A-1,B
in Item 5.b, "Reactor Steam Dome Pressure - High," in Table 3.3.2-( under Shutdown
Cooling System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-17.

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 5.b {solates the shutdown cooling
systea shiould there be a malfunction or rupture of :he residual heat removal
sys'em whiie operating in shutcown cooling mode. This minimizes reactor inventory
loss.

Curr ntly, the Technical Specifications li{st Instrument Number B32-PS-NO18A,B
under Item 5.b. The proposed change will revise that number to B32-PS-NO18A-1,B.
The existing instrument number is not formatted consistently with that listed in
other plant documents.

Th!s change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that {s consistent with other
plant documents.

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

| The proposed change will replace instrument number reference B32-PS-NO18A,B
with B32.-PS-NO18A-1,B. It does not change the device which performs the
specified function; it more clearly identifies the existing device. This
may reduce confusion about which device is being referenced and provide
consistency with other plant documents. Therefore, there is no impact on
the consequences of an accident, nor is there any change in the probability
of an accident.

2. The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It more
clearly identifies an existing device and make its nomenclature consistent
with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it does not create the
possibility of a new or different accident,

2. The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that currently
exists under Item 5.b Table 3.2.2-1. The change does not represent any
changes to the instrument, its function, or design. Only the instrument tag
number is being revised to provide consistency in nomenclature with other
plant documents. By making the nomenclature consistent, confusion related
to identification of the instrument may be alleviated. It does not change
the design or capability of the primary containaent system, nor does it
change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change
does not decrease the margin »f safety.
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Pxopeosed Change Number 48

Put Footnotes a through g in parentheses on Pages 3/4 3-18 and 3/4 3-19, (BSEP-2
only) and double space footnotec (BSEP-1 only).

Basis

The proposed change was made solely to provide consistency throughout the table.
LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1.

The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The content of
the footnotes has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in this enclosure.
The footnotes have been put into parentheses to provide clarity and
consistency to the table. Therefore, it does not invelve a significant
increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in
the consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

The propcsed change is purely administrative. It will provide consistency
vith other entries provided in the table. It does not represent a change in
the content of the footnotes. Therefore, it does not create the possibility

of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency and clarity within the table. It does not imvolve a change in

the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin
of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 49

Replace current Footnote (a), which states, "See Specification 3.6.3.1,
Table 3.6.3.1-1 for valves in each valve group,"” with "Refer to plant procedure
for valves in each valve group," on Page 3/4 3-18.

Basis

Technical Specification Section 3.5 addresses containment systems. Table 3.6.3-1
provides a partial listing of the automatic primary containment isolation valves
(PCIVs). The Brunswick Plant Technical Specifications currently require the
following surveillances:

Specification 4.6.3.1 requires that primary containment isolation valves be
demonstrated operable by cycling and isolation time testing following
maintenance, repair, or replacement work.

Specification 4.6.3.2 requires verification of isolation valve operability
through the application of an isolation test signal to verify the valve
actuates properly. This testing is required every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.3.3 requires verification of the isolation time for
power-operated and automatic valves.

Specification 4.6.4.4 requires that reactor instrumentation system isolation
valves be demonstrated operable by cycling the valve every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.1.2.d requires Type B and C leak testing of primary
containment isolation valves.
The Company has completed a review of the primary containment isolation
system (PCIS) Technical Specifications and determined that certain changes to
Table 3.6.3-1 are needed to accurately reflect the as-built design of the primary
containment isolation system. However, rather than propose changes to the table,
CP&L believes it is more appropriate to request removal of Table 3.6.3-1 from the
Technical Specifications and replace references to the table with references to
valve listings contained in plant procedures (the Company will provide a specific
procedure reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent
submicttal). Our reasons for this determination are described below.

First, removal of the valve listings from the Technical Specifications is
appropriate in the context of Technical Specification reform. The recent industry
and NRC efforts to improve the Technical Specifications have identified component
listings as items for removal from the Technical Specifications because they do
not directly contribute to plant safety. In addition, the level of detail of such
listings has resulted in frequent requests for license amendments. This process
has resulted ia inherent inaccuracies in the Technical Specifications due to the
delays in receiving license amendme:.s brought about by the current regulatory
environment. The NRC has already recommended and approved removal of the
analogous snubber listing from the Technical Specifications. In addition, tables
relating to fire protection devices and containment penetration protection circuit
breakers have been removed from the Technical Specifications for other dockets.
For example, listings relating to containment i{solation valves, snubbers,
containment penetration protection devices, motor operated valve thermal overload
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protection, the reactor vessel material surveillance program, engineered safety
features actuation system instrumentation response times, and reactor trip system
instrumentation response times have been removed from the Technical Specifications
for the Shearon Harris Plant and references to plant procedures incorporated. The
use of component listings through reference to plant procedures ensures that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.

Second, changes to these plant procedures are strictly controlled

under 10CFR50.59. 1In addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to
zaintain primary containment integrity (Technical Specification 3.6.1.1), as well
as ASME Code Section XI testing requirements (Technical Specification 4.0.5)

and 10CFR50, Appendix J requirements (Technical Specification 3.6.1.2) are
maintained. Only the listing of valves would be subject to licensee control

under 10CFR50.59. Plant procedures are auditable and subject to inspection by the
NRC.

Third, appropriate mechanisms and controls exist to ensure correct testing for the
valves through plant procedures. As discussed above, these referencasd
procedure(s) will incorporate valve list information developed to meet the
requirements of Technical Specifications 4.6.3.1, 4.6.3.2, 4.6.3.3 and 4.6.3.4.

In addition, Appendix J of 10CFR50 {implemented through Technical

Specification 3/4.6.1.2) specifies leak rate test requirements for containment
isolation valves, and thus maintenance of a list of such valves, Section XI of
the ASME Code (implemented through Technical Specification 4.0.5) requires once
per cycle testing of valve closure and timing for certain of the valves currently
listed in Table 3.6.3-1. In addition, Technical Specification 4.3.2.2 requires
once per cycle performance of a logic system functional test for most of the
valves currently listed in Table 3.6.3-1. All the above requirements are
appropriately integrated into plant procedure(s) which are subject to change only
under requirements of 10CFR50.59. These plant procedures cover testing (to or
beyond the present Technical Specification requirements) for the valves currently
included in Table 3.6.3-1. A complete listing of containment isolation valves and
required closure times is also provided as Table 6.2.4-2 to the Brunswick Updated
Final Safety Analysis Report. References to plan®' procedures will replace
references to Table 3.6.3-1 in the text of the Te hnical Specifications. Specific
closure time testing requirements for the main steam isolation valves will be
maintained in the Technical Specifications under the existing

Specification 3/4.4.7.

AOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

Removal of the primary containment i{solation valve listing from the
Technical Specifications is appropriate in the context of Technical
Specification reform. Recent industry and NRC efforts to improve the
Technical Specifications have identified component listings as an item for
removal because they do not directly contribute to plant safety., The use of
component listings through reference to plant procedures will ensure that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.
Changes to these procedures will be controlled under the requirements
of 10CFR50.59. Primary containment integrity is the function preserved by
the primary containment isolation valves. Technical Specifications 3.6.1.1
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and 3.6.3 will continue to require primary containment integrity while
operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate containment
isolation valves). Relocation of the primary containment i{solation valve
listing from the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not
change their design or operation, nor does it affect any of the accident
analyses; therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

As discussed in Item 1 above, primary containment integrity is the function
preserved by the primary containment {solation valves. Technical
Specification 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity
while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate containment
isolation valves). The design and operation of these valves does not
change. Thus, relocation of the primary containment isolation valve listing
trom the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

As discussed in Items 1 and 2 above, primary containment integrity is the
function preserved by the primary containment isolation valves. Technical
Specification 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity
vhile operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3. Furthermore, the
relocation of the primary containment isolation valve listing to plant
procedures will clarify the Technical Specifications and ensure a more up to
date and accurate primary containment i{solation valve listing, thereby
avoiding possible operator confusion. There is no change in the containment
design or its pressure retaining capability. Therefore, «the proposed change
does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of safety.
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Pxoposed Change Number 50
Delete Fuotnote (h) from Page 3/4 3-19 (BSEP-2 only).
Basis

Footnote (h) was added to the Technical Specifications via Amendment 131 on
December 10, 1586 to support the hydrogen injection test which took place in
January, 1987, This was a one-time test; therefore, the footnote is no longer
applicable or necessary for normal operation.

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

The proposed change deletes a footnote which no longer applies. The
footnote was added to support a one-time, hydrogen injection test, which was
completed on January 5, 1987. No additional testing is planned. Thus, the
proposed change has no effect on the probability of an accident, nor does it
affect the consequences of any accident.

2. The referenced footnote no longer applies to BSEP-2. The hydrogen injection
test was successfully completed on January 5, 1987. Thus, this footnote is
no leonger necessary, and deletion of it will not create the possibility of a
nev or different type of accident.

3. Footnote (h) was added to support a one-time hydrogen injection test, which
wvas completed on January 5, 1987, No additional testingeis planned,
therefore, the footnote no longer applies and should be deleted. This
deletion has no impact on the margin of safety.
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Broposed Change Number 51

Add new Footnote (h), "Does not {solate E11-FO15A,B," to the footnote on
Page 3/4 3-19.

Basis

The Group 8 isolation valves include those {solation valves ‘» the residual heat
removal (RHR) system associated with operation in the shutd cooling mode (the
reactor pressure vessel head spray, shutdown cooling suppl A4 RHR injection
valves). These valves isolate automatically on reactor w vater level - low,
level 2 to minimize the reactor inventory loss should there be a malfunction or
rupture of the RHR system while operating in the shutdown cooling mode. The RHR
injection valves have &« reactor low pressure permissive associated with this
isolation signal to limit its operation to only while in shutdown cooling to
prevent any impact on the emergency core cooling system (ECCS) injection function.
There is also high reactor pressure closure logic associated with the reactor
pressure vessel head spray and shutdown cooling supply valves to prevent
over-pressurization of the RHR system by the reactor.

The current Technical Specifications imply that reactor steam dome pressure - high
is an isolation signal for all Croup 8 isolation valves. The proposed change adds
a reference to a new Footnote (h) which states, "Does not isolate E11-FO15A,B,"
for the Group 8 valves. The E11-FO15A,B valves are the RHR injection valves. The
reactor steam dome pressure - high isolation signal functions to pravent
over-pressurization of the RHR system by the reactor. This isolation signal is
not necessary for the RHR injection valves E11-FO15A,B because their setpoint

is 140 psig and RHR is required to inject up to 410 psig. This logic would,
therefore, detrimentally affect the ECCS function. Over-pressurization protection
for these valves is provided by the ECCS injection logic. This logic prevents
opening the injection pathway {f reactor pressure exceeds 410 psig, thereby
eliminating the need for the isolation signal specified by Item 5.b.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

' The proposed revision to the Technical Specifications does not change the
approved design or operation of the RHR injection valves. The necessary
over-pressurization protection is provided not by this isolation signal, but
by the ECCS injection logic itself. The ECCS logic provides the necessary
protection and fulfills the design requirement. Thus, this correction to
the Technical Specifications does not change the reliability or function of
equipment designed to protect against over-pressurization; it more clearly
defines the proper actions for the RHR injection valves. Therefore, there
is no increase in the probability of any accident previously evaluated.

And, since there is no change in mitigative function of the instrumentation,
there is no change in the consequences of any accident.

2. The proposed change does not eliminate any safety function; it recognizes
that protection against excessive pressurization of the RHR injection line
is provided by other instrumentation. There is no change in the design or
operation of the equipment and tte existing egquipment provides the necessary
protection, Therefore, no new accident pessibilities are created.
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Tnis change establishes operability and surveillance requirements consistent
vith the accident analysis assumptions. There is no change in the setpoints-
or required operating characteristics of the instrumentation. It does not
change the design or capability of the primary containment system, nor does
it change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Tuus, there i{s no
impact on the margin of safety.
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Eroposed Change Number 52

Add new Footnote (1), "Does not isolate B32-F019 or B32-F020," to the footnote
list on Page 3/4 »19.

Basis

The reactor water sample line valves, B32-FO19 and B32-F020, isolate on reactor
vessel water level - low and main steam line radiation - high. The remaining
Group 1 isolation signals have no bearing on the reactor water sample line; they
would not detect a reactor water sample line rupture, nor would isolation of the
reactor water sample line serve to mitigate or prevent a main steam line break
outside containment. This i{s because of the small diameter of the sample line,
and the fact that it is routed separately from the main steam lines.

The current Technical Specifications incorrectly indicate that the B32-F0l9 and
B32-F020 reactor water sample isolation valves isolate automatically on all of the
Group 1 isolation signals. It should show that these valves isolate only on
reactor vessel water level - low or main steam line radiation - high.

This change adds a reference to a new Footnote (i) to Items 1.¢.2, l.¢.3, l.c.4
(BSEP-2 only), 1.4, 1.e, and 1.f. The footnote states "Does not isolate B32-F019
or B32-F020." This would correct the current information which {mplies that the
B32-FO19 and B32-F020 valves isolate on main steam line pressure - low, main steanm
line flow - high, main steam line tunnel temperature - high, condenser

vacuur - low, and turbine building area temperature - high signals.

This change does not represent any physical changes to the instruments themselves;
it only provides a more adequate description of the existing instrumentation logic
and its function, .

10CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

e The Group 1 isolation signals function to prevent, detect and/or mitigate a
main steam line break outside containment. The only signals that isolate
the reactor water sample line are the reactor vessel water level - low or
main steam line radiation - high. The remaining Group 1 signals would not
detect a need to isolate the reactor water sample line, nor would isolation
of this line mitigate or prevent a main steam Line break outside
containment,

The proposed change does not reprcsent a change in instrumentation or logic;
it merely provides a more adequate description of the existing
instrumentation und its function. The existing design of the system i{s more
c¢learly defined by the proposed charge thereby reducing confusion about the
operation of the system. It is sufficient for accomplishing the required
safety function, Therefore, there is no change in the probability of
occurrence or the consequences of a pipe break outside containment, which is
the only accident to which this change could apply.
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Failure of the reactor water sample line is bounded by the main steam line
break accident. The Group 1 isolation signals, with the exception of the
reactor vessel water level - low and main steam line radiation - high
signals, would not detect and are not needed to isolate the reactor water
sazple line when necessary. No instrumentation i{s being changed; it is
merely being referenced in a more accurate manner. Therefore, the
possibility of a new accident is not created by this change.

The Group 1 isolation signals, except for reactor vessel water level - low
and main steam line radiation - high, would not detect the need to isolate
the reactor water sample line. Isolation of the line would not mitigate the
consequences of a main steam line break. These signals do not cause
isolation of the reactor water sample line, and never have. Therefore,
these isolation signals, when associated with Valves B32-F019 and B32-F020,
do not accomplish any safety function. Thus, they do not contribute to the
margin of scfety and their elimination from the Technical Specifications
would not change the margin of safety. The automatic isolation of the
reactor wuter sample line on the existing two trips are the ones which are
necessary and sufficient to ensure isolation of Valves B32-F019 and B32-F020
when raquired.
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Proposed Change Number 53

Add new Footnote (j), "Valve isolation depends upon low steam supply pressure
coincident with high drywell pressure," to the footnote list on Page 3/4 3-19,

Basis

Footnote (J) reflects the existing logic design associated with the reactor core
isolation cooling (RCIC) and high pressure coolant injection (HPCI) turbine
exhaust vacuum breaker isolation valves and the need for both the steam supply
pressure - low and drywell pressure - high signals to be present for conditions to
exist for the isolation safety function to be necessary.

The current Technical Specifications do not contain operability requirements for
the turbine exhaust vacuum breaker isolation valves, which are described by two
new valve groups; Valve Groups 7 and 9, respectively. They are being added to the
Technical Specifications as described in Items 4.a.3 and 4.b.3 of Table 3.3.2-1.
This footnote applies only to those valves, and is being added in conjunction with
those changes.

L0CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons’

W

The proposed change establishes specific operability and surveillance
requirements for existing instrumentation not originally included in the
Technical Specifications. The HPCI and RCIC turbine exhaust vacuum breakers
isolate on coincident HPCI or RCIC steam line low pressure and drywell
pressure - high signals., This footnote reflects this information.

The proposed change adds operability requirements to the Technical
Specifications for existing instrumentation to provide additional assurance
that primary containment is isolated when necessary. No new equipment is
being added and the existing equipment will perform its safety function in
the same manner as before. Thus, there is no change in the probability or
consequences of an accident.

The proposed change adds operability requirements to the Technical
Specifications for existing instrumentation. This will provide a more
complete and accurate document, thereby enhancing primary containment
isolation assurance. It does not provide an opportunity for any new
accidents because no equipment, operability requirements, or setpoints are
being altered.

The proposed change adds requirements for existing instrumentation to the
Technical Specifications. It does not reflect a physical change to the
plant systems; it only provides a more complete and accurate description of
existing equipment. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment system, nor does it change the demands placed upon this
process barrier. Thus, there is no impact on the margin of safety of the
plant,
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Broposed Change Number 54

Add new Footnote (k), "Secondary containment isolation dampers as listed in plant
procedure ," to the footnote list on Page 3/4 3-19.

Basis

A secondary containment {solation signal closes the secondary containment
isolation dampers, thereby establishing secondary containment isolation and
minimizing the release of radiation from the reactor building during an accident.
The dampers work in conjunction with the standby gas treatment system to establish
a negative pressure in the reactor building and a controlled vent path through the
standby gas treatment system filters and the stack. Secondary containment
isolation would occur during a loss of coolant accident (LOCA) due to a reactor
vessel water level - low, level 2 or drywell pressure - high signal. This would
minimize the release of radiocactivity from the reactor building. Secondary
containment isolation i{s also assumed to occur du ing a refueling accident due to
a signal from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation to
contain radiation released in a fuel handling accident.

Current, Technical Specification Items 2.a, 2.b, and 2.¢ do not reference the
dampers which, in fact, establish secondary contairment. A reference to
Footnote (k) which utates, "Secondary containment isolation dampers as listed in
plant procedure ,"1s being added to each of these items to provide the
needed reference to the secondary containment isolation dampers.

The secondary containment isolation dampers are currently listed in

Table 3.6.5.2-1 of the Technical Specifications. This table is being deleted and
the information relocated in a plant procedure, as described elsewhere in this
submittal. .

Addition of this footnote is necessary because there is no reference to the
secondary containment isolation dampers under the secondary containment isolation
section of Table 3.3.2-1. This change will simplify the Technical Specifications,
eliminate discrepancies, and reduce the potential for misinterpretation. The
plant procedure which will list the secondary containment isolation dampers once
they are removed from the Technical Specifications is currently being developed.
The Company will provide a specific procedure reference for inclusion in the
Technical Specifications via a subsequent submittal.

AOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazard for the following
reasons:

- B The proposed change provides a more accurate reference to the appropriate
secondary containment i{solation dampers covered by Items 2.a, 2.b and 2.c.
The current Technical Specifications list valve groups which are isolated by
the appropriate signals, but do not establish secondary containment
isolation. The dampers which establish secondary containment isolation will
be listed in a plant procedure which will be identified at a later date.

PAGE 86



There is no change in the design, operation, reliability, or testing
requirements of existing plant systems. This change provides a more
complete reference to existing plant equipwment in its appropriate place in
the table. Thus, there i{s no change in the probability of occurrence of an
accident, nor is there any change in the consequences of any accident
previously evaluated.

The proposed change provides a more accurate reference to the appropriate
valves covered by Items 2.a, 2.b and 2.¢. "he current Technical
Specifications list valve groups which dn not establish secondary
containment isolation. The dampers which establish secondary containment
isolation will be listed in a plant procedure which will be identified at a
later date,

There is no change in the design, operation, reliability, or testing
requirements of existing plant systems. This change provides a more
complete reference to existing plant equipment in an appropriate place in
plant procedures. Thus, no new or different types of accident situations
are created.

The proposed change provides references to the appropriate dampers covered
by Items 2.a, 2.b and 2.¢. This change adds a reference to the dampers
which actually provide secondary containment isolation. There is no change
in the response, capability, reliability, or testing requirements of plant
systems. It does not change the design or capability of the primary
containment system, nor does it change the demands placed upon this process
barrier. Thus, there is no effect on the margin of safety,
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Eroposed Change Number 55

Replace Footnote * with Footnote (a) in Item l.a, "Reactor Vessel Water Level" in
Table 3.3.2-2 under Primary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-20 (BSEP-1 only).

Basis
The proposed change was made solely to provide consisten:y throughout the table.

AOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1. The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The content of
the footnotes has not changed unless specified elsewhere in this enclosure.
The footnote has been changed from * to (a) to provide clarity and
consistency to the table. Therefore, it does not involve a significant
increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in
the consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

- The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide consistency
with other entries provided in the table. It does not represent a change in
the content of the footnote. Therefore, it does not create the possibility
of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency and clarity within the table, It does not imvolve a change in
the content of the fcotnotes. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin
of safety.
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Broposed Change Number 56

Delete Item 1.a.2, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," from Table 3.3.2.2
on Page 3/4 3-20 and re-label Item 1.a.3 as Item 1.a.2 (BSEP-2 only).

The Technical Specification change request submitted on September 29, 1987, as
supplemented on October 14, 1987 and November 24, 1987, revised the reactor vessel
water level trip function for the Valve Group 1 isolation valves from reactor
vessel water level - low, level 2 to reactor vessel water level - low, level 3,
This resulted in only Valve Group 3 being actuated by the reactor vessel water
level - low, level 2 trip function. Valve Group 3 isolates the reactor water
cleanup system and is addressed specifically in Item 3.e for the reactor vessel
water level - low level 2 instrumentation. The proposed change deletes Item 1.a.2
because the instrumentation no longer actuates any valve groups that need to be
addressed under Item 1. This change does not represent any physical change to the
design or operation of any systems. It only more accurately describes the trip
function associated with the Group 3 valves.

AOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

s The proposed change deletes information which no longer belongs under

Item 1. Via a previous submittal, the trip function for the Group 1
isolation valves was revised from reactor vessel water level - low, level 2
to reactor vessel water level - low, level 3. The information associated
with the remaining valve group actuated by that trip function, Valve

Group 3, is more appropriately referenced in Item 3.e, which describes the
instrumentation that actuates reactor water cleanup system isolation. The
proposed change does not reflect a change to the design or operation of the
instrumentation and valve groups; it only clarifies existing information in
the table. Therefore, there is no impact on the consequences of an
accident, nor is there any change in the probability of an accident.

2. The proposed change clarifies the table by placing the information
associated with the reactor vessel water level - low, level 2
instrumentation in its appropriate place, It does not reflect a change in
the design or operation of the system. Therefore, {t does not create the
possibility of a new or different accident.

- P The proposed change does not reflect a change to the design or operation of
any equipment. 1t merely provides the applicable references to the reactor
vessel water level - low, level 2 instrumentation in the appropriate place
in the table. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Bxoposed Change Number 57

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument nuamber listings in Item 1.a.2, "Peactor
Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," (BSEP-1 only) and "Reactor Vessel Water
Level - Low, Level 3" (BSEP-2 only) in Table 3.3.2-2 under Primary Contairvent
Isolation on Page 3/4 3-20.

Basis

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other notation
throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of the table. The
conjunction "and" was not intended to describe logic functions of the instruments.
The word “"and" was used in the tag number lists purely as a conjunction. The
information provided is merely a list of instrument tag numbers associated with
the described instrumentation and is provided solely to assist the operator in
usage of the Technical Specifications.

AOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1. The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its function,
design, or operation. Therefore, it does not involve a significant increase
in the probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in the
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide consistency
with other entries provided in the table It does not represent a change in
logic, nor does it reflect a change in the instrument function, design, or
operation. Therefore, it does not create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be as to
wvhether the logic associated with the instrumentation is represented. Logic
i{s not represented and was never intended to be represented. It does not
change the design or capability or the primary containment isolation system,
nor does it change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore,
there is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Rroposed Change Number 38

Delete Footnote (b) from Item l.c.l, "Main Steam Line Radiation - High," in
Table 3.3.2-2 under Primary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-20 (BSEP-2 only).

Basis

Footnote (b) was added to the Technical Specifications via Amendment 131 on
December 10, 1986 to support the hydrogen injection test which took place in
January, 1987. This was a one-time test; therefore, the foctnote is no longer
applicable or necessary for normal operation.

AOCFRS0.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1

The proposed change deletes a footnote which no longer applies. The
footnote was added to support a one-time, hydrogen injection test, which wes
completed on January 5, 1987. No additional testing is planned. Thus, the

proposed change has no effect on the probability of an accident, nor does it
affect the consequences of any accident,

The referenced footnote no longer applies to BSEP-2. The hydrogen injection
test was successfully completed on January 5, 1987, Thus, this footnote is

no longer necessary, and deletion of it will not create the possibility of a
nev or different type of accident.

Footnote (b) was added to support a one-time hydrogen injection test, that
was completed on January 5, 1987. No additional testing+is planned;

therefore, the footnote no longer applies and should be deleted. Thus, this
deletion has no impact on the margin of safety.

PAGE 91



Eroposed Change Number 59

Add new Item 1l.g, "Reactor Building Exhaust Radiation - High," and associated
Instrument Number D12-RM-K609A,B to Table 3.3.2-2 under Primary Containment
Isolation on Page 3/4 3-21,

Basis

The reactor building exhaust radiation - high isclation signal causes the Group 6
isolatiou valves, which include the contairment atmospheric control valves, and
certain containment atmospheric monitoring and post-accident sampling system
valves, to close during a loss of coolant accident (LOCA). This minimizes the
amount of radiation released from primary containment under LOCA conditions. This
signal {s not of primary importance for Group 6 isolation; the reactor vessel
wvater level - low, level 2 and drywell pressure - high signals provide Group 6
isolation signals much earlier ‘n a LOCA scenario. These two signals directly
detect a LOCA, while the reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation
detects radiation released from primary containment to the reactor building. It
does not directly detect a LOCA and will {solate Group 6 much later than the other
two signals will.

Item 1 provides information concerning isolation of the main steam lines, drywell
drains, and the containment atmospheric control and monitoring systems. The main
steam lines are isolated by Group 1 valves, the drywell drains and associated
systems by the Group 2 valves, and the containment atmospheric control and
monitoring systemes by the Group 6 valves.

The new Item 1.g provides information relating to the reactor building exhaust
radiation - high instrumentation trip setpoints. Thi: instrumentation consists of
two channels; one per trip system, either of which can 'nitiate a Group 6
isolation. The radiation monitors listed are located in the reactor building
exhaust plenum and monitor normal HVAC effluent from secondary contaimnment in the
reactor building.

Item 1.g provides the appropriate setpoint requirements for isolation of the
Group 6 valves on a signal from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high
instrumentation. They are the same as those signals specified under Item 2.a
since the same instrumentation actuates both groups.

AOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1. The proposed change establishes trip setpoint requirements for
instrumentation which is designed to detect accident conditions, not prevent
an accident. These requirements are consistent with the accident analysis
assumptions and are the same as for other equipment actuated by this
instrumentation. There is no change in how the equipment is operated. This
change establishes trip setpoint requirements for existing equipment and
does not change the design or affect the operation of the instrumentation.
Thus, there is no increase in the probability of an accident,
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The propnsed change adds trip setpoint requirements which are appropriate
for the Group 6 isolation valves and their related safety function. The
existing requirements in the Technical Specifications are listed under the
Secondary Containment section, and are not directly applicable to the

Group 6 valves. The reactor building exhaust radiation - high signal is not
depended upon for Group 6 isolation for any design basis accident; thus,
there is no impact on the consequences of any accident,

Specifying the correct trip setpoint requirements provides additienal
assurance that the instrumentation will perform its intended safety
function. It does not change the design or operation of any equipment or
cause it to operate in a manner not previously evaluated, It does not
affect any equipment vhich could cause an accident. It only affects
existing instrumentation designed to detect accident conditions. Therefore,
it does not create the possibility of a new or different type of accident,

Specifying the correct trip setpoint requirements does not affect any
equipment which could cause an accident. It only affects instrumentation
designed to detect radiocactivity in secondary containment and i{s not
depended upon by this valve group for mitigating any design basis accident.
Therefore, it is not a factor in the margin of safety. The instrumentation
is designed to detect and mitigate the design basis accidents is not
affected by this change and will have the same reliability and response
characteristics.
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Exoposed Change Number 60

Replace Instrument Number D12-RM-NO10A,B with Instrument Number D12-RM-K609A,B in
Item 2.a, "Reactor Building Exhaust Radiation - High,® in Table 3.3.2-2 under
Secondary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-21.

Basis

The secondary containment isolation dampers i{solate the reactor building HVAC
system to establish secondary containment under accident conditions to minimize
the release of radiation from the reactor building. They work in conjunction with
the standby gas treatment system to establish a negative pressure in the reactor
building an a controlled vent path through the standby gas treatment system
filters and the stack. The dampers isolate on reactor vessel water level - low,
level 2, drywell pressure - high, or reactor building exhaust vent

radiation - high isolation signals.

The current Technical Specifications incorrectly references Instrument
D12-RM-NO10A,B as the instrument which provides a reactor building exhaust
radiation - high i{solation signal. This instrument {s a radiation detector and
does not itself have a setpoint. The setpoint is associated with the radiation
monitor draver for this instrument loop. This is designated by instrument number
D12-RM-K609A,B. The devices which perform the designated function are not altered
in any way by this change; the appropriate instrumentation i{s more clearly
identified in the Technical Specifications.

AOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a sigrificant hazards consideration for the
following reasons: .

The proposed change revises an i{nstrument number reference so the

appropriate instrumentation is referenced in the Technical Specifications.
It does not change the devices which perform the function; it more
completely and clearly references them. This change may reduce the
possibility of misinterpretation of the intent of the Technical
Specifications. Therefore, there {s no increase in the probability of any
accident previously evaluated, nor is there any change in the consequences
of any accident previously evaluated,

- The proposed change corrects an instrument number reference to provide
consistency with other plant documentation and provide reference to the
appropriate instrumentation. The instruments themselves will perform as
before to mitigate the consequences of an accident. Thereiore, no new
accident possibilities are created,

3. The proposed change does not physically change any plant equipment; it
merely references the ajpropriste instruzentation in its appropriate place
in the Technical Specifications. There is no change in the operability,
reliability, or testing requirements of plant systems; therefore, there is
no lmpact on the margin of safety.
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Exoposed Change Number 61

Replace Footnote * with (a) in Item 2.c, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low,
Level 2," in Table 3.3.2-2 under Secondary Contaimment Isolation on Page 3/4 3.21.

Basls
This change was made solely to provide consistency throughout the table.

AOCFRS0.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

' §F The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The content of
the footnotes has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in this enclosure.
The footnote has been changed from * to (a) to provide clarity and
consistency to the tatle. Therefore, it does not involve a significant
increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in
the cunsequences of an accident previously evaluated.

- The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide consistency
with other entries provided in the table. It does not represent a charnge in
the content >f the footnotes. Therefore, it does not create the possibility
of a nev or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency and clarity within the table. It does not irfvolve a change in
the content of the footnote. “Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of
safety.
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Broposed Change Number 62

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item 2.c,
"Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," in Table 3.3.2-2 under
Secondary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3.21.

Basis

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other
notation throughout tiie section and te avoid confusfon in interpretuation of
the table. The conjunction "and® was not intended - describe logic
functions of the instruments. The word "and" was used in the tayg number
iists purely as a conjunction. The information provided is merely a list of
instrument tag numbers associated with the described instrumentation and is
provided solely to assist the operator in usage of the Technical
Specifications.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards considerztion for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications te provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its
function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated, .

2. The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a change in the
instrument function, design, or cperation. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated.

: A The proposed chan-. is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be
as to wvhether the logic associated with the instrumentation is
represented. Logic is not represented and was never intended to be
represented. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment system nor does it change the demands placed upon
this process barrier. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of
safety.
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Pxoposed Change Number 63

Replace Instrument Number G31-dFS-N603-1A,1B with Instrument Number
G31-FDS-N603-1A,1B in Item 3.a, *A Flow - High," in Table 3.3.2-2 under
Reactor Water Cleanup System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-22.

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 3.a isolates the reactor water
cleanup system supply valves in the event of a rupture of the reactor water
cleanup system. This minimizes the amount of radicactivity, energy, and
inventory lost from the reactor vessel.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number
G31-dFS-N603-1A,1B under Item 3.a. The proposed change will revise that
number to G31-FDS-N603-1A,1B. The existing instrument number is not
formatted consistently with that listed in other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that is consistent with
other plant documents.

AOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
G31-dFS-N603-1A,1B with G31-FDS-N603-1A,1B. It does not change the
device which performs the specified function; it more claarly
identifies the existing device. This may reduce confusion about which
device is being referenced and provide consistency with other plant
documents. Therefore, there is no {impact on the consequences of an
accident, nor is there any change in the probability of an accident.

The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It
more clearly identifies an existing device, and makes its nomenclature
consistent with that used in other plant documents, Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new or different type of
accident.

The proposed change will more clearly i{dentify ar instrument that
currently exists under Item 3 .a of the table. The change does not
represent any changes to the instrument, its function, or design.

Only the instrument tag number {s being revised to provide consistency
in nomenclature with other plant documents. By making the
nomenclature consistent, confusion related to identification of the
instrument may be alleviated. It Jloes not change the design eor
capability of the primary containment system nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does
not decrease the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 64

Replace "Area Ventilation Temperature & Temp - High" with "Area Ventilation
4 Temperature - High" in the title of Item 3.¢ in Table 3.3.2-2 undor
Reactor Water Cleanup System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-22.

Basis

The reactor water cleanup system (RWCU) isolation actuation instrumentation
isolates the RWCU supply isolation valver in the event of a rupture of the
RWCU system. This minimizes the amount of radiocactivity, energy and
inventory lost from the reactor vessel under such conditions. A potential
rupture i{s sensed by the following signals; high delta supply/return RWCU
flow, high RWCU area temperature, high delta supply/return ventilation
temperature, or reactor vessel water ievel - low level 2, The system also
{golates on standby liquid control system (SLC) initiation to prevent
dilution of the poison injected by SLC. The high delta supply/return RWCU
flow instrumentation measures the difference between the supply and return
flow rate and assumes an excessive difference indicates a rupture. A 45
second time delay is provided for the & flow - high instrumentation to
prevent spurious isolation signals which can result vhen starting a RWCU
pump or changing the flow path.

The current Technical Specifications have an administrative error; the word
*Temperature” is use twice in the title of Item 3.¢c. Only one reference to
the temperature is necessary. The title of Item 3.c should be "Area
Ventilation A Temperature - High.®* This change does not reflect a change to
the design, operation, reliability, or testing requirements of the
instrumentation; it only provides a more concise definition of the trip
function, .

AOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

P The proposed change replaces the title of Item 3.¢c with one that
provides a better description of the instrumentation. This change
does not involve any change to the operability, reliability, or
testing requirements of the instrumentation involved; it merely
provides a more appropriate description of its function. Therefore,
there is no increase in the probability of any accident previously
evaluated, nor i{s there any change in the consequences of any
accident.

2. The proposed change does not involve any physical changes to plant
systems., It provides a better description in the Technical
Specifications of the actual function of the area delta temperature
monitoring instrumentation. The possibility of misinterpretation of
the function of the instrumentation will be reduced., The equipment
will stil]l function in the same manner. Therefore, there are no new
accident possibilities created.
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The proposed change provides a more clear, concise description of the
actual function of the area delta temperature monitoring
instrumsentation, It does not physically alter any plant
instrumentation and, therefore, does not impact the margin of safety.
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Exoposed Change Numbex 63

Replace Instrument Number G131 N6O2A,B,C,D,E,F with Instrument Number
G31-TDS-N6O2A,B,C,D,E.F in It "Area Ventilation
& Temperature - High, " in 3.2+2 under Reactor Water Cleanup System

y A

Isolation on Page 3/4 3-22

Basis

The i{solation instrumentation listed in item J.c {isolates tl reactor water

)ly valves in the event of a rupture of ti reactor water

I
his minimizes the t of radiocactivity viergy, and
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Exopasad Change Numbex 66

Replace "and® with *;" in the instrument number listings in Item 3. e,
"Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2,* in Table 3.3.2-2 under Reactor
Water Cleanup System Isolation on Page 3/4 3.22.

Basis

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other
notation throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of
the table. The conjunction "and" was not intended to (escribe logic
functions of the instruments. The word "and® wau used in the tag number
lists purely as a conjunctior. The information provided is merely a list of
instrument tag numbers associated with the described {rstrumentation and {s
provided solely to assist the operator in usage of :he Technical
Specifications.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involv: a nignificant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change is an adainistrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its
function, design, or operation. Therefore, it 4oes not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
tep esent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a change in the
instrument function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated,

3. Tle proposed change ls an adninistrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be
as to whether the logic associated with the instrumentation is
Tepresented. logic is not represented and was never intended to be
represented. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment system nor does it change the demand: placed upon

this process barrier. Therefore, there is no impact or the margin of
safery,

PAGE 101



Rroposed Change Number 67

Replace * with {(a) in Item 3.e, "R:acter .2ssel Wate: Level - Low, Level 2,"
in Table 3.3.2-2 under Re~nctor W. .2r Cleanu; Systea Isolation or
Page 3/4 3-22,

Easls

The ;ropesed change was made solely tc provi 's consistency throughout the
table.

LOCTRIC. & Evaluation

The proposed thange does nct involve a significant hazards cinsideration for
the followin, Jewsons:

- I The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
content »f the f{cotnote has not changed unless noticed clsewhere in
this enclosurz. The footnote has been changed from * to (a) to
provide clarity and consis“ency to the table. Therefore, it does not
involve a signiticant incrz2ase in the probability of an accident, nor
does it involve a chaige in the consequencos of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. The proposed chan, !s purely administrative. It =11l provide
consistency with oth.r entries provided in the table. it does not
represent a caange in i(ne content of the footno'es. Therefore, it
does not creite thi possibility of a nsr or diiferent kind of accident
from any acc dent sr:'iously evaluatrd. .

3. The proposed change is an administrativ: change. It will provide
consistency and clacvity within the table. It does not involve a
change in the content of the footnotes. The efore, there is no impact
on e rargin of rafetwy,
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Proposed Change Number 63

Add nevw Item 3.f, "A Flow - High - Time Delay Relay," and associated
Instrument Number B31-R616C,D to Table 3.3.2-2 under Reactor Water Cleanup
Syscem Isolation on Page 3/4 3-22.

busis

The reactor water cleanup (RWCU) system isolation instrumentation isolates
the RWCU supply isolation valves in the event of a rupture of the RWCU
system. This minimizes the amount of radicactivity, energy, and inventory
lost from the reactor vessel., A potential rupiure is sensed by any of the
following signals: high delta supply/return RWCU flow, high RWCU area
temperature, high delta supply/return ventilation temperature, or reactor
vessel water level - low, level 2. The system also isolates on standby

fquid control system initiation to prevent dilution of the poison injected
due to cleanup from RWCU operation.

The current Technical Specifications do not specifically reference setpoint
requirements for the existing time delay relays in the RWCU high delta flow
logic. The proposed change adds setpoint requirements for these relays
which reflect the established value and are in agreement with the accident
analysis., Initially, the time delay relays were considered to be a part of
the isolation lngic described in Item 3.a and were not listed separately in
the table. These relays do not initiate any isolation signal; however, they
are an important part of the instrumentation. It has been determined that
they should be addressed separately in the table to avoid possible
confusion.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation .

The pruposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change establishes setpoint requirements for
instrumentation which is designed to detect an accident and not
prevent one. These requirements are consistent with the accident
analysis assumptions. There is no change to the equipment or in how
the equipment is operated; only references to existing instrumentation
are being added to the table. Since the establishment of operability
and surveillance requirements does not change the design or affect the
operation of the instrumentation, there is no increase in the
probability of an accident, nor is there any change in the
consequences of any accident previously evaluated.

2 Specification of the correct operability and surveillance requirements
piovides additional assurance that the instrumentation will perform
its intended safety function. It does not change the design or
operation of any equipment or cause it to operate in a manner not
pre.jously assumed. It does not affect any equipment which could
cause an accident. It only affects instrumentation designed to detect
the occurrence of an accident. Thus, this change does not create the
possibility of a new accident,
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Specification of setpoint requirements that reflect the established
value and are consistent with the accident analysis does not affect or
change the operation of the affected equipment. It does not chaage
the design or capability of the primary containment system nor does it
change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, there
is no change in the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 69

Replace "HPCI Steam Line High Flow Time Delay Relay" with "HPCI Steam Line

Flow - High Time Delay Relay" under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation
in the title of Item 4.a.2 on Page 3/4 3-22,

Basis

The proposed change was made solely to provide consistency with other titles
throughout the table.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

i The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
instrumentation itself has not changed, nor has its function, design,
or operation. Only its title has been reworded to be consistent with
other titles in the table. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it

involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated,

2. The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in the instrument function, design, or operation.
Tharefore, it does not create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated..

- The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table. It does not involve a change in

instrumentation, function, design, or operation. Therefore, there is
no impact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 70

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item 4.a.5, "Bus
Power Monitor," in Table 3.3.2-2 under Core Standby Cooling Systems
Isolation on Page 3/4 3-23.

Basis

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other
notation throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of
the table. The conjunction "and" was not intended to describe logic
functions of the instruments. The word "and" was used in the tag number
lists purely as a conjunction. The information provided is merely a list of
instrument tag numbers associated with the described instrumentation and is
provided solely to assist the operator in usage of the Technical
Specifications,

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its
function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2 The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a change in the
instrument function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be
as to whether the logic associated with the instrumentation is
represented. Logic is not represented and was never intended to be
represented. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment system nor does it change the demands placed upon
this process barrier. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of
safety.
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Proposed Change Number 71

Replace Instrument Number ES51-dTS-N604C,D with Instrument Number
E51-TDS-N604C,D in Item 4.&.8, "HPCI Steam Line Area A Temperature - High,"
in Table 3.3.2-2 under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on

Page 3/4 3-23.

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 4.a.8 isolates the high
pressure coolant injection (HPCI) system should there be a HPCI steam line
break.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number
E51-dTS-N604C,D under Item 4.a.8. The proposed change will revise that
number to E51-TDS-N604C,D. The existing instrument number is not formatted
consistently with that listed in other plant documents,

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that is consistent with
other plant documents.

10CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significart hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

: I The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
E51-dTS-N604C,D with E51-TDS-N604C,D. It does not change the device
which performs the specified function; it more clearly identifies the
existing device. This may reduce confusion about which device is
being referenced and provide consistency with other plant documents.
Therefore, there is no impact on the consequences of an accident, nor
is there any change in the probability of an accident.

:. The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It
more clearly identifies an existing device and make its nomenclature
consistent with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new accident.

3. The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that
currently exists under Item 4.a.8 of the table. The change does not
represent any changes to the incstrument, its function, or design.

Only the instrument tag number is being revised to provide consistency
in nomenclature with other plant documents. By making the
nomenclature consistent, confusion related to identification of the
instrument may be alleviated. It does not change the design c~
capability of the primary containment system nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does
not decrease the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 72

Replace "Emergency Area Cooler Temp - High" with "HPCI Equipment Area
Temperature - High" in the title of Item 4.a.9 in Table 3.3.2-2 under Core
Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-23.

Basis

The emergency area cooler temperature - high isolation signal isolates the
Group 4 isolation valves in the event of a high pressure coolant injection
(HPCI) steam line break to mitigate the consequences of such a break. The
Group 4 isolation valves include the HPCI inboard and outboard steam line
isolation valves and the HPCI torus suction isolation valves.

The current Technical Specifications have an inaccurate description of the
trip function. The proposed change revises the description of the trip
function from "Emergency Area Cooler Temperature - High" to "HPCI Equipment
Area Temperature - High."

This change is necessary so that the trip function description more clearly
reflects the actual area the instrumentation monitors. The existing
description is a generic BWR term which does not relate to the actual BSEP
design. The area the instrumentation monitors at BSEP is referred to in
other plant documents and programs as the "HPCI Equipment Area." This
change will reduce the potential for confusion by more clearly describing
the actual location of the instrumentation.

L1OCFR50.922 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

3. The proposed change will change the description of a trip function to
more clearly identify the area the instrumentation monitors. The
current wording, "Emergency Area Cooler," does not reflect the
commonly used description of the area. "HPCI Equipment Area" more
clearly describes the area. This change will reduce confusion
concerning which area is being referred to.

No changes to the referenced instrumentation are being reflected by
this change. The instrumentation will function exactly as before.
Therefore, there is no change in the probability of an accident, nor
is there any change in the consequences of an accident.

P The proposed change revises the trip function so the appropriate trip
function is clearly identified in the Technical Specifications. It
does not change the required function of the instrumentation; it
merely clarifies the description of an existing trip function. Thus,
no new accident possibilities are created.
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The prop' sed change provides a clarification in the description of an
existin; isolation function. It does not change the design,
reliabfiity, or function of any plant equipment; it merely references

them riore clearly. Thus, there is no impact on the margin of safety
as a cesult of this change.
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Proposed Change Number 73

Add setpoint requirements for a new Item 4.a.10, "Drywell Pressure - High,"
and associated Instrument Number E11-PTS-NO11C-2,D-2 to Table 3.3.2-2 under
HPCI System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-23.

Basis

Valve Group 4 isolates the high pressure coolant injection (HPCI ) inboard
and outboard steam line isolation valves and the HPCI torus suction
isolation valves in the event of a HPCI steam line break to mitigate the
consequences of tne break.

The HPCI system also has turbine exhaust vacuum breaker isolation valves
(E41-FO75 and E41-F079) on a vacuum relief line for the HPCI turbine
exhaust., This line helps prevent the creation of a water column in the
exhaust line. Preventing development of this column reduces the piping
loads which could exist if the turbine is restarted. The valves isolate on
coincident HPC® steam line pressure - low and drywell pressure - high
signals to establish primary containment. The low steam line pressure
signal indicates HPCI is isolated or no longer needed because the reactor is
depressurized. The drywell pressure - high signal indicates a loss of
coolant accident (LOCA) exists and primary containment isolation is needed.

The current Technical Specifications specify setpoint requirements for the
Group 4 isolation valve logic but not for the vacuum breaker isolation valve
logic. The proposeg change reflects the creation of a new Valve Group 7,
which includes the HPCI turbine exhaust vacuum breakers E41-F075 and
E41-F079. Setpoint requirements for the actuation instrumentation are
provided under Item 4.a.3 for the }iPCI steam supply pressure - . low
instrumentation portion of the logic. A new Item 4.a.10 is being added for
the drywell pressure - high portion of the logic to specify the appropriate
setpoints, These values are consistent with the accident analysis
assumptions and are the same as for other LOCA detection instrumentation,

L0CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

4 The proposed change establishes setpoint requirements for existing
instrumentation which was not originally included in the Technical
Specifications to provide additional assurance that primary
containment i{s {solated when necessary. These requirements are
consistent with the accident analysis and are the .ame as for other
LOCA detection instrumentation and established values for this
instrumentation., No new equipment is being added and existing
equipment will perform its safety function in the same manner as
before. Therefore, there is no impact on the consequences of any
accident, nor is there any change in the probability of any accident.
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The proposed change adds references to existing requirements to the
Technical Specifications. This will provide a more complete and
accurate document, thereby enhancing primary containment isclation
assurance. It does not provide an opportunity for any new accidents
because no equipment, operability requirements, or setpoints are being
altered. Only references to existing instrumentation are being added.

The proposed change adds requirements for existing instrumentation to
the Technical Specifications. It does not reflect a physical change
to the plant systems; it only provides a more complete and accurate
description of existing equipment. Thus, there i{s no impact on the
margin of safety of the plant.
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Eroposed Change Number 74

Replace "RCIC Steam Line High Flow Time Delay Relay" with "RCIC Steam Line
Flow - High Time Delay Relay"” in the title of Item 4.b.2 in Table 3.3.2-2
under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-24,

Basis

The proposed change was made solely to provide consistency with other titles
throughout the table.

A0CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
instrumentation itself has not changed, nor has its function, design,
or operation. Only its title has been reworded to be consistent with
other titles in the table. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in the instrument function, design, or operation.
Therefore, it does not create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated. «

The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table. It does not involve a change in
instrumentation, function, design, or operation. It does not change
the design or capability of the primary containment system nor does it
change the derands placed upon this process barrier. Therefure, there
is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 75

Replace "and” with ";" in the instrument number listings in Table 3.3.2-2
under Item 4.b.5, "Bus Power Monitor," under Core Standby Cooling System
Isolation on Page 3/4 3-24,

Basis

The prcposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other
notation throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of
the table. The conjunction "and" was not intended to describe logic
functions of the instruments. The word "and" was used in the tag number
lists purely as a conjunction. The information provided is merely a list of
instrument tag numbers associated with the described instrumentation and is
provided solely to assist the operator in usage of the Technical
Specifications.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its
function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

- § The proposeu change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a change in the
instrument function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated.

¢ The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be
as to whether the loglc associated with the instrumentation is
represented. Logic is not represented and was never intended to be
represented. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment system nor does it change the demands placed upon
this process barrier. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of
safety.
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Proposed Change Number 76

Replace Instrument Number E51-dTS-N604A,B with Instrument Number
E51-TDS-N604A,B in Item 4.b.8, "RCIC Stnam Line Area A Temperature - High,"
in Table 3.3.2-2 under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on

Page 3/4 3-24.

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 4.b.8 isolates the reactor core
isolation cooling (RCIC) system should there be a RCIC steam line break.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number
E51-dTS-N604A,B under Item 4.b.8. The proposed change will revise that
number to E51-TDS-N604A,B. The existing instrument number is not formatted
consistently with that listed in other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that is consistent with
other plant documents,

LO0CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
E51-dTS-N604A,B with E51-TDS-N604A,B. It does not change the device
which performs the specified function; it more clearly identifies the
existing device. This may reduce confusion about which device is
being referenced and provide consistency with other plant documents.
Therefore, there is no impact on the consequences of an accident, nor
is there any change in the probahility of an accident.

- The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant der'gn. It
more clearly identifies an existing device and make its nomenclature
consistent with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new accident.

3. The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that
currently exists under Item 4.b.8 of the table. The change does no%
represent any changes to the instrument, its function, or design.

Only the instrument tag number is being revised to provide consistency
in nomenclature with other plant documents. By making the
nomenclature consistent, confusion related to identification of the
instrument may be alleviated. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment system nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does
not decrease the margin of safety,
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Proposed Change Number 77

Replace Instrument Number E51-dTS-N601A,B with Instrument Number
E51-TDS-N601A,B in Item 4.b.10, "RCIC Equipment Room A Temperature - High,k"
in Table 3.3.2-2 under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on

Page 3/4 3-25.

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 4.b.10 isolates the reactor
core isolation cooling (RCIC) system should there be a RCIC steam line
break.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number
E51-dTS-N601A,B under Ttem 4.b.10, The proposed change will revise that
number to ES51-TDS-N601A,B. The existing instrument number i{s not formattad
consistently with thet listed in other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that is consistent with
other plant documents.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

@ The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
E51-dTS-N601A,B with E51-TDS-N601A,B. It does not change the device
which performs the specified function; it more clearly identifies the
existing device. This may reduce confusion about which device is
being referenced and provide consistency with other plant documents.
Therefore, there is no impact on the consequences of an accident, nor
is there any change in the probability of an accident.

3 The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It
more clearly identifies an existing device and make its nomenclature
consistent with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new accident.

3. The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that
currently exists under Item 4.b.10 of the table. The change does not
represent any changes to the instrument, its function, or design.

Only the instrument tag number is being revised to provide consistency
in nomenclature with other plant documents. By making the
nomenclature consistent, confusion related to identification of the
instrument may be alleviated., It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment system nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does
not decrease the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 78

Add new Item 4.b.11, "RCIC Steam Line Tunnel Temperature - High Time Delay
Relay," and associated Instrument Number E51-KC-M602A,B to Table 3.3.2-2
under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-25.

Basis

The reactor core isolation cooling (RCIC) steam line tunnel

temperature - high time delay relay instrumentation isolates the Group 5
isolation valves in the event of a RCIC steam line break to mitigate the
consequences of the break. The Group 5 valves include the RCIC inboard and
outboard steam line isolation valves,

The current Technical Specifications do not specifically reference setpoint
requirements for the existing time delay relays in the RCIC steam line
tunnel temperature - high logic. The proposed change adds requirements for
these relays which reflect the established value and are in agreement with
the accident analyses. Initially, the time delay relays were considered to
be a part of the isolation logic described in Item 4.b.7 and were not listed
separately in the table. These relays do not initfate any isolation signal;
however, they are an important part of the instrumentation, and it has been
determined that they should be addressed separately in the table to avoid
possible confusion.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change establishes specific setpoint requirements for
instrumentation which is designed to detect an accident and not
prevent one. These requirements are consistent with the accident
analysis assumptions. There is no change to the equipment or in how
the equipment is operated; only references to existing instrumentation
are being added to the tatle. Since the establishment of operability
and surveillance requirements does not change the design or affect the
operation of the instrumentation, there is no increase in the
probability of an accident, nor i{s there any change in the
consequences of any accident previously evaluated.

s Specification of the correct setpoint requirements provides additional
assurance that the instrumentation will perform its intended safety
function. It does not change the design or operation of any equipment
or cause it to operate in a manner not previously assumed. It does
not affect any equipment which could cause an accident., It only
affects instrumentation designed to detect the occurrence of an
accident. Thus, this change does not create the possibility of a new
accident,
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Specification of specific setpoint requirements which reflect the
established value and are consistent with the accident analysis does
not change the operation of the affected equipment. There will be no
change in the reliability, response characteristics, or setpoints of
the instrumentation. There is no change in the design or capability
of the primary containment system, nor is there any change the demands
placed upon this process barrier, Therefore, there is no change in
the margin of safety.

PAGE 117




Proposed Change Number 79

Add setpoint requirements for new Item 4.b.12, "Drywell Pressure - High,"
and associated Instrument Number E11-PTS-NO11lA-2,B-2 to Table 3.3.2-2 under
Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-25,

Basis

Valve Group 5 isolates the reactor core isolation cooling (RCIC) steam line
to mitigate the consequences of a break in that line. The Group 5 isolation
valves include the RCIC inboard and outboard steam line isolation valves.

The RCIC system also has turbine exhaust vacuum breaker isolation valves
(E51-F062 and E51-F066) on a vacuum relief line for the RCIC turbine
exhaust., The line helps prevent the de elopment of a water column in the
exhaust line. Preventing development of this column reduces the piping
loads which could exist if the turbine is restarted. The valves isolate on
coincident RCIC steam line pressure - low and drywell pressure - high
signals to establish primary containment isolation. The steam line
pressure - low signal indicates RCIC is isolated or no longer needed because
the reactor is depressurized. The drywell pressure - high signal indicates
a loss of coolant accident (LOCA) exists and primary containment isolation
is needed.

The current Technical Specifications specify setpoint requirements for the
Group 5 isolation valve logic but not for the vacuum breaker isolation valve
logic. The proposed change reflects the creation of the new Valve Group 9,
which includes the RZIC turbine exhaust vacuum breakers E51-F062 and
E51-F066.

The isolation logic associated with these vacuum breakers requires a signal
from both the drywell pressure - high instrumentation and the RCIC steam
supply pressure - low instrumentation. Item 4.b.12 addresses the drywell
pressure - high part of the logic; Item 4.b.3 addresses the RCIC steam
supply pressure - low portion. Table 3.3.2-1 provides more information
about the operability requirements of these valves in Items 4.b.3

and 4.b.12. The proposed change addressed here adds the trip setpoint
information associated with the drywell pressure - high instrumentation,

LO0CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

B The proposed change establishes the trip setpoint values for the
drywell pressure - high instrumentation which was not originally
included in the Technical Specifications. This change is being made
to address the addition of the RCIC turbine exhaust vacuum breakers,
which isolate on coincident RCIC steam line pressure - low and drywell
pressure - high, to the Technical Specifications via the addition of
Valve Group 9. The steam line pressure - low signal indicates RCIC is
fsolated or no longer needed because the reactor is depressurized, and
the drywell pressure - high signal indicates a LOCA exists and primary
containment {solation is needed.
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This change adds setpoint requirements for existing instrumentation to
provide additional assurance that primary containment is isolated when
necessary. No new equipment is being added, and existing equipment
will perform its safety function in the same manner as before. These
requirements are being added to the Technical Specifications for
clarity and completeness. Thus, there is no change in the probability
of an accident; nor is there any change in the consequences of any
accident.

The proposed change adds setpoint requirements to the Technical
Specifications for existing instrumentation. This will provide a more
complete and accurate document, thereby enhancing primary containment
isolation assurance. It does not provide an opportunity for any new
accidents because no equipment, operability requirements, or setpoints
are being altered.

The proposed change adds requirements for existing instrumentation to
the Technical Specifications. It does not reflect a physical change
to the plant systems; it only provides a more complete and accurate
description of existing equipment. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier., Thus, there is no impact on
the margin of safety of the plant.
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Proposed Change Number 80

Replace Footnote * with (a) in Item 5.a, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low,
Level 1," in Table 3.3.2-2 under Shutdown Cooling System Isolation on
Page 3/4 3-25 (BSEP-1 only).

Basis

The proposed change was made solely to provide consistency throughout the
table.

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

9 The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
content of the footnote has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in
this enclosure. The footnote * has been replaced with (a) to provide
clarity and consistency to the table. Therefore, it does not involve
a significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previ.usly
evaluated.

2, The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in the content of the footnote. Therefore, it does
not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated. .

3. The preposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency and clarity within the table. It does not involve a
change in the content of the footnote. Therefore, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 81

Replace Instrument Number B32-PS-NO18A,B with Instrument Number
B32-PS-NO18A-1,B in Item 5.b, "Reactor Steam Dome Pressure - High " in
Table 3.3.2-2 under Shutdown Cooling System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-25.

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 5.b isolates the shutdown
cooling system should there be a malfunction or rupture of the residual heat
removal system while opercting in shutdown cooling mode. This minimizes
reactor inventory loss.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number
B32-PS-NO18A,B under Item 5.b. The proposed change will revise that number
to B32-PS-NO18A-1,B. The existing instrument number is not formatted
consistently with that listed in other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that is consistent with
other plant documents.

L0CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
B32-PS-NO18A,B with B32-PS-NO18A-1,B. It does not change the device
which performs the specified function; it more clearly identifies the
existing device. This may reduce confusion about which device is
being referenced and provide consistency with other plant documents.
Therefore, there is no impact on the consequences of an accident, nor
is there any change in the probability of an accident.

2. The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It
more clearly identifies an existing device and makes its nomenclature
consistent with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new accident.

3. The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that
currently exists and {s listed under Item 5.b of the table. The
change does not represent any changes to the instrument, its function,
or design. Only the instrument tag number is being revised to provide
consistency in nomenclature with other plant documents. By making the
nomenclature consistent, confusion related to identification of the
instrument may be alleviated. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does
not decrease the margin of safety.
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Eroposed Change Number 82

Replace Footnote * with Footnote (a) on the bottom of Page 3/4 3-25 (BSEP-1
Only).

Basis

This change wvas made solely to provide consistency throughout the table.

AOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

9 The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
content of the footnote has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in
this enclosure. The footnote * has been changed to (a) to provide
clarity and consistency to the table. Therefore, it doe¢s not involve
a significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

- The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent ¢ change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It wilk provide
consistency and clarity within tne table. It does not involve a
change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 83

Delete Footnote (b) from the footnote table on existing Page 3/4 3-21a
(BSEP-2 c¢nly). ’

Basis

Footnote (b) was added to the Technical Specifications via Amendment 131 on
December 10, 1986 to support the hydrogen injection test which took place in
January, 1987. This was a one-time test; therefore, the footnote is no
longer applicable or necessary for normal operation.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

8 The proposed change deletes a footnote which no longer applies. The
footnaote was added to support a one-time, hydrogen injection test,
which was completed on January 5, 1987, No additional testing is
planned. hus, the proposed change has no effect on the probability
of an accident, nor does it affect the consequences of any accident.

- 8 The referenced footnote no longer applies to BSEP-2. The hydrogen
injection test was successfully completed on January 5, 1987. Thus,
this footnote is no longer necessary, and deletion of {t will not
cruate the possibility of a new or different type of accident.

3 Footnote (b) was added to support a one-tiwme hydrogen injection test,
which was completed on January 5, 1987. No additional testing is
planned; therefore, the footnote no longer applies ard should be
deleted. This deletion has no impact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 84

Relocate Footnote (a), "Vessel water levels refer to REFERENCE LEVEL ZERO,"
from the bottom of existing Page 3/4 3-2la to the bottom of new

Page 3/4 3-25 (BSEP-2 only).

Basis

This footnote is being relocated from existing Page 3/4 3-2la to the bottom
of new Page 3/4 3.25 for convenience. Since Footnote (b) is being deleted

as described elsewhere in this submittal, there is no longer any need for a
separate footnote table. The content of the footnote has not changed.

AOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

L, The proposed change relocates Footnote (a) from existing
Page 3/4 3-2la to the bottom of Page 3/4 3-25. The content of the
footnote remains the same. This change is being made solely for
convenience. Therefore, there is no change in the probability of any
accidenc, nor is there any change in the consequences of any accident.

- The preposed change is administrative in nature. It does not change
the content of the affected footnote; it only relocates it to the
bottow of Page 3/4 3-25 because a separate footnote table is no longer
necessary due to deletion of another footnote. Therefore, there are
no new accident possibilities created.

3. The proposed change is administr _lve in nature; it is being made for
consistency and convenience. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Thus, it has no impact on
the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 85

Replace reference to Footnote §# with (d) and add Footnote (a) to the
response ¢ime column heading on Table 3.3.2-3 on Pages 3/4 3-26
through 3/4 3-29.

Basis

Table 3.3.2-3 specifies the response time requirements for the isolation
{nstrumentation. It ensures that the time it takes for the instrumentation
to detect and initiate valve closure is within the allowed time assumed by
the accident analysis.

The i{solation response time is the sum of the instrument response time and
the valve isolation time. For AC powered valves, the instrument response
time also includes the emergency diesel generator start time since power to
these valves must be re-established after a loss of off-site power before
the valves can stroke closed. The instrument response time, therefore, is
the greater of the fallowing: 1) the measured response time of the
instrument itself, including any time delay relays, or 2) the start time of
the emergency diesel generators.

The current Technical Specifications provide an explanation of the
requirements for determining instrumentation response time in Footnotes (a)
and (#), which state:

(a) The isolation system instrumentation response time shall be
measured and recorded as a part of the ISOLATION SYSTEM RESPONSE
TIME. 1Isolation system instrumentation response time specified
includes the delay for diesel generator starting assumed in the
accident analysis.

(#) Isolation system instrumentation response time specified for the
Trip Function actuating each valve group shall be added to
isolatior time shown in Table 3.6.3-1 and Table 3.6.5.2-1 for
valves {n each valve group to obtain ISOLATION SYSTEM RESPONSE
TIME for each valve.

Footnote (#) is currently specified in the header for the RESPONSE TIME
column of Table 3.3.2-3, which implies that it applies to all isolation
instrumentation. Footnote (a) is currently listed only with Items 4.a.l

and 4.b.1, which are concerned with the HPCI and RCIC steam line flow - high
instrumentation,

The proposed change moves the reference *o Footnote (a) from just
Items 4.a.1 and 4.b.1 to the header fo. c¢he RESPONSE TIME column., Footnote
(a) is being revised to state:

(a) The isclation system instrumentation response time shall be
measured and recorded as a part of the ISOLATION SYSTEM RESPONSE
TIME. 1Isolation svstem instrumentation response time specified
includes any dela- :or diesel generator starting assumed in the
accident analysis.
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By changing the wording to "any delay for diesel generator starting...,"
this note may be applied to all of the trip function instrumentation. It
also recognizes that the response time must also include an allowance for
the diesel generator start time if closure of the associated isolation
valves is dependent upon the diesel generators. The diesel generator start
time is a factor in the response times for most of the isolation valves, not
Just the HPCI and RCIC high steam flow trip functions. It does not apply to
the main steam {solation valves (MSIVs) since they are air operated and have
a shorter isolation time assumed in the accident analysis.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change adds a footnote which indicates that the diesel
generator start time is a factor in determining the response times for
most isolation instrumentation. This change does not reflect a change
to the plant design, operation, surveillance or testing; it merely
clarifies and expands upon existing requirements and information.
Therefore, there is no increase in the probability of an accident, nor
is there any change in the consequences of an accident.

2 The proposed change provides a clarification to the requirements for
determining response times for AC powered valves. This reflects
existing information, and does not reflect a change in plant design.
Therefore, the proposed change does not create the possibility of any
new or different kinds of accidents.

- The proposed change does not reflect a change tu the deskgn of the
plant. It more clearly states existing requirements, and will
potentially reduce confusion and misinterpretation of the
requirements. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment system, nor does it change the demands placed upon
this process barrier. Therefore, the margin of safety is not
decreased.
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Proposed Change Number 86

Delete Item 1.a.2, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," trip
function from Table 3.3.2-3 and re-label Item 1.a.3 to accommodate this
deletion on Page 3/4 3-26 (BSEP-2 only).

Basis

The Technical Specification change request submitted on September 29, 1987,
as supplemented on October 14, 1987 and November 24, 1987, revised the
reactor vessel water level trip function for the Valve Group 1 isolation
valves from reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 to reactor vessel
wvater level - low, level 3. This resulted in only Valve Group 3 being
actuated by the reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 trip function,
Valve Group 3 isolates the reactor water cleanup system and is addressed
specifically in Item 3.e for the reactor vessel water level - low level 2
instrumentation. The proposed change deletes Item 1.a.2 because the
instrumentation no longer actuates any valve groups that need to be
addressed under Item 1. This change does not represent any physical change
to the design or operation of any systems. It only more accurately
describes the trip function associated with the Group 3 valves.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change deletes information which no longer belongs under
Item 1. Via a previous submittal, the trip function for the Group 1
isolation valves was revised from reactor vessel water level - low,
level 2 to reactor vessel water level - low, level 3. The information
associated with the remaining valve group actuated by that trip
function, Valve Group 3, is more appropriately referenced in Item 3. e,
which describes the instrumentation that actuates reactor water
cleanup system isolation. The prnposed change does not reflect a
change to the design or operation of the instrumentation and valve
groups; it only clarifies existing information in the table.
Therefore, there is no impact on the consequences of an accident, nor
is there any change in the probability of an accident.

- 3 The proposed change clarifies the table by placing the information
associated with the reactor vessel water level - low, level 2
instrumentation in its appropriate place. It does not reflect a
change in the design or operation of the system, Therefore, it does
not create the possibility of a new or different accident.

3. The proposed change does not reflect a change to the design or
operation of any equipment., It merely provides the applicable
references to the reactor vessel water level - low, level 2
instrumentation in the appropriate place in the table. Therefore,
there is no impact on the margin of safety.

PAGE 127




Proposed Change Number 87

Replace Footnote * with Footnote (¢) in Item 1.a.2, "Reactor Vessel Vater
Level - Low, Level 2," (BSEP-1 cnly) and "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low,
Level 3 (BSEP-2 only) in Table 3.3 2-2 under Primary Containment Isolation
on Page 3/4 3-26.

Basis

This change was made solely to provide consistency throughout the table.

10CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1,

The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide comsietercy throughout the table. The
content of the footnote has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in
this enclosure. The footnote has been changed from * to (c) to
provide clar.ty and consistency to the table. Therefore, it does not
involve a significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor
does it involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated,

The propesed change is purely adm'nistrative. It will provide
consistency with otheir sntries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated. .

The proposed change is an administrative change It will provide
consistency and clarity within the table. It dues not involve a
change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.
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Proposed .qange Number 88

Add '513(h)' under the response tise column for Item 1.a.2, "Reaictor Vessel
Water Level - Low, Level 2," (BSEP-. only) and "<13" under the c asporse time
column for Item 1.a.2, "Reactcr Vessel VWater Lewe’ - low, lLewl 3 (2SEP-2

only) in Table 3.3.2-3 under Primary Containment Isolstion or Page 3/4 3-26

Basis

item 1.a.2 specifies the response time requirements for the reactor vessel
water level - low, level 2 instrumentation that actuates the valve group
isolations. It ensures the time it takes for the instrumentation to detect
and initiate valve closure is within the allowed time assumed by the
accident analysis. These limits, therefore, ensure the instrumentation
reacts quickly enough to limit the amount of radioactivity, reactor
inventory, and energy lost from conts nmen: to less than that determined by
the accident analysis.

The isolation system response time is the sum of the instrumentation
response time and the valve isolation time. For AC powered valves, the
instrumentation response time also includes the ewergency diesei generato.
start time since the power to these valves must e re-established after the
loss of off-site power before the valves can stroke closed. The
inctrumentation response time is, therefore, the greater of the

following: 1) the measured response time of the instrumentation by itself,
including any time delay relays, or 2) the start time of the emergency
diesel generators.

The current Technical Specifications specify an instrumentatiom response
tize of 1.0 second for the trip function instrumentation of Item 1.a.2. A
reference to Footnote * which states, "Isclation actuation instrumentation
response time only," is alsc provided. This footnote indicates that any
time delay needed for diesel generator starting is not subject to the
response time requirement since the requirement applies only to the
instrunentation.

The trip function covered by Item 1.a.2 actuates both AC powered valves and
the main steam {solation valves (MSIVs). The MSIVs are not dependent on AC
povwer for closure. The response times currently specified are appropriate
for the MSIVs, but not for the other valves actuated by this instrumentation
since they are dependent upon the diesel generators. The proposed change
establishes a 13 second response time requirement for the valves other than
the MSIVs to accommodate the diesel generator start time. A new Footnote
(h) is added with the new 13 second response time which states, "Isolation
system instrumentation response time Y=, associated valves except MSIVs."
The proposed change a2lso revises Footnn e *, which is associated with

the 1.0 second response time, to Footnote (¢) which states, "Isolation
system instrumentation response tine for MSIVs only. No diesel generator
delays assumed. "
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4QCFR30.92 Lvmlnatjon

The p.roposed change does not involve a significant hazar:s consideration for
tne folluvuing rea ons:

1.

The proposed “hange clarifies the existing respor:e time requiremen:s

fo' the vreactor vessel water level - low, level 2 instrunentation.

The response time currentl. listed, 1.0 seconds, actually applies only
to the zain steam luolation valves. The new additlona) response time

listed 13 seconds, appiies to ' e AC powered valves which rely on the
dies») renerators. The 13 securds includes tle diesel generator start
times

The MSIV closure time is the most sritic«l because it represents the
worst case pathway for inventorv, energy, and radiation loss. The
resporse time for this instrumetrcation has not changed. The design,
c,2ration, reliability, or testing requiremencs of plant ¢ rtems have
not. changed. The instrumentation wili function in (he same manner as
.t curren*ly does; the responsc times for the referenced information
will be more completely and accurarely represented in the Technical
Specifications and remain in agreement with the accident analysis
assunmptiors. Thus, there is no increase !n the probability of an
accident; nor is there a change in the consequences of an accident.

The  ropo-ed change is a clarification of existing information. The
MSIVs hav: & response time of 1.0 second. Other valves which are
associated with the reactor vessel water level - low, '.vel 2
instrumentation are AC powered. Therefore, diesel gencracor delays
chiula be used in calculation of the response times for those valve.
“Yiis infor stion is now referenced in the Technical Specifications,
a-king it a more complete and accurate document. No changes are beirg
mad« to the desijy., operation, or testing requirements of the existing
irstrumentation; _he proposed change only provides a refererce to
existing irfovmation. Therefore, it does not create the pcssibility
of a new or ditfarent tyre nf accident.

The proposed h nte soes not cnange the lesign, operation, or testing
requiremente of 2ay existing instrument:tion or usquinment. It only
p-ovides « refer nce to existing informa=ion which was no’. previously
seferenced in tle Technical Specifications., Thus, there {s no impact
tn che marg n of safety,
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Broposed Change Number 89

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item 1.a.2.
"Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," (BSEP-1 only) and "Reactor
Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 3" (BSEP-2 only) in Table 3.3.2-3 under
Primary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-26.

Basis

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other
notation throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of
the table. The conjunction "and"™ was not intended to describe logic
functions of the instruments. The word "and® was used in the tag number
lists purely as a conjunction. The information provided is merely a list of
instrument tag numbers associated with the described instrumentation and is
provided solely to assist the operator in usage of the Technical
Specifications.

4.(ER30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change is an adrinistrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its
function, design, or operation. /(herefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated. .

- The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a change in the
instrument function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be
as to whether the logic associated with the instrumentation is
1epresented. Logic is not represented and was never intended to be
represenced. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment system, nor does it change the demands placed upon
this process barrier. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of
safety.
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Proposed Change Number 90

Replace Footnote * with Footnote (¢) in Item l.c.l, "Main Steam Line
Radiation - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Primary Containment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3-26,

Basis

This change was made solely to provide consistency throughout the table.
LO0CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

'

The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
content of the fooinote has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in
this enclosure. The footnote has been changed from * to (¢) to
provide clarity and consistency to the table. Therefore, it does not
involve a significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor
does it involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated.

The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency and clarity within the table. It does not involve a
change in the content of the footnotes., Therefore, there is no impact
on the margin of rafety.
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Broposed Change Number 91

Add 'slS(h)' under the response time column for Item l.c.l, "Main Steam Line

Radiation - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Primary Containment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3-26.

Basis

Item 1.c.l specifies the response time requirements for the main steam line |
radiation - high instrumentation that actuates the valve group isolations. }
It ensures the time it takes for the instrumentation to detect and initiate |
valve closure is within the allowed time assumed by the accident analysis.

These limits, therefore, ensure the instrumentation reacts quickly enough to

limit the amount of radioactivity lost from containment to less than that

determined by the accident analysis.

The isolation system response time is the sum of the instrumentation
response time and the valve isolation time. For AC powered valves, the
instrumentation response time also includes the emergency diesel generator
start times since the power to these valves must be re-established after the
loss of off-site power before the valves can stroke closed. The
instrumentation response time is, therefore, the greater of the

following: 1) the measured response time of the instrumentation by itself,
including any time delay relays, or 2) the start time of the emergency
diesel generators.

The current Technical Specifications specify an instrumentation response
time of 1.0 seconds for the trip function instrumentation of Item l.c.1. A
reference to Footnote * which states, "Isolation actuation instrumentation
response time only," is also provided. This footnote indicates that any
time delay needed for diesel generator starting is not subject tc the
response time requirement since the requirement applies only to the
instrumentation,

The trip function covered by Item 1.c.l actuates both AC powered valves and
the main steam isolation valves (MSIVs). The MSIVs are not dependent on AC
power for closure. The response times currently specified are appropriate
for the MSIVs, but not for the other valves actuated by this instrumentation
since they are dependent upon the diesel generators. The proposed change
establishes a 13 second response time requirement for the valves other than
the MSIVs to accommodate the diesel generator start time. A new

Footnote (h) is added with the new 13 second response time which states,
"Isolation system instrumentation response time for associated valves except
MSIVs." The proposed change also revises Footnote *, which is associated
with the 1.0 second response time, to Footnote (c) which states, "Isolation
system instrumentation response time for MSIVs only. No diesel generator
delays assumed.”
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A0CFR50.22 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a si;nificant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

3.

The proposed change clarifies the existing response time requirements
for the main steam line radiation - high instrumentation, The
response time currently listed, 1.0 second, actually applies cnly to
the main steam isolation valves. The new additional response time
listed, 13 seconds, applies to the AC powered valves which rely on the
diesel generators. The 13 seconds includes the diesel generator start
times.

The MSIV closure time is the most critical because it represents the
worst case pathway for inventory, energy, and radiation loss. The
response time for this instrumentation has not changed. The design,
operation, reliability, or testing requirements of plant systems has
not changed. The instrumentation will function in the same manner as
it currently does; the response times for the referenced information
will be more completely and accurately reprasented in the Technical
Specifications and remain in agreement with the accident analysis
assumptions. Thus, there is no increase in the probability of an
accident, nor is there a change in the consequences of an accident,

The proposed change is a clarification of existing information, The
MSIVs have a response time of 1.0 second. Other valves associated
with the main steam line radiation - high instrumentation are AC
powered. Therefore, diesel generator delays should be utilized in
calculation of the response times for those valves. This information
is now referenced in the Technical Specifications, making it a more
complete and accurate document. No changes are being made to the
design, operation, or testing requirements of the existing
instrumentation; the proposed change only provides reference to
existing information, Therefore, it does not create the possibility
of a new or different type of accident.

The proposed change does not change the design, operation, or testing
requirements of any existing instrumentation or equipment. It enly
provides reference to existing information which was not previously
referenced in the Technical Specifications. Thus, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.
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Broposed Change Number 92

Replace Footnote * with Footnote (¢) in Item l.¢.3, "Main Steam Line

Flow - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Primary Containment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3-26.

Basis

This change was made solely to provide consistency throughout the table.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
content of the footnote has not changed unless noticed elsevhere in
this enclosure. The footnote has been changed from * to (¢) to
provide clarity and consistency to the table. Therefore, it does not
involve a significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor

does it involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated,

2. The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries providecd in the table. It does not
represent a change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated.

B The proposed change {s an administrative change. It will provide
consistency and clariiy within the table. 1t does not involve a
change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact
on the m.cgin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 93

Add 'slS(h)' unde: the response time column for Item 1l.c.3, "Main Steam Line
Flow - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Primary Containment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3-26.

Basis

Item 1.c.3 specifies the response time requirements for the main steam line
flow - high instrumentation that actuates the valve group isolations. It
ensures the time it takes for the instrumentation to detect and initiate
valve clesure is within the allowed time assumed by the accident analysis.
These limits, therefore, ensure the instrumentation reacts quickly enough to
limit the amount of radiocactivity, reactor inventory, and energy lost from
containment to less than that determined by the accident analysie.

The isolation system response time {s the sum of the instrumentation
response time and the valve isolation time. For AC powered valves, the
instrumentation response time also includes the emergency diesel generator
start time since the power to these valves must be re-established after the
loss of off-site power before the valves can stroke closed. The
instrumentation response time is, therefore, the greater of the

following; 1) the measured response time of the instrumentation by itself,
including any time delay relays, or 2) the start time of the emergency
diesel generators.

The current Technical Specifications specify an instrumentation response
time of 0.5 seconds for the trip function instrumentation of Item 1.¢.3. A
reference to Footnote * which states, "Isolation actuation instrumentation
response time only," is also provided. This footnote indicateg that any
time delay needed for diesel generator starting is not subject to the
response time requirement since the requirement applies only to the
instrumentation.

The trip function covered by Item 1.c.3 actuates both AC powered valves and
the main steam isolation valves (MSIVs). The MSIVs are not dependent on AC
power for closure. The response times currently specified are appropriate
for the MSIVs, but not for the other valves actuated by this instrumentation
since they are dependent upon the diesel generators. The proposed change
establishes a 13 second response time requirement for the  2lvee other than
the MSIVs to accommodate the diesel generator start time. A new Fuz'note
(h) is added with the new 13 second response time. The footnote states,
"Isolation system instrumentation response time for associated valves except
MSIVs." The proposed change also revises Footnote *, which is associated
with the 0.5 second response time, to Footnote (c) which states, "Isolation
system instrumentation response time for MSIVs only. No diesel generator
delays assumed. "
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AOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

¥

The proposed change clarifies the existing response time requirements
for the main steam line flow - high instrumentation. The response
time currently listed, 0.5 seconds, actually applies only to the main
steam isolation valves. The new additional response time listed, 13
seconds, applies to the AC powered valves which rely on the diesel
generators. The 13 seconds includes the diesel generator start times.

The MSIV closure time is the most critical because it represents the
worst case pathway for inventory, energy, and radiation loss. The
response time for this instrumentation has not changed. The design,
operation, reliability, or testing requirements of plant systems has
not changed. The instrumentation will function in the same manner as
it currently does; the response times for the referenced information
will be more completely and accurately represented in the Technical
Specifications and remain in agreement with the accident analysis
assumptions. Thus, there is no increase in the probability of an
accident; nor is there a change in the consequences of an accident.

The proposed change is a clarification of existing information. The
MSIVs have a response time in this situation of 0.5 seconds. Other
valves which are associated with the main steam line radiation - high
instrumeitation are AC powered. Therefore, diesel generator delays
should be utilized in calculation of the response times for those
valves. This information is now referenced in the Technical
Specifications, making it a more complete and accurate document. No
changes are being made to the design, operation, or testing
requirements of the existing instrumentation; the proposed change only
provides reference to existing information. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a new or different type of accident.

The proposed change does not change the design, operation, or testing
requirements of any existing instrumentation or equipment. It only
provides reference to existing information which was not previously
referenced in the Technical Specifications. Thus, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.
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Broposed Change Number 94

Replace Footnote * with Footnote (c) in Item 1l.¢.4, "Main Steam Line
Flow - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Primary Containment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3-26 (BSEP-2 Only).

Basis

This change was made solely to provide consistency throughout the table.

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significanr hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed chauge is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
content of the footnote has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in
this enclosure. The footnote has been changed from * to (¢) to
provide clarity and consistency to the table. Therefore, it does not
involve a significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor
does it involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

The proposed chinge is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency wi:th other entiles provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated.

The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency and clarity within the table. It does not involve a
change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.
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Eroposed Change Number 95

Add "<13(h)" under the response time column for Item l.c.4, "Main Steam Line
Flow - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Primary Containment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3-26 (BSEP-2 only).

Basis

Item 1.¢.4 specifies the response time requirements for the main steam line
flow - high instrumentation that actuates the valve group isclations while
in the startup mode. It ensures the time it takes for the instrumentation
to detect and initiate valve closure i{s within the allowed time assumed by
the accident analysis. These limits, therefore, ensure the instrumentation
reacts quickly enough to limit the amount of radicactivity, reactor
inventory, and energy lost from containment to less than that determined by
the accident analysis.

The isolation system response time is the sum of the instrumentation
response time and the valve isolation time. For AC powered valves, the
instrumentation response time also includes the emergency diesel generator
start time since the power to these valves must be re-established after the
loss of off-site power before the valves can stroke closed. The
instrumentation response time is, therefore, the greater of the

following; 1) the measured response time of the instrumentation by itself,
including any time delay relays, or 2) the start time of the emergency
diesel generators.

The current Technical Specifications specify an instrumentation response
time of 0.5 seconds for the trip function instrumentation of Item l.c. 4. A
reference to Footnote * which states, "Isolation actuation insfrumentation
response time only," is also provided. This footnote indicates that any
time delay needed for diesel generator st/ rting is not subject to the
response time requirement since the requirement applies only to the
instrumentation,

The trip function covered by Item 1l.c¢c.4 actuates both AC powered valves and
the main steam isolation valves (MSIVs)., The !SIVs are not dependent on AC
power for closure. The response times currently specified are appropriate
for the MSIVs, but not for the other valves actuated by this instrumentation
since they are dependent upon the diesel generators. The proposed change
establishes a 13 second response time requirement for the valves other than
the MSIVs to accommodate the diesel generator start time. A new Footnote
(h) is added with the new 13 second response time which states, "Isolation
system instrumentation response time for associated valves except MSIVs."
The proposed change also revises Footnote *, which is associated with the
0.5 second response time, to (c) which states, "Isolution system
instrumentation response time for MSIVs only. No diesel generator delays
assumed . "
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LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1.

The proposed change clarifies the existing response time requirements
for the main steam line flow - high instrumentation. The response
time currently listed, 0.5 seconds, actually applies only to the main
steam isolation valves. The new additional response time

listed, 13 seconds, applies to the AC powered valves which rely on the
diesel generators. The 13 seconds includes the diesel generator start
times.

The MSIV closure time is the most critical because it represents the
worst case pathway for inventory, energy, and radiation loss. The
response time for this instrumentation has not changed. The design,
operation, reliability, or testing requirements of plant systems has
not changed. The instrumentation will functien in the same manner as
it currantly does; the response times for the referenced information
will be more completely and accurately represented in the Technical
Specifications and remain in agreement with the accident analysis
assumptions. Thus, there is no increase in the probability of an
accident, nor is there a change in the consequences of an accident.

The proposed change is a clarification of existing information. The
MSIVs have a response time in this situation of 0.5 seconds. Other
valves which are associated with the main steam line radiation - high
instrumentation are AC powered. Therefore, diesel generator delays
should be utilized in calculation of the response times for those
valves. This information is now referenced in the Technfcal
Specifications, making it a more complete and accurate document. No
changes are being made to the design, operation, or testing
requirements of the existing instrumentation; the proposed change only
provides reference to existing information. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a new or different type of accident.

The proposed change does not change the design, operation, or testing
requirements of any existing instrumentation or equipment. It only
provides reference to existing information which was not previously
referenced in the Technical Specifications. Thus, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 96

Add new Item 1l.g, "Reactor Building Exhaust Radiation - High," and
associated Instrument Numbers D12-RE-NO1OA,B and D12-RM-K609A,B to
Table 3.3.Z-3 under Primary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-27,

Basis

The reactor building exhaust radiation - high isolation signal causes the
Group 6 isolation valves, which include the containment atmospheric control
valves, and certain containment atmospheric monitoring and post-accident
sampling system valves, to close during a loss of coolant accident (LOCA).
This minimizes the amount of radiation released from primary containment
under LOCA conditions. This signal is not of primary importance for Group 6
isolation; the reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 and drywell
pressure - high signals provide CGroup 6 i{solation signals much earlier in a
LOCA scenario. These two s.gnals directly detect a LOCA, while the reactor
building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation detects radiation released
from primary containment to the reactor building. It does not directly

detect a LOCA and will i{solate Group 6 much later than the other two signals
will,

Item 1 provides information concerning isolation of the main steam lines,
drywell drains, and the cortainment atmospheric control and monitoring
systems. The main steam lines are isolated by Group 1 valves, the drywell
drains and associated systems by the Group 2 valves, and the containment
atmospheric control and monitoring systems by the Group 6 valves

The new Item 1.g provides information relating to the reactor building
exhaust radiation - high instrumentation response times. This®
instrumentation consists of two channels, one per trip system, either of
which can initiate a Group 6 isolation, The radiation monitors listed are
located in the reactor building exhaust plenum and monitor normal HVAC
effluent from secondary containment in the reactor building.

Item 1.g provides the appropriate response time requirements for isolation
of the Group 6 valves on a signal from the reactor building exhaust
radiation - high instrumentation. A response time requirement is not
necessary since the Group v valves closed by this trip function are isolated
by two other diverse signals which directly detect an accident. This signal
is of secondary importance and not depended upon. Its response time,
therefore, is not critical or the basis for any accident analysis.
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LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons: .

1.

The proposed change establishes response time requirements for
instrumentation which is not depended upon to detect accident
conditions, or prevent an accident. These requirements are consistent
with the accident analysis assumptions. There is no change in how the
equipment is operated. This change establishes operability and
surveillance requirements for existing equipment and does not change
the design or affect the operation of the instrumentation. Thus,
there is no increase in the probability of an accident.

The proposed change adds response time requirements which are
appropriate for the Group 6 isolation valves and their related safety
function. The existing requirements in the Technical Specifications
are listed under the Secondary Containment section, and are not
directly applicable to the Group 6 valves. The reactor building
exhavst radiation - high signal is not depended upon for CGroup 6
isolation for any design basis accident; thus, there is no impact on
the consequences of any accident.

Specifying the correct response time requirements provides additional
assurance that the instrumentation will perform its intended safety
function, It does not change the design or operation of any equipment
or cause it to operate in a manner not previously evaluated. It does
not affect any equipment which could cause an accident. It only
affects existing instrumentation designed to detect accident
conditions. Therefore, it does not create the possibilify of a new
accident.

Specifying the correct response time requirements does not affect any
equipment which could cause an accident. It only affects
instrumentation designed to detect radiocactivity in secondary
containment and is not depended upon by this valve group for
mitigating any design basis accident. Therefore, it is not a factor
in the margin of safety. The instrumentation designed to detect and
mitigate the design basis accidents is not affected by this change and
will have the same reliability and response characteristics,.
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Proposed Change Number 97

Replace Instrument Number D12-RM-NO10OA,B with Instrument Number
D12-RE-NO10A,B in Item 2.a, "Reactor Building Exhaust Radiation - High," in
Table 3.3.2-1 under Secondary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-27,

Basis

A signal from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation
closes the secondary containment isolation dampers, thereby establishing
secondary containment and minimizing the release of radiation from the
reactor building during an accident. The dampers work in conjunction with
the standby gas treatment system to establish a negative pressure in the
reactor building and a controlled vent path through the standby gas
treatment system filters and the stack. Secondary containment isolation
would occur during a loss of coolatn accident (LOCA) due to reactor vessel
water level - low, level 2 or drywell pressure - high. This would minimize
the release of radioactivity from the reactor building. Secondary
containment isolation is also assumed to occur during a refueling accident
due to a signal from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high
instrumentation to contain radiation released in a fuel handling accident.

Item 2.a currently incorrectly references Instrument Number D12-RM-NO10A, KB
as the reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation. This
instrument should be identified as D12-RE-NO10A,B. The proposed change does
not result from a plant modification; the existing instrument number is not
referenced corvectly. It does not represent a change to the
instrumentation. The proposed change will result in the irstrument loop
being more clearly and completely identified in the Technical
Specifications, and reduce the possibility of confusion concermning which
instrument channel is subject to those Technical Specification requirements.

AOCFR30.92 Evaluation

This change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1 The proposed change will result in the reactor building exhaust
radiation - high instrumentation loop being more completely and
correctly identified. The nomenclature will be consistent with that
used in other plant documents and programs. It does not represent any
change to the devices which perform the specified function; it more
clearly references existing instrumentation. This change will reduce
misunderstanding about which devices are associated with the isolation
function. Thus, there is no change in the probability of an accident,
nor is there any change in the consequences of any accident.

The existing instrument number listed under Item 2.a is not consistent
with other plant documents and programs. There is no change to the
instrument it represents; this change will only revise the instrument
number to match that listed in other documentation. This change may
reduce misunderstanding about which devices are associated with the
isolation function. Thus, this change does not create the possibility
of a new accident,
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Proposed Change Number 98

Add Instrument Number D12-RM-K609A B to Item 2.a, "Reactor Building Exhaust
Radiation - High," in Table 3.3.2-1 under Secondary Containment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3.27,

Basis

A signal from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation
closes the secondary containment isolation dampers, thereby establishing
secondary containment isolation and minimizing the release of radiation from
the reactor building during an accident. The dampers work in conjunction
with the standby gas treatment system to establish a negative pressure in
the reactor building and a controlled vent path through the standby gas
treatment system filters and the stack. Secondary containment isolation
would occur during a loss of coolant accident (LOCA) due to a reactor vessel
water level - low, level 2 or drywell pressure - high signal. This would
minimize the release of radiocactivity from the reactor building. Secondary
containment isolation is also assumed to occur during a refueling accident
due to a signal from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high
instrumentation to contain radiation released in a fuel handling accident.
Item 2.a currently lists only the radiation monitor D12-RM-NO1OA,B. It
should also list the radiation monitor drawer D12-RM-K609A,B which is
located in the control room,

The proposed change does not result from a plant modification; it is an
addition of a reference tov existing instrumentation which is currently
associated with this system, but not listed. The instrumentation will
continue to perform its intended function just as before; however, it will
now be listed in its appropriate place in the Technical Speciffcations.

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

: The proposed change will result in the reactor building exhaust
radiation - high instrumentation loop being more completely and
correctly identified. The list of instruments associated with the
reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation will be more
complete and consistent with that used in other plant documents and
programs. It does not represent any change to the devices which
perform the specified function; it more clearly references exirting
instrumentation. This change will reduce misunderstanding about which
devices are associated with the isolation function. Thus, there is no
change in the probability of an accident, nor is there any change in
the consequences of any accident.
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The existing instrument number listed under Item 2.a is not a complete
representation of the instrumentation associated with the isolation
instrumentation. There is no change to the instrumentation
represented; this change will only add an additional instrument number
to provide a more complete list of associated instruments. This
change may reduce misunderstanding about which devices are associated
with the isolation function. Thus, this change does not create the
possibility of a new accident,

The proposed change will result in the reactor building exhaust
radiation - high instrumentation being more correctly identified in
the Technical Specifications. The instrumentation will be referenced
more completely and thereby reduce confusion about which
instrumentation is associated with the isolation signal. There is no
physical change to the instrumentation; an additional reference is
being added to provide a more complete description of the isolation
instrumentation. Therefore, this change has no impact on the margin
of safety.
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Broposed Change Number 99

Replace "and" with ";" i{n the instrument number listings in Item 2.c,
"Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," in Table 3.3.2-3 under
Secondary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-27.

Basii

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other
notation throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of
the table. The conjunction "and" was not intended to describe logic
functions of the instruments. The word "and" was used in the tag number
lists purely as a conjunction. The information provided is merely a list of
instrument tag numbers associated with the described instrumentation and is

provided solely to assist the operator in usage of the Technical
Specifications.

LOCFRS30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its
function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it

involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table, It does not
represent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a change in the
instrument function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not

create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be
as to wvhether the logic associated with the instrumentation is
represented. Logic is not represented and was never intended to be
represented. It coes not change the design or capability of the
primary containmen: system, nor does it change the demands placed upon

this process barrier. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of
safety.
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Broposed Change Number 100
Replace Footnote * with Footnote (¢) in Item 2.c, "Reactor Vessel Water

Level - Low, Level 2," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Secondary Contairment
Isolation on Page 3/4 3-27 (BSEP-1 only).

Basis
This change was made solely to provide consistency throughout the table.

AOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for

the following reasons:

1. The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The

content of the footnote has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in

this enclosure. The footnote has been changed from * to (a) to

provide clarity and zonsistency to the table. Therefore, it does not
involve a significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor
does it involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously

evaluated.

2. The proposed change is purely administrative, It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, it

does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident

from any accident previously evaluated.
3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency and clarity within the table. It does not involve a

change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact

on the mergin of safety.
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Exoposed Change Nuaber 101

Add '513(h)' under the response time column for Item 2.¢, "Reactor Vessel
Water lLevel - Low, Level 2," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Secondary Containment
Isolation on Page 3/4 3-27 (BSEP-1 only).

Basis

Item 2.c specifies the response time requirements for the reactor vessel
vater level - low, level 2 instrumentation that actuates the secondary
containment isolation function. There are also other valve groups actuated
by that instrumentation. It ensures that the time it takes for the
instrumentation to detect and initiate valve closure is within the allowed
time assumed by the accident analysis. These limits, therefore, ensure the
instrumentation reacts quickly enough to limit the amount of radiocactivity
lost from secondary containment as assumed by the accident analysis.

The current Technical Specifications specify an instrumentation response
time of 1.0 second for the trip function instrumentation of Item 2.¢. A
reference to Footnote * which states, "Isolation actuation instrumentation
response time only," is also provided. This footnote indicates that any
time delay needed for diesel generator starting is not subject to the
response time requirement since the requirement applies only to the
instrumentation.

The trip function covered by Item 2.¢ actuates both AC powered valves and
the main steam isolation valves (MSIVs). The response times currently
specified are appropriate for the MSIVs, but not for the other valves, or
the secondary containment isolation dampers actuated by this *
instrumentation. The proposed change establishes a 13 second response time
requirement for the dampers. This item is consistent with the accident
analysis assumptions and is sufficient to initiate secondary containment
before any release of radioactivity following a loss of coolant accident
(LOCA). The correct response time requirements for the MSIVs are specified
under Item 1.a.2.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

X The proposed change clarifies the existing response time requirements
for the reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 instrumentation,
The response time currently listed, 1.0 seconds, actually applies only
to the main steam isolation valves. The new additional response time
of 13 seconds {s appropriate for the secondary containment isolation

dampers .
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The MSIV closure time is the most critical because it represents the
worst case pathway for inventory, energy, and radiation loss. The
response time for this instrumentation has not changed. The design,
operation, reliability, or testing requirements &8f plant systems have
not changed., The instrumentation will function in the same manner as
it currently does; the response times for the referenced infermation
vill be more completely and accurately represented in the Technical
Specifications and remain in agreement with the accident analysis
assumptions. Thus, there is no increase in the probability of an
accident, nor is there a change in the consequences of an accident,

- The proposed change is a clarification of existing information, There
i{s no change in the design or operation of the systems. Containment
isolation will still occur as assumed in the accident analysis. Since
the equipment will still operate and perform its safety function as
before, the change does not create the possibili.y of a new or
different type of accident.

3. The proposed change does not change the design or operation
requirements of any existing instrumentation or equipment. It only
provides a reference to existing information which was nct previously
specified in the Technical Specifications. It does not change the
design or capability of the primary containment system, nor does it
change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Thus, there is
no impact on the margin of safety.
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RProposed Change Number 102

Replace "<1.0%" with "<13" under the response time column for Item 2.c¢,
"Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Leve) 2,* in Table 3.3.2-3 under
Secondary Containment Isolation on Page 3,4 3-27 (BSEP-2 only).

Basis

Item 2.c specifies the response time requirements for the reactor vessel
vater level - low, level 2 instrumentation that actuates the secondary
containment isolation function. There are also other valve groups actuated
by that instrumentation. It ensures the time it takes for the
instrumentation to detect and initiate valve closure is within the allowed
time assumed by the accident analysis. These limits, therefore, ensure the
instrumentation reacts quickly enough to limit the amount of radioactivity
lost from secondary containment as assumec by the accident analysis.

The current Technical Specifications specify an instrumertation response
time of 1.0 second for the trip function instrumentation of Item 2.¢. A
reference to Footnote * which states, "Isolation actuation instrumentation
response time only," is also provided. This footnote indicates that any
time delay needed for diesel generator starting is not subject to the

response time requirement since the requirement applies only to the
instrumentation.

The trip function covered by Item 2.c actuates only the AC powered valves
and not the main steam isolation valves (MSIVs) since the trip setpoint for
the MSIVs has been changed from reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 to
reactor vessel water level - low, level 3 (see the September 29, 1987
submittal referenced in the cover letter). The response time &urrently
specified are appropriate for the MSIVs, but not fo: the other valves, or
the secondary containment isolation dampers actuated by this
instrumentation. The proposed change establishes a 13 second response time
requirement for the secondary containment isolation dampers. This item is
consistent with the accident analysis assumptions and is sufficient to
initiate secondary containment before any release of radioactivity following

a LOCA. The correct response time requirements for the MSIVs are specified
under Item 1.a.2.

AOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

is The proposed change clarifies the existing response time requirements
for the reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 instrumentation.
The response time currently listed, 1.0 seconds, actually applies only
to the main steam isolation valves, The new response time of 13
seconds is appropriate for the secondary containment isolation

dampers.
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The MSIV closure time i{s the most critical because it represents the
worst case pathway for inventory, energy, and radiation loss. The
responss time for this instrumentation has not changed, and it is
addressed in Item 1.a.2, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 3."
The design, operation, reliability, or testing requirements of plant
systems have not changed. The instrumentation will function in the
same manner as it currently does; the response times for the
referenced information will be more completely and accurataly
represented in the Technical Specifications and remain in agreement
vith the accident analysis assumptions. Thus, there i{s no increase in
the probability >f an accident, nor is there a change in the
consequences of an accident.

The proposed change is a clarification of existing information. There
is no change in the design or operation of the systems. Containment
isolation will still occur as assumed in the sccident analysis. Since
the equipment will still operate and perform its safety function as
before, the change does not create the possibility of a new or
different type of accident.

The proposed change does not change the design or operation

re juirements of any existing instrumentation or equipment. It only
provides a reference to existing information which was not previously
specified in the Technical Specifications. It does not change the
design or capability of the primary containment system, nor does it
change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Thus, there is
no impact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 103

Replace Instrument Number G31.dFS-N603-1A 1B with Instrument
Number G31-FDS-N603-1A,1B in Item 3.a, "A Flow - High," in Table 3.3.2-3
under Reactor Water Cleanup System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-27.

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 3.a i{solates the reactor wvater
cleanup system supply valves in the event of a rupture of the reactor water
cleanup system. This minimizes the amount of radiocactivity, energy, and
inventory lost from the reactor vessel.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument

Number G31-dFS-N603.1A 1B under Item 3.a. The proposed change will revise
that number to G31-FDS-N603-1A,1B. The existing instrumeit number is not
formatted consistently with that listed in other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct referernce to existing information that is consistent with
other plant documents.

LOCFRS0.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

5 The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
G31-dFS-N603-1A,1B with G31-FDS-N603-1A,1B. It does not change the
device which performs the specified function; it more cléarly
identifies the existing device. This may reduce confusion about which
device is being referenced and provide consistency with other plant
documents. Therefore, there is no i1mpact on the consequences of an
accident, nor is there any change in the probability of an accident.

2. The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It
more clearly identifies an existing device, and make its nomenclature
consistent with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new accident.

3. The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that
currently exists under Item 3.a of the table. The change does not
represent any changes to the instrument, its function, or design.

Only the instrument tag number is being revised to provide consistency
in nomeaclature with other plant documents. By making the
nomenclature consistent, confusion related to identification of the
instrument may be alleviated. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does
not decrease the margin of safety.
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Broposed Change Number 104

Replace "g13® with "g45" under the response time column and add reference to
Footnote (g) in Item 3.a, "4 Flow - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Reactor
Water Cleanup System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-27,

Basis

The reactor water cleanup (RWCU) system isolation actuation instrumentation
isolates the RWCU supply isolation valves in the event of a rupture of the
RWCU system to minimize the amount of radicactivity, energy, and inventory
lost from the reactor vessel, A potential rupture is sensed by any of the
following signals: high delta supply/return RWCU flow, high RWCU area
temperature, high delta supply/return ventilation temperature, or reactor
vessel water level - low, level 2. The system also isolates on standby
liquid control system initiation to prevent dilution of the sodium
pentaborate solution injected by standby liquid control. The high delta
supply/return RWCU flow instrumentation measures the difference between the
supply and return flow rates and assumes an excessive difference indicates a
rupture. A 45 second time delay is provided for the & flow - high
instrumentation to prevent spurious isolation signals which can result when
starting an RWCU pump or changing the flow path.

The current Technical Specifications specify a response time of 13 seconds
for the A& flov - high trip function, This value does rot include the time
delay added by time delay relay G31-R616C,D. This relay currently exists;
however, its 45 second time delay is not included the response time for this
instrumentation. The proposed change revises the response time from 13
seconds to 45 seconds, and adds a nev reference to a new Footnote (g) which
states "Includes time delay added by the time delay relay G31-R616C,D." The
time delay begins upon receipt of the signal, as does the diesel generator
start time. Thus, they run in parallel, and the most conservative response
time to be listed is the one associated with the time delay caused by the
time delay relays.

AOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The & flow - high instrumentation response time currently listed in
Item 3.a does not show the time delay resulting from the existing time
delay relays ‘n the logic. The original design of the plant includes
a4 response time of 45 seconds for this instrumentation. The Technical
Specifications are being revised to reflect this. There is no change
to existing instrumentation, nor is there new instrumentation added.
Thus, there is no increase in the possibility of an accident, nor is
there any change in the consequences of any accident.
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The proposed change revises the Technical Specifications to reflect
the correct, existing information. The current information does not
include information relating to the time delay relays. By providing
this information, no new accident situations are created because it
merely represents the existing design of the plant. No physical
changes are being made to the system.

The proposed change does not impact the way in which the referenced
information operates, nor does it change the design or testing
requirements of the system. It merely references existing information
in a more complete, correct manner. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier, Thus, it has no impact on
the margin of safety.
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Erxoposed Change Number 105

Replace Instrument Number G31-TS-N602-A,B,C,D,E,F with Instrument Number
G31-TDS-N602-A,B,C,D,E,F in Item 3. ¢, “"Area Ventilation

4 Temperature - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Reactor Water Cleanup System
Isolation on Page 3/4 3-27.

Basis

The i{solation instrumentation listed in Ivem 3.c¢ isolates the reactor water
cleanup system supply valves in the event of a rupture of the reactor water
cleanup system. This minimizes the amount of radiocactivity, energy, and
inventory lost from the reactor vessel.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrum nt Number
G31-TS-N602-A,B,C,D,E,F under Item 3.c. The proposed change will revise
that number to G31-TDS-N602-A,8,C,D,E,F. The existing instrument number {s
not formatted consistently with that [isted in other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it cnly
provides a correct reference to existing information that is consistent with
other plant documents,

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
G31-TS-N602-A ,B,C,D,E,F with G31-TDS-N602-A,B,C,D.E,F. Tt does not
change the device which performs the specified function; it more
clearly identifies the existing device This may reduce confusion
about which device is being referenced and provide consistency with
other plant documents. Therefore, there is no impact on the
consequences of an accident, nor is there any change in the
probability of an accident.

- N The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It
more clearly identifies an existirnpg device, and make its nomenclature
consistent with that used in ot} r plant documents. Therefore, it
does not create the possibilicy of a new or d!fferent type of
eccident.

3. The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that
currently exists under Item 3.c of the table. The change does not
represent any changes to the instrument, its function, or denign.

Only the instrument tag nusber is being revised to provide consistency
in nomenclature with other plant documents. By making the
nomenclature consistent, confusion related to identification of the
instrument may be alleviated. 1t does not change the design or
capability of the primary vontainment system, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does
not decrease the margin of safety.

PAGE 156




Exoposed Changy Number 106

Replace "and® with ";" in the instrument number listings 'n ltem 3.+,
"Reactor Vessel Vater Level - Low, Level 2," in Table 3.3 .2-3 under Reactor
Jater Clamyup System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-27 (BSEP-1 only).

lasis

The proposed changes were made sclely to provide consistency with other
notation throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of
the table. The conjunction "and" was not intended to describe logic
functions of the instruments. The word "and® was used in the tag number
lists purely as a conjunction. The information provided is merely a list of
instrument tag numbars associated with the described instrumentation and is
provided solely to assist the operator in usage of the Technical
Specifications.

AOCFR%0.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to providc consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has (ts
function, design, or operation. Thereforo, it does rot invelve a
significant increase in the probability of an sccident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accldent previously
evaluated.

2. The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a chanpge in the
instrumsent function, design, or operction. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a nev or different kind of accident from any
acciderit previovusly evaluated.

3, The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the tale, and eliminate any confusion there may be
as te thether the loglc associated with the instrumentation is
represented. Logic is not represented and was never intended to be
represented. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment system, nor does it change the demands placed upon
this process barrier. Therefore, there {s no impact on the margin of
safety.
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Proposed Change Number 107

Replace Footni‘e * with Footnote (¢) in Item 3.e, "Reactor Vessel Water
Level - Low, ievel 2," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Primary Containment Isolation
on Page 3/4 3.77 B3EP-1 only).

Basia

This change was made solely to pr.'ide consistency thi -ghout the table.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change dres not imolve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasonrs:

3 The proposed c:snge is a1 admin'strative change to the Technical
Specifications t- proviae consistirzy througl.on. =he table. The
content of the fiotuote tas not - .anged unluss noticed elsewhere in
%his enclosure. Tne footnotc has “>2en :haigec from * to (¢) to
nrovide clarity and consictency to the table. Thorifore, it does not
involve a siyu ficant incresce in rhe probabi.ity «f an accident, nor
does it involve a change in i(he cunsequences of an accident previously
evaluated,

- The proposed chargs is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries providad in the table. It does not
represent a change in the content of zne footnotes. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accideut
from any accident previously evaluated

> The proposed chauge is ar administrative cliange. It will provide
consistency and clarity </rhin the table. 7't does nasr involve a
change in the conten. o the footnotes. Therefore, :here is no impact
on che margin of safet ).
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Proposed Change Number 108 |

Add 'slB(h)' in Item 3.e, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," in |
Table 3.3.2-3 under Secondary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-27 (BSEP-1 |
only).

Basis

Item 3.e specifies the response time requirements for the reactor vessel
water level - low, level 2 instrumentation that actuates Vaive Group 3
isolations. It ensures the time it takes for the instrumentation to detect
and initiate valve closure is within the allowed time assumed by the
accident analysis. These limits, therefore, ensure the instrumentation
reacts quickly enough to limit the amount of radiocactivity, reacter

inventory, and energy lost from containment te less than that determined by
the accident analysis.

The isolation system response time is the sum of the instrumentation
response time and the valve isolation time. For AC powered valves, the
instrumentation response time also includes the emergency diesel generator
start time since the power to these valves must be re-established after the
loss of off-site power before the valves can stroke closed. Tnhe
instrumentation response time is, therefore, the greater of the

following: 1) the measured response time of th: instrumentation by itself,

including any time delay relays, or 2) the ctart time of the emergency
diesel generators.

The current Technical Specifications specify an instrumentation response
time of 1.0 second for the trip function instrumentation of Item 3.e. A
reference to Footnote * which states, "Isolation actuation instrumentation
response time only," is also provided. This footnote indicates that any
time delay needed for diesel generator starting is not subject to the
response time requirement since the requirement applies only to the
instrumentation,

The trip function covered by Item 3.e actuates both AC powered valves and
the main steam isolation valves (MSIVs). The MSIVs are not dependent on AC
power for closure. The response times currently specified are appropriate
for the MSIVs, but not for the other valves actuated by this
instrumentation. The proposed change establishes a 13 second response time
requirement for the valves other than the MSIVs. This time is consistent
with the accident analysis assumptions and is sufficient to initiate
isclation before any significant release of radiocactivity following a LOCA.
There is no response time requirement related to an RWCU line break as the
trip function is not depended upon for mitigating that event. The correct
response time requirements for the MSIVs are specified under Item l.a.2.
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LUCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

B The proposed change clarifies the existing response time requirements
for the reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 instrumentation.
The response time currentlv listed, 1.0 seconds, actually applies only
to the main steam isolation valves. The new additional response time
listed, 13 seconds, applies to the AC powered valves which rely on the
diesel generators. The 13 seconds includes the diesel generator start
times.

The MSIV closure time is the most critical because it represents the
woret case pathway for inventory, energy, and radiation loss. The
response time for this instrumentation has not changed. The design,
operation, reliability, or testing requirements of plant systems have
not changed. The instrumentation will function in the same manner as
it currently does; the response times for the referenced information
will be more completely and accurately represented in the Technical
Specifications and remain in agreement with the accident analysis
assumptions. Thus, there is no increase in the probability of an
accident, nor is there a change in the consequences of an accident.

2. The proposed change is a clerification of existing information. There
is no change in the design or operation of the system. Containment
isolation will still occur as assumed in the accident analysis. Since
the equipment will still operate as before, this change does not
create the possibility of a new or different type of accident.

3 The proposed change does not change the design or operation of any
existing instrumentation or equipment. It only provides a reference
to existing information which was not previously snecified in the
Technical Specifications. It does not change the design or capability
of the primary containment system, nor does it change the demands
placed upon this process barrier. Thus, there is no impact on the
margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 109

Replace "<1.0*" with "<13" in Item 3.e, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low,
Level 2," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Secondary Containment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3-27 (BSEP-2 only).

Basis

Item 3.e specifies the response time requirements for the reactor vessel
water level - low, level 2 instrumentation that actuates Valve Group 3
isolations. It ensures the time it takes for the instrumentation to detect
and initiate valve closure is within the allowed time assumed by the
accident analysis. These limits, therefore, ensure the instrumentation
reacts quickly enough to limit the amount of radicactivity, reactor
inventory, and energy lost from containment to less than that determined by
the accident analysis.

The isolation system response time is the sum of the instrumentation
response time and the valve isolation time. For AC powered valves, the
instrumentation response time also includes the emergency diesel generator
start time since the power to these valves must be re-established after the
loss of off-site power befcre the valves can stroke closed. The
instrurentation response time is, therefore, the greater of the

following: 1) the measured response time of the instrumentation by itself,
including any time delay relays, or 2) the start time of the emergency
diesel generators.

The current Technical Specifications specify an instrumentation response
time of 1.0 second for the trip function instrumentation of Item 3.e. A
reference to Footnote * which states, "Isolation actuation inssrumentation
response time only," is also provided. This footnote indicates that any
time delay needed for diesel generator starting is not subject to the
response time requirement since "he requirement applies only to the
instrumentation.

The trip function covered by Item 3.e actuates only the AC powered valves
and not the main steam isolation valves (MSIVs) since the trip setpoint for
the MSIVs has been changed from reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 to
reactor vessel water level - low, level 3 (see the September 29, 1987
submittal discussed in the cover letter). The MSIVs are not dependent on AC
power for closure. The response times currently specified are appropriate
for the MSIVs, but not for the other valves actuated by this
instrumentation. The proposea ciiange establishes a 13 second response time
requirement which ic¢ the correczt isolation time for the valves other than
the MSIVs. This time is consistent with the accident analysis assumptions
and is sufficient to initiate isoiation before any significant release of
radicactivity following a LNOCA. There is no response time requirement
related to an RWCU line break as the trip function is not devended upon for
mitigating that event. The correct response time requirements for the MSIVs
are specified under Item 1.a 2.
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10CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change clarifies the existing response time requirements
for the reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 instrumentation.

The response time currently listed, 1.0 seconds, actually applies only
to the main steam isolation valves. The new response time listed, 13
seconds, applies to the AC powered valves which rely on the diesel
generators. The 13 seconds includes the diesel generator start times.

The MSIV closure time is the most critical because it represents the
worst case pathway for inventory, energy, and radiation loss. The
response time for this instrumentation has not changed and is
addressed in Item 1.a.2, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 3."
The design, operation, reliability, or testing requiremen.s of plant
systems have not changed. The instrumentation will function in the
same manner as it currently does; the response times for the
referenced information will be more completely and accurately
represented in the Technical Specifications and remain in agreement
with the accident analysis assumptions. Thus, there s no increase ‘n
the probability of an accident, nor is there a change in the
consequences of an accident.

The preposed change is a clarification of existing informatien. There
is no change in the design or operation of the system. Containment
isolation will still occur as assumed in the accident analysis. Since
the equipment will still operate as before, this change does not
create the possibility of a new or different type of accfdent.

The proposed change does not change the design or operatior of any
existing instrumentation or equipment. It only provides a reference
to existing information which was not previously specified in the
Technical Specifications. It does not change the design or capability
of the primary containment system, nor does it change the demands
placed upon this process barrier. Thus, there is no impact on the
margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 110

Add new Item 3.f, "A Flow - High - Time Delay Relay," and associated
Instrument Number G31-R616C,D to Table 3.3.2-3 in Table 3.3.2-3 under
Reactor Water Cleanup System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-27.

Basis

The reactor water cleanup (RWCU) system isolation instrumentation isolates
the RWCU supply isolation valves in the event of a rupture of the RWCU
system. This minimizes the amount of radioactivity, energy, and inventory
lost from the reactor vessel. A potential rupture is sensed by any of the
following signals: high delta supply/return RWCU flow, high RWCU area
temperature, high delta supply/return ventilation temperature, or reactor
vessel water level - low, level 2. The system also isolates on standby
liquid control system initiation to prevent dilution of the poison injected
due to cleanup from RWCU operation,

The current Technical Specifications do not specifically reference response
time requirements for the existing time delay relays in the RWCU

A flow - high logic. Initially, the time delay relays were considered to be
a part of the isolation logic described in Item 3 .a and were not listed
separately in the table. These relays do not initiate any isolation signal;
however, they are an important part of the instrumentation. It has been
determined that they should be addressed separately in the table to avoid
possible confusion.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not iwvolve a significant hazards confideration for
the following reasons:

L. The proposed change addresses response time requirements for
instrumentation which is designed to detect an accident and not
prevent one, These requirements aie cowsistent with the accident
analysis assumptions and are similar to those for other associated
instrumentation. There is nc change to the equipment or in how the
equipment is operated; only references to existing instrumentation are
being added to the table. Since the establishment of operability and
surveillance requirements does not change the design or affect the
operation of the instrumentation, there i{s no increase in the
probability of an accident, nor is there any change in the
consequences of any accident previously evaluated.

2. Specification of the correct response time requirements provides
additional assurance that the instrumentation will perform its
intended safety function. It dces not change the design or operation
of any equipment or cause it to operate in a wanner not previously
assumed. It does not affact any equipment which could cause an
accident. It only affects instrumentation designed to detect the
occurrence of an accident, Thue, this change does not create the
possibility of a new accident.
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Specification of specific response time requirements that is
consistent with the other isolation instrumentacion for this system
will not affect or change the operation of the affected equipment.
There will be no change in the reliability, response characteristics,
or setpoints of the instrumentation. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, there is no
change in the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 111

Replace Footnote ## with Footnote (e) in Item 4.a.l, "HPCI Steam Line

Flow - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation
on Page 3/4 3-28.

Bazis

This change was made scviely to provide consistency throughout the table.
10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

B The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to prcside consistercy throughout the table. The
content of the footnote has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in
this enclosure. The footuote has been changed from ## to (e) to
provide clarity and consistency to the table. Therefore, it does not
involve a significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor
does it involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, it
does not create the ;ossibility of a new or different ¥ind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated. F

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency anu clarity within ihe table. It does not involve a
change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 112

Delete reference to Footnote (a) in Item 4.a.1l, "HPCI Steam Line

Flow - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation
on Page 2/4 3-28.

Basis

Table 3.3.2-3 specifies the response time requirements for the isolation
instrumentation. It ensures that the time it takes for the instrumentation
to detect and initiate valve closure is within the allowed time assumed by
the accident analysis.

The isolation response time is the sum of the instrument response time and
the valve isolation time. For AC powered valves, the instrument response
time also includes the emergency diesel generator start time since power to
these valves must be re-established after a loss of off-site power before
the valves can stroke closed. The instrument response time, therefore, is
the greater of the fellowing: 1) the measured response time of the
instrument itself, including any time delay relays, or 2) the start time of
the emergency diesel generators.

The current Technical Specifications provide an explanation of the

ruquirements for determining instrumentation response time in Footnote (a),
which states:

(a) The isolation system instrumentation response time shall be
measured and recorded as a part of the ISOLATION SYSTEM RESPONSE
TIME. 1Isolation system instrumentation response time specified
includes the delay for diesel generator starting adsumed in the
accident analysis,.

Footnote (a) is currently listed only with Items 4.a.l and 4.b.1, which are
concerned with the high pressure coolant injection (HPCI) and reactor core
isolation coolint (RCIC) steam line flow - high instrumentation.

The proposed change moves the reference to Footnote (a) from just
Items 4.a.1 and 4.b.1 to the header for the RESPONSE TIME column.
Footnote (a) is being revised to state:

(a) The isolation system instrumentation response time shall be
measured and recorded as a part of the ISOLATION SYSTEM RESPONSE
TIME. 1Isolation system instrumentation response time specified
includes any delay for diesel generator starting assumed in the
accident analysis.

By changing the wording to "any delay for diesel generator starting...,Kk"
this footnote may be appliec to all of the trip function instrumentation.

It also recognizes that the response time must also include an allowance for
the diesel generator start time if closure of the associated isolation
valves is dependent upon the diesel generators. The diesel generator start
time is a factor in the response times for most of the isolation valves, not
just the HPCI and RCIC high steam flow trip functions. It does not apply to
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the main steam isolation valves (MSIVs) since they are air operated and have
a shorter isolation time assumed in the accident analysis.

10CFR30.72 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the rollowing reasons:

1.

The proposed change moves the reference to Footnote (a) from

Item 4.a.1 to the column header, which indicates that the diesel
generator start time is a factor in determining the response times for
most isolation instrumentation. This change does not reflect a change
to the plant design, operation, surveillance or testing; it merely
clarifies and expands upon existing requirements and information.
Therefore, there is no increase in the probability of an accident, nor
is there any change in the consequences of an accident.

The proposed change provides a clarification to the requirements for
determining response times for AC powered valves. This reflects
existing information, and does not reflect a change in plant design.
Therefore, the proposed change does not create the possibility of any
new or different kinds of accidents.

The proposed change does not reflect a change to the design of the

plant. It more clearly states exis equirements, and will
potentially reduce confusion and = ;retation of the
requirements. It does not change .gn or capability of the

primary containment system, nor does it change the demands placed upcn
this process barrier. Therefore, the margin of safety is not
decreased. N
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Proposed Change Number 113

Replace "HPCI Steam Line High Flow Time Delay Relay" with "HPCI Steam Line
Flow - High Time Delay Relay" in the title of Item 4.a.2 in Table 3.3.2-3
under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-28.

Basis

The proposed change was made solely to provide consistency with other titles
throughout the table.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

3 The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
instrumentation itself has not changed, nor has its design or
operation, Only its title has been reworded to be consistent with
other titles in the table. Therefore, it does not (nvolve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

r The proposed change is purely administrative, It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in the instrument design or operation. Therefore,
it does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated. .

3, The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table. It does not involve a change in
instrumentation, function, design, or operation. It does not change
the design or capability of the primary containment system, nor does
it change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore,
there is no impact on the margin of safety,
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Proposed Change Number 114

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item 4.a.5, "Bus
Power Monitor," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Core Standby Systems Isolation on
Page 3/4 3-28.

Basis

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other
notation throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of
the table. The conjunction "and" was not intended to describe logic
functions of the instruments. The word "and" was used in the tag number
lists purely as a conjunction. The information provided is merely a list of
instrument tag numbers associated with the described instrumentation and is
provided solely to assist the operat r in usage of the Technical
Specifications.

A0CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

&h The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its
function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2 The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with cther entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a change in the
instrument function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be
as to whether the logic associated with the instrumentation is
represented. Logic is not represented and was never intended to be
represencted. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment system, nor does it change the demands placed upon
this process oarrier. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of
safety.
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Proposed Change Number 115

Replace "HPCI Steam Line Area" with "HPCI Steam Line Area
A Temperature - High" in the title of Item 4.a.8 in Table 3.3.2-3 under Core
Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-28.

Basis

The high pressure coolant injection (HPCI) system isolation instrumentation
isolates the Group 4 isolation valves, which include the HPCI inboard and
outboard steam line isolation valves and the HPCI torus suction isolation
valves, in the event of a rupture of the HPCI system. This mitigates the
consequences of such a break.

The current Technical Specifications have an inaccurate description of the
trip function. The trip function actually monitors the difference between
the HPCI area inlet and outlet air temperatures. The current Te-hnical
Specifications imply that it monitors only the area temperature.

Item 4.a.7, "HPCI Steam Line Ambient Temperature - High," provides the
information for the area temperature, and lists the correct operability and
surveillance requiremenrts for that instrumentation. Item 4.a.8 actually
performs the area A temperature - high monitoring function; thus, it should
have a trip function that accurately describes its function.

10CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

P The proposed change replaces the title of Item 4.a.8 witR one that is
more applicable to the function of the instrument. The
instrumentation described in Item 4.a.8 performs the area
A temperature - high monitoring function, while Item 4.a.7 performs
the area temperature - high monitoring function. This change does not
involve any change to the operability, reliability, or testing
requirements of the instrumentation involved; it merely provides a
more comprehensive description of its function. Therefore, there is
no increase in the probability of any accident previously evaluated,
nor is there any change in the consequences of any accident.

r The proposed change does not involve any physical changes to any plant
systems, It provides a better description in the Technical
Specifications of the actual function of the area A temperature
monitoring instrumentation. The possibility of misinterpretation of
the function of the instrumentation will be reduced. Therefore, there
is no new accident possibility created.

3. The proposed change provides a more clear, concise description of the
actual function of the area A temperature monitoring instrumentation.
It does not physically alter any plant instrumentation and, therefore,
does not impact the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 116

Replace Instrument Number ES51-dTS-N604C,D with Instrument Number
E51-TDS-N604C,D in Item 4.a.8, "HPCI Steam Line Area A Temperature - High,"
in Table 3.3.2-3 under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on

Page 3/4 3-28.

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed i. Item 4.a.8 isolates the high
pressure coolant injection (HPC') system should there be a HPCI steam line
break.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number
E51-dTS-N604C,D under Item 4.a.8., The proposed change will revise that
number to E51-TDS-N604C,D. The existing instrument number is not formatted
consistently with that listed in other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that is consistent with
other plant documents.

L0CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change doe« not involve a significant hazarde consideration for
the following reasons:

3. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
E51-dTS-N60.C,D with E51-TDS-N604C,D. It does not charge the device
which performs the specified function; it more clearly identifies the
existing device. This may reduce confusion about which device is
being referencel and provide consistency with other plant documents.
Therefore, the.e is no impact on the consequences of an accident, nor
is there any change in the probability of an accident.

2. The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It
more clearly identifies an existing device and make its nomenclature
consistent with that used in other plant documents., Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new accident.

3. The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that
currently exists under Item 4.a.8 of the table. The change does not
represent any changes to the instrument, its function, or design.

Only the instrument tag number is being revised to provide consistency
in nomenclature with other plant documents. By making the
nomenclature consistent, confusion related to identificaticn of the
instrument may be alleviated. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this chang- does
not decrease the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 117

Replace "Emergency Area Cooler Temperature - High" with "HPCI Equipment Area
Temperature - High" in Item 4.a.9 in Table 3.3.2-3 under Core Standby
Cooling Systems Isolation or .aze 3/4 3-28.

Basis

The emergency area cooler temperature - high isolation signal isolates the
Group 4 isolation valves in the event of a high pressure coolant injection
(HPCI) steam line break to mitigate the consequences of such a break. The
Group 4 isolation valves include the HPCI inboard and outboard steam line
isolation valves and the HPCI torus suction isolation valves.

The current Technical Specifications have an inaccurate description of the
trip function. The proposed change revises the description of the trip
function from "Emergency Area Cooler Temperature - High" to "HPCI Equipment
Area Temperature - High."

This change is necessary so that the trip function description more clearly
reflects the actual area the instrumentation monitors. The existing
description is a generic BWR term which does not relate to the actual BSEP
design. The area the instrumentation monitors at BSEP is referred to in
other plant documents and programs as the "HPCI Equipment Area." This
change will reduce the potential for confusion by more clearly describing
the actual location of the instrumentation.

1OCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change will change the description of a trip function to
more clearly identify the area the instrumentation monitors. The
current wording, "Emergency Area Cooler," does not reflect the
commonly used description of the area. "HPCI Equipment Area" more
clearly describes the area. This change will reduce confusion
concerning which area is being referred to.

No changes to the refererced instrumentation are being reflected by
this change. The instrumentation will function exactly as before.
Therefore, there is no change in the probability of an accident, nor
is there any change in the consequences of an accident.

- The proposed change revises the trip function description so the
appropriate trip function is clearly identified in the Technical
Specifications. It does not change the required function of the
instrumentation; it merely clarifies the description of an existing
trip function. Thus, no new accident possibilities are created.
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The proposed change provides a clarification in the description of an
existing isolation function. It does not change the design,
reliability, or function of any plant equipment; it merely references
them more clearly. Thus, there is no impact on the margin of safety
as a result of this change.
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Proposed Change Number 118

Add new Item 4.a.10, "Drywell Pressure - High," and associated Instrument
Numbers E11-PT-NO11C,D and E11-PTS-NO11C-2,D-2 to Table 3.3.2-3 under Core
Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-28.

Basis

Valve Group 4 isolates the high pressure coolant injection (HPCI) inboard
and outboard steam line isolation valves and the HPCI torus suction
isolation valves in the event of a HPCI steam line break to mitigate the
consequences of the break.

The HPCI system also has turbine exhaust vacuum breaker isolation valves
(E41-FO75 and E41-FC79) on a vacuum relief line for the HPCI turbine
exhaust. This line helps prevent the creation of a water column in the
exhaust line. Preventing development of this column reduces the piping
loads vhich could exist if the turbine is restarted. The valves isolate on
coincident HPCI steam line pressure - low and drywell pressure - high
signals to establish primary containment. The steam line pressure - low
signal indicates HPCI is isolated or no longer needed because the reactor is
depressurized. The drywell pressure - high signal indicazes a loss of
coolant accident (LOCA) exists and primary containment isolation is needed

The current Technical Specifications specify operability and surveillance
requirements for the Group 4 isolation valves but not for trie vacium breasn.r
isclation valves. The proposed change refiects the creation of a new Valve
Group 7, which includes the HPCI turoine exhaust vacuum breakers E41-F075
and E41-FO79. Operability and surveillance requirements for the actuation
instrumentacion are addressed under Item 4.a.3 for the HPCI steam supply
pressure - low instrumentation portion of the logic. This change adds a new
Item 4.a.10 which addresses the response time requirements for the existing
instrumentation for the drywell pressure - high trip function associated
with th2 valves in Group 7. No response time requirement is necessary for
this instrumentation because they are on a closed line outside containment
and this line does not communicate with any system outside containment.
Closure of the Group 7 valves is not depended upon to limit the release of
radicactivity from primary containment during a LOCA, so the response time
of the instrumentation is not critical or a factor in the accident analysis.

10CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

[ The proposed change establishes the response time requirements for the
existing drywell pressure - high instrumentation which was not
originally included in the Technical Specifications. The HPCI turbine
exhaust vacuum breakers isolate on coincident HPCI steam line
pressure - low and drywell pressure - high. The steam line
pressure - low signal indicates HPCI is isolated or no longer needed
because the reactor is depressurized, and the drywell pressure - high
signal indicates a LOCA exists and primary containment isolation is
needed.
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This change adds response time requirements for existi~g
instrumentation to provide additional assurance that p 'mary
containment is isolated when necessary. No new equipment i{s being
added, and existing equipment will perform its safety function in the
same manner as before., Existing requirements are being added to the
Technical Specifications for clarity and completeness. Thus, there is
no change in the probability of an accident, nor is there any change
in the consequences of any accident.

The proposed change adds response time requirements to the Technical
Specifications for existing instrumentation. This will provide a more
complete and accurate document, thereby enhancing primary containment
isolation assurance. It doss not provide an opportunity for
occurrence of any new accidents because no equipment, operability
requirements, or setpoints are being altered.

The proposed change adds requirements for existing instrumentation to
the Technical Specifications. It does not reflect a physical change
to the plant systems; it only provides a more complete and accurate
description of existing equipment. It does not change the design ox
capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Thus, there is no impact on
the margin of safety of the plant.
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Proposed Change Number 119

Replace Footnote ### with Footnote (f) in Item 4.b.1, "RCIC Steam Line
Flow - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation
on Page 3/4 3-29.

Basis

This change was made solely to provide consistency throughout the table.

10CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
content of the footnotes has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in
this enclosure. The footnote has been changed from ### to (f) to
provide clarity ard consistency to the table. Therefore, it does not
involve & significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor
does it involve a charge in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated,

: 4P The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated. .

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency and clarity within the table. It does not involve a
change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 120

Delete reference to Footnote (a) in Item 4.b.1, "RCIC Steam Line

Flow - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation
on Page 3/4 3-29.

Basis

Table 3.3.2-3 specifies the response time requirements for the isolation
instrumentation. It ensures that the time it takes for the instrumentation

to detect and initiate valve closure is within the allowed time assumed by
the accident analysis.

The isolation response time is the sum of the instrument response time and
the valve isolation time. For AC powered valves, the instrument respouse
time also includes the emergency diesel generator start time since power to
these valves must be re-established after 2 loss of off-site power before
the valves can stroke closed. The instrument response time, therefore, is
the greater of the following: 1) the measured response time of the
instrument itself, including any time delay relays, or 2) the start time of
the emergency diesel generators.

The current Technical Specifications provide an expianation of the

requirements for determining instrumentation response time in Footnote {(a),
which states:

(a) The isolation system ins.rumentation response time shall be
measured nud recorded as a part of the ISOLATION SYSTEM RESPONSE
TIME. Isclation s;stem instrumentation response time specified
includes the delay for diesel generator starting adsumed in the
accident analysis.

Footnote (a) is currently listed only with Items 4.a.1 and 4.b.1, which are
concerned with the high pressure coolant injection (HPCI) and reactor core
isolation cooling (RCIC) steam line flow - high instrumentation.

The proposed change moves the reference to Footnote (a) from just

Items 4.a.1 and 4.b.1 to the header for the RESPONSE TIME column., Footnote
(a) is being revised to state:

(a) The isolation systen‘instrunentation response time shall be
measured and recorded as a part of the ISOLATION SYSTEM RESPONSE
TIME. Isolation system instrumentation response time specified

includes any delay for diesel generator starting assumed in the
accident analysis.

By changing the wording to "any delay for diesel generator starting...,"
this footnote may be applied to all of the trip function instrumentation.

It also recognizes that the response time must also include an allowance for
the diesel generator start time if closure of the associated {solation
valves is dependent upon the diesel generators. The diesel generator start
time is a factor in the response times for most of the isolation valves, not
just the HPCI and RCIC steam flow - high trip functions. It does not apply
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to the main steam isolation valves (MSIVs) since they are air operated and
have a shorter isolation time assumed in the accident analysis.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

'

The proposed change moves the reference to Footnote (a) from

Item 4.b.1 to the column header, which indicates that the diesel
generator start time i{s a factor in determining the response times for
most isolation instrumentation. This change does not reflect a change
to the plant design, operation, surveillance or testing; it merely
clarifies and expands upon existing requirements and information.
Therefore, there is no increase in the probability of an accident, nor
is there any change in the consequences of an accident.

The proposed change provides a clarification to the reocuirements for
determining response times for AC powered valves. This reflects
existing infcrmation, and does not reflect a change in plant design.
Therefore, the proposed change does not create the possibility of any
new or different kinds of accidents.

The proposed change does not reflect a change to the design of the
plant. It more clearly states existing requirements, and will
potentially reduce confusion and misinterpretation of the
rcquirements. It does not change the design nr capability of the
primary containment system, nor does it change the demands placed upon
this process barrier. Therefore, the margin of safety is not
decreased. :
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Proposed Change Number 121

Replace "RCIC Steam Line High Flow Time Delay Relay"” with "RCIC Steam Line
Flow - High Time Delay Relay" in the title of Item 4.0.2 on Table 3.3.2-3
under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29.

|
|
|
|
Basis
The pronposed change was made solely to provide consistency with other titles

throughiout the table.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

' The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
instrumentation itself has not changed, nor has its function, design,
or operation, Only its title has been reworded to be consistent with
other titles in the table. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluate?,

The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. I( does not
represent a change ia the instrument function, design, or operation.
Therefore, it does not create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.-«

- The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table. It does not involve a change in
instrumentation, function, design, or operation. It does not change
the design or capability of the primary containment system, nor does
it change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore,
there is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 122

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item 4.b.5, "Bus
Power Monitor," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Core Standby Cooling Systems
Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29.

Basis

The proposecC changes were made solely to provide consistency with other
notation throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of
the table. The conjunction "and" was not intended to describe logic
functions of the instruments. The word "and" was used in the tag number
lists purely as a conjunction. The information provided is merely a list of
instrument tag numbers associated with the described instrumentation and is
provided solely to assist the operator in usage of the Technical
Specifications.

10CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its
function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probabiliry of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

- 9 The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a change in the
instrument function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated.

- B The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be
as to whether the logic associated with the instrumentation is
represented. Logic is not represented and was never intended to be
represented. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment system, nor does it change the demands placed upon
this process barrier. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of
safety.
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Eroposed Change Number 123

Replace Instrument Number E51-dTS-N604A,B with Instrument Number
E51-TDS-N604A,B in Item 4.b.8, "RCIC Steam Line Area A Temperature - High,k"
in Table 3.3.2-3 under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on

Page 3/4 3-29.

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 4.b.8 isolates the reactor core
isolation cooling (RCIC) system should there be a RCIC steam line break.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number
E51-dTS-N604A,B under Item 4.b.8. The proposed change will revise that
number to E51-TDS-N604A,B. The existing instrument number is not formatted
consistently with that listed in other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only

provides a correct reference to existing information that is consistent with
other plant documents.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
E51-dTS-N604A,B with E51-TDS-N604A,B. It does not change the device
vhich performs the specified function; it more cle:rly ideniifies the
existing device. This may reduce confusion about which device is
being referenced and provide consistency with other plant documents.
Therefore, there is no impact on the consequences of an accident, nor
is there any ch2nge in the probability of an accident.

The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It
more clearly identifies an existing device and make its nomenclature
consistent with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new accident.

The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that
currently exists under Item 4.b.8 of the table. The change does not
represent any changes to the instrument, its function, or design.

Only the instrument tag number is being revised to provide consistency
in nomenclature with other plant documents. By making the
nomenclature consistent, confusion related to identification of the
instrument may be alleviated. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does
not decrease the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 124

Replace "Emergency Area Cooler Temperature - High" with "RCIC Equipment Room
Anbient Temperature - High" in the title of Item 4.b.9 in Table 373.2-.3
under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29.

Basis

The emergency area cooler temperature - high isolation signal isolates the
Group 5 isolation valves in the event of a reactor core isolation cooling

(RCIC) steam line break to mitigate the consequences of such a break. The
Group 5 isolation valves include the RCIC inboard and outboard steam line

isolation valves.

The current Technical Specifications have an inaccurate description of the
trip function. The proposed change revises the description of the trip
function from "Emergency Area Cooler Temperature - High" to "RCIC Equipment
Room Ambient Temperature - High."

This change is necessary sc that the trip function description more clearly
reflects the actual area the instrumentation monitors. The existing
description is a generic BWR term which does nct relate to the actual BSEP
design. The area the instrumentation monitors at BSEP is referred to in
other plant documents and programs as the "RCIC Equipment Area." This
change will reduce the potential for confusion by more clearly describing
the actual location of the instrumentation.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards condideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change will change the description of a trip function to
more clearly identify the area the instrumentation monitors. The
current wording, "Emergency Area Cooler," does not reflect the
commonly used description of the area. "RCIC Equipment Area" more
clearly describes the area. This change will reduce confusion
concerning which area is being referred to.

No changes to the referenced instrumentation are being reflected by
this change. The instrumentation will function exactly as before.
Therefore, there is no change in the probability of an accident, nor
is there any change in the consequences of an accident.

> 1 The proposed change revises the trip function so the appropriate trip
function is clearly identified in the Technical Specifications. It
does not change the required function of the instrumentation; it
merely clarifies the description of an existing trip function. Thus,
no new accident possibilities are created.
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The proposed change provides a clarification in the description of an
existing isolation function. It does not change the design,
reliability, or function of any plant equipment; it merely references
them more clearly. Thus, there is no impact on the margin of safety
as a result of this change.
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Proposed Charge Numbe- 125

Replace Instrument Number 751-dTS-N601A,B with Instrument Number
E51-TDS-N601A,B in Itew 4 b.10, "RCIC Equipment Room A Temperature - liigh,"
in Table 3.3.2-3 under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on

Page 3/4 3-29.

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 4 b.10 isolates the reactor
core isolation cooling (RCIC) svstem should chere be a RCIC steam line
break.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number
E51-d75-N601A,B under Item 4.b.10. The propc:ed change will revise that
nual~r to ES51-TDS-NAO1A ,B. The existing instrument number is not formatted
consisteitly with that listed in other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to exisiting information that is consistent with
other plant documents.

10C¥P50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideratior for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed charge w.1 replace instrument number refevence
E51-dTS-N601A,B with #51-TDS-N601A ,B. It does not change the device
vhich performs the specified function; it more clearly identifies the
existing device. This may ceduce confusion about which device is
being referenced and provide consistency with other plant documents.
Therefore, there is no impact on the consequences of an accident, nor
is there any chaunge in the probability of an accident.

- ¥ The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It
more clearly identifies an existing device #nd make its nomenclature
consistent with that used in other plint do<ments. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new accident.

3. The proposed change will more clearly [¢-atify an instrument that
currently exists under Item 4.b..0 of the table. The change does rot
represent any changes to the instrument, its function or design.

Only the instrument tag number is being revised to provide consistency
in nomenclature with other plant documents., By making _.he
nomenclature consistent, confusion related to identification of the
instrument may be alleviated. It does n:t change the design or
capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does
not decrease the margin of safety.
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Prcposed Change Number 126

Add new Item 4.b.11, "RCIC Steam Line Tunnel Temperatuie - High Time Delay
Relay," ar1 associated Instrument Number E51-KC-M602A,B to Table 3.3.2-3
under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29.

Basis

The reactor core isolation coc ing (RCIC) steam line tunnel

temperature - high, time delay relay instrumentation isolates the Group 5
isolation valves in the event of a RCIC steam line break to mitigate the
consequences of the break. The Group 5 valves include the ACIC inboard and
outboard steam line isolation valves.

The current Technical Specifications do not specifically reference
operaoility and surveillance requirements for the existing RCIC steam line
tunnel high temperature time delay relays. The proposed change adds
response time requirements for these relays. A specific response time
requirement is (ot needed for these time delay relays sirce they are part of
the logic under item 4.b.7 and are included within its response time
requirements. Initially, the time delay relays were considered to be a part
of the isolation .ogic describ ..’ in Item 4.b. 7 and were not listed
separately in the cable. These r lays do not initiate any isolution signal:
however, they are an important pact of the instrumentation, and it has been

determined that they should be addressed separately in the table to avoid
possible confusion.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change addresses response time requirements tor
instrumentation which is designed to detect an accident and not
prevent one. These requirements are consistent with the accident
analysis assumptiors and are similar to *hose fo. other associated
instrumentation. There is no change to the equijment or how the
equipment is operated; only references to exicting instrumcntation are
being added to the table. Since the establishment ot response time
requirements does not change the design or affect the operation of the
i/ atrumentation, there is no increase in the probability of an
accident, nor is there any change in the consequences of any iccident
previously evaluated.

- 8 Specification of the correct response time requirements provides
additional assurance that the instrumentation will perform its
intended safety function. It does not change the design or operation
of any equipment or cause it to operate in & mani..r not previously
assumed. 1t does not affect any equipment which could cause an
accident. It only affects instrumentation designed to detect the
occurrence of an accident. Thus, this change does not create the
possihility of a new accident.
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Specification of specific risponse tive requivements that are
consistent witi, the cther isoliéTior instrumencation for chis system
will not affeci ov change the operation of the ¢ffected equipment,
There will be no change in the reliability, re-ponse characteristics,
or setpuints of the instrumenration. It does not thange the design or
capability of tlie primary contaiinment system, nor does it change the
devunds placed upon this procs 8 barrier. Therefore, there is no
chang: in the margin of safety.
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Broposed Change Number 127

Add new Item 4.b.12, "Drywell Pressure - High," and associated Instrument
Numbers E11-PT-NO1lA,B and E11-PTS-NO11A-2,B-2 to Table 3.3.2-3 under Core
Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29.

Basis

Valve Group 5 isolates the reactor core isolation coolin (RCIC) steam linc
to mitigate the consequences of a break. The Group 5 isolation valves
include the RCIC inboard and vutboaid steam line isolation valves.

Tie RCIC system also has turbine exhaust vacuum breaker isolation valves
(E51-F062 and E51-F066) on a vacuum relief line for the RCIC turbine
exhaust. The line helps prevent the development of a water column in the
exhaust line. Preventing development of this column reduces the piping
loads vhich could exist {f the turbine is restarted. The valves isolate on
coincident RCIC steam line wressure - low and drywell pressure - high
signals to establish primary containment isolation. The steam line

pressure - low signal indicates RCIC {s isolated or no longer needed because
the reactor is depressurized. The drywell pressure - high signal indicates
a LOCA exists and primary containment isolation is necded.

The current Technical Specifications specify operability and maintenance
requirements for the Group 5 isolation valves but not for the vacuum breaker
isolation valves. The proposed change reflects the creation of the new
Valve Group 9, which includes the RCIC turbine exhaust vacuum breakers
E51-F062 and ES51-F066,

The isolation logic associated with hese vacuum breakers requfres a signal
from both the drywell pressure - high instrumentation and the RCIC steam
supply pressure - low instrumentation. This change adds a new item to
address the response time requirements for the existing instrumentation for
the drywell pressurs - high trip function associated with the existing
valves which form the new Valve Group 9. No response time requirement is
necessary for this instrumentation because they are on a closed line outside
containment and this line does not communicate with any syster outside
containment., Closure of the Group 9 valves ig not depended upon to limit
the release of radicactivity from primarv containment during a LOCA, so the
response time of the instrumentation is not critical or a factor ir the
accident analysis.
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LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1.

The proposed change establishes the response time information for the
drywell pressure - high instrumentation which was not originally
included in the Technical Specifications. This change is being made
to address the addition of the RCIC turbine exhaust vacuum breakers,
which isolate on coincident RCIC steam line pressure - low and drywell
pressure - high, to the Technical Specifications via addition of Valve
Group 9 The steam line pressure - low signal indicates RCIC is
isolated or no longer needed because the reactor is cepressurized, and
the drywell pressure - high signal indicates a LOCA exists and primary
containment isolation is needed.

This change adds response time requirements for existing
instrumentation to provide additional assurance that primary
containment i{s isolated when necessary. No new equipment is being
added, and ex/!sting equipment will perform its safety function in the
same manner as before. Existing requirements are being added to the
Technical Specifications for clarity and completeness. Thus, there is
no change in the probabiiity of an accident, nor is there any change
in the consequences of any accident.

The proposed change adds response time requirements to the Technical
Specifications for sxisting instrumentation. This will provide a more
complete and accurate document, thereby enhancing primary containment
i{solation assurance. It does not provide an opportunity for any new
accidents because no equipment, operability requirementssy or setpoints
are being altered.

The proposed change adds requirements for existing instrumentation to
the Technical Specifications. It does not reflect a phys.cal change
to the plant systems; it only provides a more complete and accurate
description of existing equipment. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containmen® systew, ior does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. ihus, there is no impact on
the margin of safety of the glant.
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Proposed Change Number 128

Replace Instrument Number B32-PS-NO18A,B with Instrument Number
B32-PS-NO18A-1,B in Item 5S.b, "Reacter Steam Dome Pressure - High," in
To:le 3.3,2-3 under Core Stendby Cooling Systems lsolation on

Page 3/4 1-79a.

Basis

The isolatisn instrumentation listed in ltem 5.b isolates the shutdown
cooling system should there be a malfunction or rupture of the residual heat
removal system while operating in shutdown coecling mode. This minimizes
reactor inventory loss.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number
832-PS-NO18A,B under I[tem 5.b. The proposed change will revise that number
to B32-PS-NO18A-1,B. The existing instrument number i{s not formatted
consistently with that listed in other plant documents.

This change dves not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that is consistent with
other plant documents.

AOCFR30.92 Evaiurylon

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
B32-PS-NO18A,B with B32-PS-NO18A-1,B. 1t does not changé the device
which performs the specified function; it more clearly identifie. the
existing device. This may reduce confusion about which device is
being referenced and provide consistency w.:h other plant documents,
Therefore, there is no impact on the consequences of an accident, nor
is there any change in the probability of an accident.

:. The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It
more clearly identifies an existing device and make its nomenclature
consistent with that used in other plant do~uments. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new accident.

3. The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that
currently exists under Item 5.b of the table. The change does not
represent any changes to the instrument, its function, or design.

Only the instrument tag number is being revised to provide consistency
in nomenclature with other plant documents. By making the
nomenclature consistent, confusion related to identification of the
instrument may be alleviited. It does not change the design or
capability ~f the primary containment system, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier., Therefore, this change does
not decrease the margin of safety.
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Propos: | Change Numbexr 129

Replace "...shown in Table 3.6.3-1..." with *.. . shown in plant procoduro
.." in Footnote (d) on Pa;o 3/4 3- 29b

Basis

Technical Specification Section 3.6 addresses containment systems.
Table 3.6.3-1 provides a partial listing of the automatic primary
containment isolation valves (PCIVs). The Brunswick Plant Technical
Specifications currently require the following surveillances:

Specification 4.6.3.1 requires that primary containment isolation
valves be demonstrated operable by cycling and isolation time testing
following maintenance, repair, or replacement work.

Specification 4.6.3.2 requires verification of isolation valve
operability through the application of an isolation test signal to
verify the valve actuates properly. This testing is required
every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.3.3 requires verification of the isolation time for
power-operated and automatic valves.

Specification 4.6.4.4 requires that reactor instrumentation system
isolation valves be demonstrated operable by cycling the valve
every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.1.2.d requires Type B and C leak testin; of primary
containment isolation valves.

The Company has completed a review of the primary containment isolation
system (PCIS) Technical Specifications and determined that certain changes
to Table 3.6.3-1 are needed to accurately reflect the as-built design of the
primary containment isolation system. However, rather than propose changes
to the table, CP&L believes it is more appropriate to request removal of
Table 3.6.3-1 from the Technical Specifications and replace references to
the table with references to valve listings contained in plant procedures
(the Company will provide a specific procedure reference for inclusion in
the Technical Specifications via a subsequent submittal). Our reasons for
this determination are described below.

First, removal of the valve listings from the Technical Specifications is
appropriate in the context of Technical Specification reform. The recent
industry and NRC efforts to improve the Technical Specifications have
identified component listings as items for removal from the Technical
Specifications because they do not directly contribute to plant safety. In
addition, the level of detail of such listings has resulted in frequent
requests for license amendments. This process has resulted in inherent
inaccuracies in the Technical Specifications due to the delays in receiving
license amendments brought about by the current regulatory environment. The
NRC has already recommended and approved removal of the analogous snubber
listing from the Technical Specifications. In addition, tables relating to
fire protection devices and containment penetration protection circuit
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breakers have been removed from the Technical Specifications for other
dockets. For example, listings relating Lo containment {solation valves,
snubbers, containment penetration protection devices, motor operated valve
thermal overload protection, the reactor vessel material surveillance
program, engineered safety features actuation system instrumentation
response times, and reactor trip system instrumentation response times have
been removed from the Technical Specifications for the Shearon Harris Plant
and references to plant procedures incorporated. The use of component
listings through reference to plant procedures ensures that timely
information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.

Second, changes to these plant procedures are strictly controlled

under 10CFR50.59. In addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to
maintain primary containment integrity (Technical Specification 3.6.1.1), as
well as ASME Code Section XI testing requirements (Technical

Specification 4.0.5) and 10CFR50, Appendix J requirements (Technical
Specification 3.6.1.2) are maintained. Only the listing of valves would be
subject to licensee control under 10CFR50.59., Plant procedures are
auditable and subject to inspection by the NRC.

Third, appropriate mechanisms and controls exist to ensure correct tecting
for the valves through plant procedures. As discussed above, these
referenced procedure(s) will incorporate valve list information developed to
meet the requirements of Technical Specifications 4.6.3.1, 4.6.3.2, 4.6,3.3
and 4.6,.3.4. In addition, Appendix J of 10CFR50 (implemented through
Technical Specification 3/4.6.1,2) specifies leak rate test requirements for
containment isolation valves, and thus maintenance of a list of such valves.
Section XI of the ASME Code (implemented through Technical

Specification 4.0.5) requires once per cycle testing of valve closure and
timing for certain of the valves currently listed in Table 3.6?3-1. In
addition, Technical Specification 4.3.2.2 requires once per cycle
performance of a logic system functional test for most of the valves
currently listed in Table 3.6.3-1. All the ~bove requirements are
appropriately integrated into plant procedure(s) which are subject to change
only under requirements of 10CFR50.59. These plant proceduies cover testing
(to or beyond the prusent Technical Specification requirements) for the
valves currently included in Table 3.6.3-1. A complete listing of
containment isolation valves and required closure times is also provided as
Table 6.2.4-2 to the Brunswick Updated Final Safety Analysis Report.
References to plant procedures will replace references to Table 3.6.3-1 in
the text of the Technical Specifications. Specific closure time testing
requirements for the main steam isolation valves will be maintained in the
Technical Specifications under existing Specification 3/4.4.7,
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LOCFR30.92 Evaluation:

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

- Removal of the primary containment isolation valve listing from the
Technical Specifications is apnropriate in the context of Technicel
Specification reform. Recent industry and NRC efforts to improve the
Technical Specifications have identified component listings as an item
for removs.i because they do not directly contribute to plant safety.
The use of component listings through reference to plant procedures
will ensure that timely information is maintained that reflects recent
plant modifications. Changes to these procedures will be controlled |
under the requirements of 10CFR50.59. Primary containment i{ntegrity |
is the function preserved by the primary containment isolatiun valves, |
Technical Specifications 3.6.1.1 and 3.6.3 will continue to require |
primary containment integrity while operating in Operational
Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper identification, control,
and periodic testing of the appropriate containment isolation valves).
Relocation of the primary containment isolation valve listing from the
Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not change their
design or operation, nor will it affect any of the accident analyses.
Therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant increase
in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. As discussed in Item 1 above, primary containment integrity is the
function preserved by the primary containment isolation valves.
Technical Specification 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary
containment integrity while operating in Operational Conditicns 1, 2,
and 3 (and thus the proper identification, control, and periodic
testing of the appropriate containment isolation valves). Thus,
relocation of the primary containment isolation valve listing from the
Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not change their
design or operation. Therefore, the change does not create the
possibility of & new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

3. As discussed in Items 1 and 2 above, primary containment integrity is
the function preserved “v tle primary containment isolation valves.
Technical Specification 5.6.1.1 will continue to require primary
containment integrity while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2,
and 3. Furthermore, the relocation of the primary containment
isolation valve listing to plant procedures will clarify the Technical
Specifications and ensure a more up to date and accurate primary
containment isolation valve listing, thereby avoiding possible
operator confusion. Therefore, since there is no change in
containment design or pressure retaining capsbility, the proposed
change does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety
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Broposed Change Number 130

Replace "...each valve group...and Table 3.6.5.2-1 for valves in each valve
group to obtain ISOLATION SYSTEM RESPONSE TIME for each valve" with ". each
valve group/damper...for valves in each valve group and secondary
containment isolation dampers to obtain ISOLATION SYSTEM RESPONSE TIME for
each valve/damper.” in Footnote (d) on Page 3/4 3-29b.

Basis

The Company is requesting the removal of Table 3.6.5.2-1 from the Technical
Specifications, with the information being removed relocated to a plant
procedure. The Company will provide a specific procedure reference for
iaclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent submittal. Our
reasons for proposing this change are described below.

The Company has completed a review of the primary containment isolation
system (PCIS) Technical Specifications and determined that certain changer
to Table 3.6.3-1 are needed to accurately reflect the as-built decign of the
primary containment isclation system. However, rather than propose changes
to the table, CP&L believes it is more appropriate to request removal of
Table 3.6.3-1 from the Technical Specifications and replace references to
the table with references to valve listings contained in plant procedures.
The design function of the primary containment isolation valves is to
preserve primary contairment integrity. The design function of the
secondary containment i{solation dampers is similar to that for the primary
containment isolation valves (i.e., preservation of secondary containment
integrity). Since the Company i{s propesing to relocate the listing of
primary containment isolation dampers from the Technical Specifications to
plant procedures, we believe it is also appropriate to request®removal of
the Table 3.6.5.2-1 from the Technical Specifications.

Table 3.6.5.2-1 provides a listing of secondary contaimnment i{solation
dampers. The Brunswick Plant Technical Specifications currently require the
following surveillances:

Specification 4.6.5.2.a requires that secondary containment isolation
dampers be demonstrated operable by cycling the valve every 92 days.

Specification 4.6.5.2.b requires that secondary containment isolation
dampers be demonstrated operable by cycling and isolation time testing
following maintenance, repair, or replacement work.

Specification 4.6.5.2.¢.1 requires the cycling of and verification of
isolation time for automatic dampers.

Specification 4.6.5.2.¢.2 requires verification of isolation damper
operability through the application of an isolation test signal teo
verify the damper actuates properly. This testing is required
every 18 months.

First, removal of the secondary containment isolation damper listing from
the Technical Specifications {s appropriate in the context of Technical
Specification reform. The recent industry and NRC efforts to i{mprove the
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Technical Specifications have identified component listings as items for
removal from the Technical Specifications because they do not directly
contribute to plant safety. In addition, the level of detail of such
listings has resulted in frequent requests for license amendments. This
process has resulted in inherent inaccuracies in the Technical
Specifications due to the delays in receiving license amendments brought
about by the current regulatory environment. The NRC has already
recommended and approved removal of the analogous snubber listing from the
Technical Specifications. In addition, tables relating tn fire protection
devices and containment penetration protection circuit breakers have been
removed from the Technical Specifications for other dockets, For example,
listings relating to containment isolation valves, snubbers, containment
penetration protection devices, motor operated valve thermal overload
protection, the reactor vessel material surveillance program, engineered
safety features actuation system instrumentation response times, and reactor
trip system instrumentation response times have been removed from the
Technical Specifications for the Shearon Harris Plant and references to
plant procedures incorporated. The use of component listings through
reference to plant procedures ensures that timely information is maintained
that reflects recent plant modifications.

Second, changes to these plant procedures are strictly controlled

under 10CFR50.59. In addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to

maintain secondary containment integrity (Technical Specification 3.6.5.1),

are maintained. Only the listing of secondary containment isolation dampers
would be subject to licensee control under 10CFR50.59. Plant procedures are
auditable and subject to inspection by the NRC.

Third, appropriate mechanisms and controls exist to ensure correct testing
for the secondary containment isolation dampers through plant firocedures.

As discussed above, these referenced procedure(s) will incorporate isolation
damper list information developed to meet the requirement: of Technical
Specifications 4.6.5.2.a, 4.6.5.2.b, 4.6.5.2.¢c.1 and 4.6.5.2.¢.2. The above
requirements are appropriately integrated into plant procedure(s) which are
subject to change only under requirements of 1CCFR50.59. These plant
procedures cover testing (to or beyond the present Technical Specification
requirements) for the secondsry containment isolation dampers currently
included in Table 3.6.5.2-1. References to plant procedures will replace
references to Table 3.6.5.2-1 in the text of the Technical Specifications.
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AQCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1.

Removal of the secondary zontainment isolation damper listing from the
Technical Specifications is appropriate in the context of Technical
Specification reform. Recent industry and NRC efforts to improve the
Technical Specifications have identified component listings as an item
for removal because they do not directly contribute to plant safety.
The use of component listings through reference to plant procedures
will ensure that timely information is maintained that reflects recent
plant modifications. Changes to these procedures will be controlled
under the requirements or 10CFR50.59. Secondary containment integrity
is the function preserved by the secondary containment isolation
dampers. Technical Specification 3.6.5.1 will continue to require
secondary containment integrity while operating in Operational
Conditions 1, 2, 3, 5 and when moving irradiated fuel assemblies in
the secondary contaimment. Thus, the proper identification, control,
and periodic testing of the appropriate secondary containment
isolation dampers is necessary. Relocation of the secondary
containment isolation damper listing from the Technical Specifications
to plant procedures does not change their design or operation, nor
does it affect any nf the accident analyses; therefore, the proposed
change does not involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

As discussed in Item 1 above, secondary containment integrity is the
function preserved by the secondary containment i{solation dampers.
Technical Specification 3.6.5.1 will continue to require’secoundary
containment integrity while operating in Operational

Conditionsl, 2, 3, 5 and when moving irradiated fuel assemblies in the
secondary containment (and thus the proper identification, controel,
and periodic testing of the appropriate secondary containment
isolation dampers). Thus, relocation of the secondary containment
isolation damper listing from the Technical Specifications to plant
procedures does not change the design or operation of the system.
Therefore, it does not create the possibility of & new or different
kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

discussed in Items 1 and 2 above, secondary containment integrity
is the function preserved by the secondary containment isolation
dampers. Technical Specification 3.6.5.1 will continue to require
secondary containment integrity while operating in Operational
Conditions 1, 2, 3, 5 ana when moving irradiated fuel assemblies in
the secondary containment. Furthermore, the relocation of the
secondary containment isolation damper listing to plant procedures
will clarify the Technical Specifications and ensure a more up to date
and accurate secondary containment isolation damper listing, thereby
avoiding possible operater confusion. Since there is no change in
containment design or pressure retaining capability, the proposed
change does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.
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Proposed Change Number 131

Replace * with (c) and add "for MSIVs only. No diesel generator delays
assumed"” to the end of the footnote on Page 3/4 3-29b.

Basis

The isolation system response time is the sum of the instrumentation
response time and the valve isolation time. For AC powered valves, the
instrumentation response time must also include the emergency diesel
generator start time since the power to these valves must be re-established
after the loss of off-site power before the valves can stroke closed. The
instrumentation response time is, therefore, the greater of the

following: 1) the measured response time of the instrumentation by itself,
including any time delay relays, or 2) the start time of the emergency
diesel generators.

The current Technical Specifications show a Footnote * which states,
"Isolation actuation instrumentation response time only." This footnote
indicates that any time delay needed for diesel generator starting is not
included in the response tim¢ requirement since the requirement applies only
to the instrumentation.

Both AC powered valves and the main steam isolation valves (MSIVs) may be
actuated by the trip functions that reference this footnote. The MSIVs are
not dependent on AC power for closure. The response times currently
specified are appropriate for the MSIVs, but not for the other valves which
may be actuated by this instrumentation and are dependent upon the start of
the diesel generators. The proposed change makes this note applicable only
to the MSIVs. The proposed change revises Footnote * tu (c), ®hich makes it
consistent with other nomenclature throughout the table.

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons.

1. The proposed change replaces the current Footnote * with Footnote (c¢)
which will provide consistency with other nomenclature throughout the
table. 1t also revises the text of the footnote so it applies only
the MSIVs, and not to the AC powered valves that are actuated by the
same irstrumentation. A new Footnote (h) has been created to deal
with the AC powered valves and their response time.
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The MSIV closure time is the most critical because it represents the
worst case pathway for inventory, energy, and radiation loss. The
response time for the M3IVs has not changed. The response time for
other valves remains consistent with the current design and accident
analysis assumptions. The design, operation, and reliability
requirements of plant systems has not changed. The instrumentation
will function in the same manner as it currently does; the response
times for the referenced information will be more completely and
accurately represented in the Technical Specifications. Thus, there
is no increase in the probability of an accident, nor is there a
change in the consequences of an accident.

The proposed change is a clarification of existing information. The
MSIVs have a shorter response time than other AC valves actuated by
the same instrumentation, because they do not need to include the
diesel generator start times. The AC powered valves are dependent on
the diesel generators, and, therefore, diesel generator delays need to
be utilized in calculation of the response times for those valves.
This information is now referenced in the Technical Specifications,
making it a more complete and accurate document. No changes are being
made to the design or operation requirements of the existing
instrumentation; the proposed change only provides reference to
existing information. The equipment will continue to function in the
same manner as previously assumed. Therefore, it does not create the
possibility of a new or different type of accident.

The proposed change does not change the design or operation of any
existing instrumentation or equipment. It only provides reference to
existing information which was not previously referenced in the
Technical Specifications. It does not change the design®or capability
of the primary containment system, nor does it change the demands
placed upon this process barrier. Thus, there is no impact on the
margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 132

Replace ¢ with (d) in the footnote listing on Page 3/4 3-29b

This change was made solely to provide consistency throughout the table
1O0CFRS50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
' followi reasons

1 The proposed change is an adminis hange to the Technical
Specifications to provide consist ughout the table The
content of the footnote has not ¢ 1less noticed elsewhere in
this enclosure The footnote has beer hanged from # to i o
provide clarity and consistency to the table Therefore it does not
involve a significant increase in the probability of a accident, non
does 1t involve a hange in the nsequences of an accident previousl
evaluated

y The proposed char is purely administrat [t will provide

msistency with other entries provided in the table [t does not
represent a change in the ntent of the footnotes Therefore it
does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any ac lent previously evaluated

1 ™ - r » 1 4 » » v T» 1
\nNe proposed ANEE S i adminisiracive ANEE | wii Pt i GE

nsistency and clarity within the table It doe not ifivolve a
I3 g€ ‘. ",Q' v',. : . & 2 » . -‘"v?t r' ere -“\ yl y.. A
o daa f f




Proposed Change Number 133
Replace ## with (e) in the footnote listing on Page 3/4 3-29b.

Basis

This change was made solely to provide consistency throughout the table.

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
content of the footnote has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in
this enclosure. The footnote has been changed from ## to (e) to
provide clarity and consistency to the table. Therefore, it does not
involve a significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor
does it involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table, It does not
represent a change in the content of the footnotes., Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency and clarity within the table. It does not ifvolve a
change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number

Replace #¢¢# with
Basis

This change was made s ly t«¢ vide \ »y throughout the table

10CFR50.92 Evaluation
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Broposed Change Number 135

Add new Footnote (g), "Includes time delay added by the time delay relays
(G31-R616C,D)," to the footnotes on Page 3/4 3-29b.

Basis

The reactor water cleanup (RWCU) system isolation actuation instrumentation
isolates the RWCU supply isolation valves in the event of a rupture of the
RWCU system to minimize the amount of radiocactivity, energy, and inventory
lost from the reactor vessel. A potential rupture is sensed by any of the
following signals: high delta supply/return RWCU flow, high RWCU area
temperature, high delta supply/return ventilation temperature, or reactor
vessel water level - low, level 2. The system also isolates on standby
liquid control system initiation to prevent dilution of the sodium
pentaborate solution injected by standby liquid control. The high delta
supply/return RWCU flow instrumentation measures the difference between the
supply and return flow rates and assumes an excessive difference indicates a
rupture. A 45 second time delay is provided for the & flow - high
instrumentation to prevent spurious isolation signals which can result when
starting an RWCU pump or changing the flow path.

Item 3.a of the current Technical Specifications specifies a response time
of 13 seconds for the 4 flow - high trip function. This value does not
reflect the 45 second time delay added by time delay relays G31-R616C,D, and
therefore, the response time {s being changed to 45 seconds. That change is
addressed elsewhere in this submittal. These time delay relays currently
exist; however, the associated time delays are not referenced in the
response time for this instrumentation. The proposed change adds a new
Footnote (g) which states "Includes time delay added by the tifle delay relay
G31-R616C,D," which is referenced in Item 3.a.

10CFRS0.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The & flow - high instrumentation response time currently does not
recognize the time delay resulting from the existing time delay relays
in the logic. The original design of the plant includes a response
time of 45 seconds for this instrumentation. The Technical
Specifications are being revised to reflect this. There is no change
to existing instrumentation or in the way it is assumed to operate,
nor i{s there new instrumentation added. Thus, there is no increase in
the probability of an accident, nor is there any change in the
consequences of any accident.

2. The proposed change revises the Technical 3pecifications to reflect
the correct, existing information. The current information does not
include information relating to the time delay relays. By providing
this information, no new accident situations are created because it
merely represents the existing design of the plant, No physical
changes are being made to the system, and there will be no change in
how the equipment operates.
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The proposed change does not impact the way in which the referenced
instrumentation coperates, nor does it change the design or testing
requirements of the system. It merely references existing information
in a more complete, correct manner. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment system, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Thus, it does not have any
fmpact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 136

Add new Footnote (h), "Isolation system instrumentation response time for
associated valves except MSIVs," to the footnotes on Page 3/4 3-.29b,

Basis

The isolation system response time is the sum of the instrumentation
response time and the valve isolation time. For AC powered valves, the
instrumentation response time also includes the emergency diesel generator
start time since the power to these valves must be re-established after the
loss of off-site power before the valves can stroke closed. The
instrumentation response time is, therefore, the greater of the

following: 1) the measured response time of the instrumentation by itself,
including any time delay relays, or 2) the start time of the emergency
diesel generators.

The current Technical Specifications show a Footnote * which states,
"Isolation actuation instrumentation response time only." This footnote
indicates that any time delay needed for diesel generator starting is not
included in the response time requirement since the requirement applies only
to the instrumentation.

Both AC powered valves and the main steam isolation valves (MSIVs) may be
actuated by the trip functions which reference this footnote. The MSIVs are
not dependent on AC power for closure. The response times currently
specified are appropriate for the MSIVs, but not for the other valves
actuated by this instrumentation. The proposed change adds a new Footnote
(h) which states, "Isclation system instrumentation response time for
associated valves except MSIVs," which applies to valves other®than the
MSIVs. This change is being made in conjunction with the proposed changes
to Footnote (¢) which make that note applicable only to the MSIVs,

AOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change adds a new Footnote (h) which states "Isolation
system instrumentation response time for associated valves except
MSIVs." This note applies only to AC powered valves that are
dependent upon the diesel generators for actuation. The response
times associated with these valves are longer than those associated
with the MSIVs because the diesel generator startup times are included
and a longer isolation time assumed in the accident analysis.
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The MSIV closure time is the most critical because it represents the
worst case pathway for inventory, energy, and radiation loss. The
response time for the MSIVs has not changed. The response time for
other valves remains consistent with the current design and accident
analysis assumptions. The design, operation, and reliability of plant
systems have not changed. The instrumentation will function in the
same manner as it currently does; the response times for the
referenced information will be more completely and accurately
represented in the Technical Specifications. Thus, there is no
increase in the probability of an accident, nor is there a change in
the consequences of an accident.

The proposec change is a clarification of existing information. The
MSIVs have a shorter response time than other AC valves actuated by
the same instrumentation, because they do not need to include the
diesel generator start times. The AC powered valves are dependent on
the diesel generators, and therefore, diesel generator delays need to
be utilized in calculation of the response times for those valves.
This information is now referenced in the Technical Specifications,
making it a wmore complete and accurate document. No changes are being
made to the design or operation of the existing instrumentation; the
proposed change only provides reference to existing information. The
equipment will continue to function in the same manner as previously
assumed. Therefore, the change does not create the possibility of a
new or different type of accident.

The proposed change does not change the design or operation of any
existing instrumentation or equipment. It does not change the design
or capability of the primary containment, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. It only provides reference
to existing information which was not previously referenced in the
Technical Specifications. Thus, there is no impact on the margin of
safety.
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Proposed Change Number 137

Delete Item 1.a.2, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," under
Primary Containment Isolation from Table 4.3.2-1 and re-label Item 1.a.3 as
Item 1.a.2 on Page 3/4 3-29¢c (BSEP-2 only).

Basis

The Technical Specification change request submitted on September 29, 1987,
as supplemented on October 14, 1987 ana November 24, 1987, revised the
reactor vessel water level trip function for the Valve Group 1 isolation
valves from reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 to reactor vessel
water level - low, level 3. This resulted in only Valve Group 3 being
actuated by the reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 trip function.
Valve Group 3 isolates the reactor water cleanup system and {s addressed
specifically in Item 3.e for the reactor vessel water level - low level 2
instrumentation. The pro,osed change deletes Item 1.a.2 because the
instrumentation no longer actuates any valve groups that need to be
addresseu under Item 1. This change does not represent any physical change
to the design or operation of any systems. It only more accurately
describes the trip function associated with the Group 3 valves.

AOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change deletes information which no longer belongs under
Item 1. Via a previous submittal, the trip function for the Group 1
isolation valves was revised from reactor vessel water lével - low,
level 2 to reactor vessel water level - low, level 3. The information
associated with the remaining valve group actuated by that trip
function, Valve Group 3, is more appropriately referenced in Item 3 e,
wvhich describes the instrumentation that actuates reactor water
cleanup system isolation. The proposed change does not reflect a
change to the design or operation of the instrumentation and valve
groups; it only clarifies existing information in the table.
Therefore, there is no impact on the consequences of an accident, nor
is there any change in the probability of an accident.

R The proposed change clarifies the table by placing the informaticn
associated with the reacter vessel water level - low, level 2
instrumentation in its appropriate place. It does not reflect a
change in the design or operation of the system, Therefore, it does
not create the possibility of a new or different accident.

- B The proposed change does not reflect a change to the design or
operation of any equipment. It merely provides the applicable
references to the reactor vessel water level - low, level 2
instrumentation in the appropriate place in the table. Therefore,
there is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Broposed Change Number 138

Replace "and” with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item l.a.2,
"Reacror “sssel Water Level - Low, Level 2," in Table 4.3.2-1 under Primary
Contairnmen. Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29c (BSEP-1 only).

Basis

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other
notation throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of
the table. The corjunction "and" was not intended to describe logic
functions of the instruments. The word "and® was used in the tag number
lists pursly as a conjunction. The information provided is merely a list of
instrument ag numbers associated with the described instrumentation and is
provided solely to assist the operator in usage of the Technical
Specifications.

LOCFR30.92 Evsluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change is an administrative chango to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, noc¢ has its
function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a change in the
instrument function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be
as to vhether the logic associated with the instrumentation is
represented. Logic is not represented and was never intended to be
represented. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment, nor does it change the demands placed upon this
process barrier. Therefore, there is no impact on the marpin of
safety.
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Proposed Change Number 139

Add related Instrument Number D12-RE-NOU6A,B,C,D to Item l.c.l, "Main Steam

Line Radiation - High," in Table 4.3.2-1 under Primary Containment Isolation
on Page 3/4 3-29c.

Basis

The main steam line high radiation instrumentation detects radioactivity
that may be released as a result of a control rod drop accident and provides
isolation signals to the main steas line isolation valves and drain
isolation valves. This limits the amount of radicactivity released from
containment.

The current Technical Specifications reference only the instrument number
for the radiation monitor drawer located in the control room. It does not
list the associated radiation detectors which are located in the main steam
isolation valve (MSIV) pit. The proposed change adds Instrument Number
D12-RE-NOO6A ,B,C,D, which represents the radiation detectors, to Item l.c.1
in Table 4.3.2-1. These instruments are not being physically changed or
added to the instrument loop; they currently exist, but are not refererced
in the appropriate place in the table. By adding these instruments to the
list, the instrument loop is more clearly and completely identified in the
Technical Specifications. This may reduce the possibility of confusion
concerning which instrument channel {s subject to the requirements of

Item 1.c.1.

AOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change adds a reference to Instrument Number
D12-RE-NOO6A,B,C,D, which represents the radiation detectors located
in the MSIV pit, in Item l.c.1l so the appropriate devices are clearly
identified in the Technical Specifications in a format consistent with
other plant documents and programs. It does not change the devices
vhich perform the described function, nor does it change their ability
to mitigate accidents; it simply references them more completely and
correctly. This change will reduce the possibility of
misunderstanding about which devices are associated with the isolation
function, thereby potentially reducing errors. Therefore, it does not

impact the probability or consequences of any accident previously
evaluated,
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The proposed change completes the instrument number references in
Item 1.¢.1 so the appropriate devices are clearly identified in the
Technical Specifications in a format consistent with other plant
documents and programs. The instrumentation performs the same
function as before for mitigating and detecting accivint conditions.
It is merely being referenced more completely and correctly. This
change will reduce the potential for misunderstanding about which
devices are associated with the i{solation function, thereby reducing
the potential for errors. Therefore, no new accident possibilities
are created,

The proposed change adds an instrument number reference so the
appropriate devices are completely and clearly identified in the
Technical Specifications in a format consistent with other plant
documents and programs. It does not change the response, capability,
reliability, or testing requirements of the instrumentation, nor does
it change the ability of the instrumentation to mitigate or detect
accident conditions. This change will reduce the possibility of
misunderstanding about which devices are associated with the i{solation
function, thereby reducing potential errors. It does not change the
design or capability of the primary containment, nor does it change
the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, there is no
effect on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 140

Replace Footnote # with (f) in Item l.e, "Condenser Vacuum - Low," in
Table 4.3.2-1 under Primary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29d.

Basis

This change was made solely to provide consistency throughout the table.
LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazurds consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Spezifications to provide ccusistency throughout the tabls. The
content of the footnote has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in
this enclosure. The footnote has been changed from ¢ to (£) to
provide clarity and consistency to the table. Therefore, it does not
involve a significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor
does it involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated.
The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency and clarity within the table. It does not involve a
change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 141

Add new Item 1.g, "Reactor Building Exhaust Radiation - High," and
associated Instrument Numbers D12-RE-NO1OA,B and D12-RM-K609A,B to
Table 4.3.2-1 under Primary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3.29d.

Basis

The reactor building exhaust radiation - high isclation signal causes the
Group 6 isolation valves, which include the contu«inment atmospheric control
valves, and certain containment atmospheric monitoring and post-accident
sampling system valves, to close during a loss of coolant accident (LOCA).
This minimizes the amount of radiation released from primary containment
under LOCA conditions. This signal is not of primary importance for Group 6
isolacion; the reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 and drywell
pressure - high signals provide Group 6 isolation signals much earlier in a
LOCA scenario. These two signals directly detect a LOCA, while the reactor
building exhaust radiacion - high instrumentation detects radiation released
from primary containment to the reactor building. It does not directly
detect a LOCA and will isolate Group 6 much later than the other two signals
will.

Item 1 provides information concerning isolation of the main steam lines,
drywell drains, and the containment atmospheric control and monitoring
systems. The main steam lines are isolated by Group 1 valves, the drywell
drains and associated systems by the Group 2 valves, and the containment
atmospheric control and monitoring systems by the Group 6 valves.

The new Item 1. ; r-uvides information relating to the reactor bujlding
exhaust radiation - high instrumentation surveillance requireménts. This
instrumentation consists of two channels; one per trip system, either of
which can initiate a Group 6 isolation. The radiation monitors listed are
located in the reactor building exhaust plenum and monitor normal HVAC
effluent from secondary containment in the reactor building.

Item 1.g provides the appropriace operability and surveillance requirements
for isolation of the Group 6 valves on a signal from the veactor building
exhaust radiation - high instrumentation. These requirements are similar to
those listed for the other Group 6 signals specified under Item 1 since they
perform the same safety function.
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LOCFRS50.92 Eveluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1.

The proposed change establishes specific surveillance requirements for
instrumentation which {s designed tuv detect accident conditions, not
prevent an accident. These requirements are consistent with the
accident analysis assumptions and are similar to those for other
instrumentation in this group. There is no change in how the
equipment is operated. This change establishes operability and
surveillance requirements for existing equipment and does not change
the design or affect the operation of the instrumentation. Thus,
there is no increase in the probability of an accident.

The proposed change adds surveillance requirements which are
appropriate for the Group 6 isolation valves and their related safety
function. The existing requirements in the Technical Specifications
are listed under the Secondary Containment section, and are not
direztly applicable to the Group 6 valves. The reactor building
exhaust radiation - high signal is not depended upon for Group 6
isolation for any design basis accident; thus, there is no ilmpact on
the consequences of any accident.

Specifying the correct surveillance requirements provides additional
assurance that the instrumentation will perform its intended safety
function. It does not change the design or operation of any equipment
or cause it to operate in a manner not previously evaluate<. It does
not affect any equipment which could cause an accident. It eonly
affects existing instrumentation designed to detect accident
conditions. Therefore, it does not create the possibili.y of a new
accident.

Specifying the correct surveillance requirements does not affect any
equipment which could cause an accident. It only affects
instrumentation designed to detect radioactivity in secondary
containment and is not depended upon for mitigating any design basis
accident., Therefore, it is not a factor in the margin of safety for
any design basis accident. The instrumentation is designed to detect
and mitigate the design basis accidents is not affected by this change
and will have the same reliability and response characteristics.
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Eroposed Change Number 142

Replace * with (e) in Item 2.a, "Reactor Building Exhaust Radiation - Higu,"
in Table 4.3.2-1 under Secondary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29e.

Basis
This change was made solely to provide consistency throughout the table.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

|
|
|
|
The proposed change dues not insolve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

s The proposed change is an cdministrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the tseble. The
content of the footnote has not changed unless specified elsewhare in
this enclosure. The footnote has been changed from * tu (e) to
provide clarity and consistency to the table. Therefore, it does not
involve a significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor
does it involve a change in the conseouences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. The proposed change is purely adninistrative. It will provide
consistency with other entriss provided in the table. I: does not
represent a change in the coutent of the footnotes. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an admirisccative change, It will provide
consistency and clarity within the table. It does no* involve a
change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.
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Broposed Change Number 143

Replace Instrument Number D12-RM-NO1OA,B with Instrument Number
D12-RE-NO10A,B in Item 2.a, “"Reactor Building fxhaust Radiation - High,* in
Table 4.3.2-1 under Secondary Containment Isclation on Page 3/4 3-29e.

Basis

A signal from the reactor building exhaus: radiation - high instrumentation
closes the secondary containment isolation dampers, thereby establishing
secondary contairment and minimizing the release of radiation from the
reactor building during an =»ccident. The dampers work in conjurction with
the standby gas treatment system to establish a negative pressure in the
reactor building and a controlled vent path th.ough the standby gas
treatment system filters and the stack. Secondary containment {solstion
would occur during a loss of coolant accident (LOCA) due to reactor vessel
vater level - low, level 2 or drywell pressure - high. This would minimize
the release of radioactivity from the reactor building. Secondary
containment isolation is also assumed to occur during a refueling accident
due to a signal t 5T the reactor building exhaust radiation - high
instrumentation to contain rvadiation released in a fuel handling accident.

Item 2.a currently incorvectly references Instrument Number D12-RM-NO10A, B
as the reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation. This
instrument should be identified as D12-RE-NOLOA,B. The proposed change does
not result from a plant modification; the existing instrument number is not
referenced correctly. It does not represent a change to the
instrumentation. The proposed change will result in the instrument loop
being more clearly and completely identified in the Technical
Specifications, and reduce the possibility of cenfusion concerning which
instrument channel is subject to those Technical Specification requireaments.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not iniolve a significant hazards consideiation for
“ha folloving reasons:

1. The proposed change will result in the reactor building exhaust
radiation - high instrumentation loop being more completely and
correctly identified. The nomenclature will be consistent with that
used in other plant documents and programs. It does not represent any
change to the cevices which perform the specified function; it more
clearly refercnces existing instrumentation. This change will reduce
misunderstanding about which devices are associated with the isolation
function. Thus, there is no change in the probability of .n accident,
nor is there any change in the consequences of any accident.

2. The existing instrument number listed under Item 2.a is not consistent
with other plant documents and programs. There is no change to the
instrument {t represents, this change will only revise the instrument
nuaber to match that listed in other documentaticn. this change may
reduce misunderstunding about which devices are associated with the
isolation function. Thus, this change does not create the possibility
of a nev accident,
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The proposed change will result in the reactor building exhaust
radiatlor - high instrumentation being more ccerre~tly identified in
the Technical &iacifications., The nomenclature will be consistent
with that used in other pliaut documents and programs and therefore
leduce confusion about which instrumentation is being referenced.
There is no physical change to ~he instrumentation; only its number is
being revised in the Technical “pe:ificstjons. Therefore, this change
has no impact on the margin of safesty.

JAGE 214




Leoposed Change Number 144

Add reiated Instrusent Number D12-RM-K609A B to Item 2.a, Reactor Building
Fainaust Radiation - High," in Table 4.3.2-1 under Secondary Containment
Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29d.

Basis

A signal from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high instrumentation
closes the secondary containment isolation dampers, thereby establishing
secondary containment isolation and minimizing the release of radiation from
the reactor building during an accident. The dampers work in conjunction
with the standby gas treatment system to establish a negative pressure in
the reactor building and a controlled vent path through the standby gas
treatment system filters and the stack Secondary containment isolation
wculd oceur during a loss of coolant accident (LOCA) due to a reactor vessel
water level - low, level 2 or drywell pressure - high signal. This would
minimize the release of radiocactivity from the reactor building. Secondary
containment isolation is also assumed to occur during a refueling accident
due to a signal from the reactor building exhaust radiation - high
instrumentation to contain radiation released in a fuel handling accident.
Item 2.a currently lists only the radiation monitor D12-RM-NO10OA,B. It
should also list the radiation monitor drawer D12-RM-KCO9A,B which is
located in the control room.

The proposed change does not result from a plant modification; it is an
addition of a reference to existing instrumentation which is currently
associated with this system, but not listed. The instrumentation will
continue to perform its intended function just as before; however, it will
now be listed in its appropriate place in the Technical Speciflcations.

The proposed change does rat involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

) The proposed change will result in the reactor building exhaust
radiation - high instrumentation loop being more completely and
correctly identified. The list of instruments associated wita the
reactor buildin, exhaust radiation - high instrumentation will be more
complete and consistent with that used in other plant documents and
programs. It does not represent any change to the devices which
perform thr specified function; it more clearly references existing
instrument.cion. This change will reduce misunderstanding about which
devices are associated with the isolation function. Thus, ther2 is no
change in the probability of an accident, nor is there any change in
the consequences of any accident.
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The existing instrument number listed under Item 2.a does not
comple:ely represent the instrumentation associated with the isolation
instrumentation. There is no change t> the instrumentation
represented; the pronosed change will only add an additional
instrument number to completely reference the instrumentation
currently listed. This change may reduc2 misunderstanding about which
devices are associated with rhe isolation function. Thus, this change
does not create the pcssibility of a new accideut.

The proposed change will result in the reactor building exhaust
radiation - high instrumentation being more correctly identified in
the Technical Specifications. The instrumentation will b~ referenced
more completely and thereby reduce confusion about which
instrumentation is associated with the isolation signali. There is no
physical change to the instruazentation; an additional reference is
being added to provide a more complete description of the isolation
instrumentation. Therefore, this change has no impact on the margin
of safety.
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Proposed Chenge Number 145

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item 2.c,
"Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," in Table ¢,3,2-1 under
Secondary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29e.

Basis

The proposed changes were made solely to provile consistency with other
notation throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of
the table. The conjunction "and" was not intended to describe logic
functions of the instruments., The word "and" was used in the tag number
lists purely as a conjunction. The information provided is merely a list of
instrument tag numbers associated with the described instrumentation and is
provided solely tc assist the operator in usage of the Technical
Specifications.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associat . with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its
function, .esign, or operation. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the cunsequences ¢f an accident previously
evaluated. )

- The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a change in the
instrument function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated.

3 The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be
as to whether the logic associated with the instrumentation is
represented. Logic is not represented and was never intended to be
represented. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment, nor does it change the demands placed upon this
process. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 146

Replace Instrument Number G31-dFS-N603-1A,1B with Instrument Number
G31-FDS-N603-1A,1B in Item 3.a, "A Flow - High," in Table 4.3.2-1 under
Reactor Water Cleanup System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-2%e.

Basis

The isolation instrumerntation listed in Item 3.a isolates the reactor water
cleanup system supply valves in the event of a rupture of the reactor water
cleanup system. This minimizes the amount of radioactivity, energy, and

inventory lost from the reactor vessel.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number
G31-dFS-N603-1A,1B under Item 3.a. The proposed change will revise that
number to G31-FDS-N060-1A,1B. The existing instrument number is not

formatted consistently with that listed in other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to *he instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that {s consistent with
other plant documents.

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

x. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
G31-dFS-N603-1A,1B with G31-FDS-N603-1A,1B. It does not change the
device which performs the specified function; it move cléarly
identifies the existing device. This may reduce confusion about which
device is being referenced and provide consistency with other plant
documents. Therefore, there is no impact on the consequences of an
accident, nor is there any change in the probability of an accident.

- 48 The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It
more clearly identifies an existing device, and make its nomenclature
consistent with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new accident.

« The proposed change will more clearly identify an insitrument that
currently exists under Item 3.a of the table. The change does not
represent any changes to the instrument, its function, or design.
Only the instrument tag number is being revised to provide consistency
in nomenclature with other plant documents. By making the
nomenclature consistent, confusion related to identification of the
instrument may be alleviated. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment, nor does it change the demands
placed upon this process barrier., Therefore, this change does not
decrease the margin ol safety.
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Proposed Change Number 147

Replace Instrument Number G31-TS-N602A,8,C,D,E,F with Instrument Number
G31-TDS-N602A,B,C,D,E,F in Item 3.c, "Area Ventilation

A Temperature - High," in Table 4.3.2-1 under Reactor Water Cleanup System
Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29e.

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 3.c isolates the reactor water
cleanup system supply valves in the event of a rupture of the reactor water

cleanup system This minimizes the amount of radiocactivity, energy, and
inventory lost from the reactor

Number

I

Technical Specifications list Instrument

Currentliy, the

G31-TS-N602A,B,C,D,E,F under Item 3.c The proposed change will
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This change does no

re
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.
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Proposed Change Number 148

Replace "and"” with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item 3.e,
"Reactor Vessal Water Level - Low, Level 2," {(n Table 4.3.2-1 under Reactor
Water Cleanup System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29e.

Basis

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other
notation throughout the section and to avoid confusion {n interpretation of
the table. The conjunction "and" was not intended to describe logic
functions of the inscruments. The word "and" was used in the tag number
lists purely as a conjunction. The information provided is merely a list of
instrument tag numbers associated with the described instrumentation and is
provided solely tc ascist the operator in usage of the Technical
Specifications.

LO0CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does nor involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its
function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated. .

2 The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a change in the
instrument function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated,

- The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be
as to whether the logic associated with the instrumentation is
represented. Logic is not represented and was never intended to be
represented. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment, nor does it change the demands placed upon this
process barrier. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of
safety,
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Proposed Change Number 149

Add new Item 3.f, "A Flow - High - Time Delay Relay," and associated
Instrument Number G31-R616C,D to Table 4.3.2-1 under Reactor Water Cleanup
System Isolation on Page 3.4 3-29e.

Basis

The reactor water cleanup (RWCU) system isolation instrumentation isolates
the RWCU supply isolation valves in the event of a rupture of the RWCU
system. This minimizes the amount of radioactivity, energy, and inventory
lost from the reactor vessel. A potential rupture is sensed by any of the
following signals: high delta supply/return RWCU flow, high RWCU area
temperature, high delta supply/return ventilation temperature, or reactor
vessel water level - low, level 2. The system also isolates on standby
liquid control system initiation to prevent d.lution of the poison injected
due to cleanup from RWCU operation.

The current Technical Specifications do not specifically reference
operability and surveillance requirements for the existing RWCU

A flow - high time delay relays. The proposed change adds surveillance
requirements for these relays. The proposed requirements are similar to
those listed for Item 3.a since these relays are part of the A flow - high
logic and have the same function. Initially, the time delay relays were
considered to be a part of the isolation logic described in Item 3.a and
were not listed separately in the table. These relays do not initiate any
isolation signal; however, they are an important part of the
instrumentation. It has been determined that they should be addressed
separately in the table to avoid possible cenfusion.

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

3. The proposed change establishes specific operability and surveillance
requirements for instrumentation which is designed ts detect an
accident and not prevent one. These requirements are consistent with
the accident analysis assumptions and are similar to those for other
associated Instrumentation. There is no change to the equipment or in
how the equipment is operated; only references to existing
instrusentation are being added to the table. Since the establishment
of operability and surveillance requirements does not change the
design or affect the operati~a of the instrumentation, there is no
increase in the probability of an accident, nor is there any change in
the consequences of any accident previcusly evaluated.
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a: Specification of the correct operability and surveillance requirements
provides additional assurance that the instrumentation will perform
its intended safety function. It does not change the design or
operation of any equipment or cause it to operate in a manner not
previously assumed It does not affect any equipment which could
cause an accident. It only affects instrumentation designed to detect
the occurrence of an accident. Thus, this change does not create the
possibility of a new accident.

. Specification of specific operability and surveillance requirements
that is similar to the other isolation instrumentation for this system
will not affect or change the operation of the affected equipment.
There will be no change in the reliability, response characteristics,
or setpoints of the instrumentation. Therefore, there is no change in
the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 150

Replace "HPCI Steam Line High Flow Time Delay Relay" with "HPCI Steam Line
Flow - High Time Delay Relay" in the title of Item 4.a.2 in Table 4.3.2-1
under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29f.

Basis

The proposed change was made solely to provide consistency with other titles
throughout the table.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
instrumentation itself has not changed, nor has its function, design,
or operation. Only its title has been reworded to be consistent with
other titles in the table. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the protability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

- 8 The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in the instrument function, design, or operation.
Therefore, it does not create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.”

- The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table. It does not involve a change in
instrumentation, function, design, or operation. It does not change
the design or capability of the primary containment, nor does it
change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, there
is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 151

Replace Instrument Number E41-TS-3388 with Instrument Number E41-TS-3488 in
Item 4.a.4, "HPCI Steam Line Tunnel Temperature - High," in Table 4.3.2-1
under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29f (BSEP-2
only).

Basis

This change is an administrative change to correct a typographical error.
No instrumentation is being physically changed; only the existing instrument
number is being revised to reflect the cerrect instrument number.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

As The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide the correct instrument number., The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its
function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

r 38 The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide a a
corrected reference to the proper instrumentation associated with the
HPCI steam line tunnel temperature - high instrumentation. It does
not represent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a change in the
instrument function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide the
correct reference to the instrumentation associated with the HPCI
steam line tunnel temperature - high function. No design, operation,
surveillance, or testing requirements are being changed. It does not
change the design or capability of the primary containment, nor does
it change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore,
there is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 152

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item 4.a.5, "Bus
Power Monitor," in Table 4.3.2-1 under Core Standby Cooling Systems
Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29f.

Basis

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other
notation throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of
the table. The conjunction "and" was not intended to describe logic
functions of the instruments. The word "and" was used in the tag number
lists purely as a conjunction. The information provided is merely a list of
instrument tag numbers associated with the described instrumentation and is
provided solely to assist the operator in usage of the Technical
Specifications.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1 9 The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its
function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant incrcase in the probability of an accident, ror does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated. .

2 The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a change in the
instrument function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be
as to whether the logic associated with the instrumentation is
represented. Logic is not represented and was never intended to be
represented. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment, nor does it change the demands placed upon this
process barrier. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of
safety,
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Proposed Change Number 153

Replace Instrument Number ES51-dTS-N604C,D with Instrument Number
E51-TDS-N604C,D in Item 4.a.8, "HPCI Steam Line Area A Temperature - High,"
in Table 4.3.2-1 under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on

Page 3/4 3-29g.

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 4.a.8 isolates the high
pressure coolant injection (HPCI) system should there be a HPCI steam line
break.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number
E51-dTS-N604C,D under Item 4.a.8. The proposed change will revise that
number to E51-TDS-N604C,D. The existing instrument number is not formatted
consistently with that listed in other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that is consistent with
other plant documencts.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

B The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
E51-dTS-N604C,D with E51-TDS-N604C,D. It does not change the device
which performs the specified function; it more clearly identifies the
existing device. This may reduce confusion about which device is
being referenced and provide consistency with other plant documents.
Therefore, there is no impact on the consequences of an accident, nor
is there any change in the probability of an accident.

- The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It
more clearly identifies an existing device and make its nomenclature
consistent with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it
does not create the possibility of a new accident.

3. The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that
currently exists under Item 4.a.8 of the table. The change does not
represent any changes to the instrument, its function, or design.

Only the instrument tag number is being revised to provide consistency
in nomenclature with other plant documents. By making the
nomenclature consisten*, confusion related to identification of the
instrument may be alleviated. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment, nor does it change the demands
placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does not
decrease the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 154

Replace "Emergency Area Cooler Temp - High" with "HPCI Equipment Area
Temperature - High" in the title of Item 4.a.9 in Table 4.3.2-1 under Core
Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29g.

Basis

The emergency area cooler temperature - high isolation signal isolates the
Group 4 isolation valves in the event of a high pressure coolant injection
(HPCT) steam line break to mitigate the consequences of such a break. The
Group 4 isolation valves include the HPCI inboard and outboard steam line
isolation valves and the HPCI torus suction isolation valves.

The current Technical Specifications have an inaccurate description of the
trip function. The proposed change revises the description of the trip

function from "Emergency Area Cooler Temperature - High" to "HPCI Equipment
Area Temperature - High."

This change is necessary so that the trip function description more clearly
reflects the actual area the instrumentation monitors. The existing
description is a generic BWR term which does not relate to the actual BSEP
design. The area the instrumentation monitors at BSEP is referred to in
other plant documents and programs as the "HPCI Equipment Area." This
change will reduce the potential for confusion by more clearly describing
the actual location of the instrumentation.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazar4s conSideration for
the following reasons:

) The proposed change will change the description ¢f a trip function to
more clearly identify the area the instrumentatic. monitors. The
current wording, "Emergency Area Cooler," does nit reflect the
commonly used description of the area. "HPCI Equipment Area" more
clearly describes the area. This change will reduce confusion
concerning which area is being referred to.

No changes to the referenced instrumentation are being reflected by
this change. The instrumentation will function exactly as before.
Therefore, there is no change in the probability of an accident, nor
is there any change in the consequences of an accident.

- The proposed change revises the trip function description so the
appropriate trip function is clearly identified in the Technical
Specifications. It does not change the required function of the
instrumentation; it merely clarifies the description of an existing
trip function. Thus, no new accident possibilities are created.
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The proposed change provides a clarification in the description of an
existing isolation function. It does not change the design,

reliability, or function of any plant equipment; it merely references

them more clearly. Thus, there is no impact on the margin of safety
as a result of this change.
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Proposed Change Number 155

Add new Item 4.a.10, "Drywell Pressure - High," and associated Instrument
Numbers E11-PT-NO11C,D and E11-PTS-NO11C-2,D-2 to Table 4.3.2-1 under Core
Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29g.

Basis

Valve Group 4 isolates the high pressure coolant injection (HPCI) inboard
and outboard steam line i{solation valves and the HPCI torus suction
isolation valves in the event of a HPCI steam line break to mitigate the
consequences of a break.

The HPCI system also has turbine exhaust vacuum breaker isolation valves
(E41-F075 and E41-F079) on a vacuum relief line for the HPCI turbine
exhaust, This line helps prevent the creation of a water column in the
exhaust line. Preventing development of this column reduces the piping
loads which could exist if the turbine is restarted. The valves isclate on
coincident HPCI steam line pressure - low and drywell pressure - high
signals to establish primary containment. The steam line pressure - low
signal indicates HPCI is isolated or no longer needed because the reactor is
depressurized., The drywell pressure - high signal indicates a loss of
coolant accident (LOCA) exists and primary containment isolation is needed.

The current Technical Specifications specify operability and surveillance
requirements for the Group 4 isolation valves but not for the ve um breaker
{solatior valves. The proposed change reflects the creation of a new Valve
Group 7, which includes the HPCI turbine exhaust vacuum breakers E41-F075
and E41-FO79. Surveillance requirements for the actuation instrumentation
are addressed under Item 4.a.3 for the HPCI steam supply presaure - low
instrumentation portion of the logic. A new Item 4.a.10 is being added for
the drywell pressure - high portion of the logic. The specified
requirements are the same as for similar instrumentation for this
application and are sufficient to ensure reliability,

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

4 The proposed change establishes the surveillance requirements for the
existing drywell pressure - high instrumentation which was not
originally included in the Technical Specifications. The HPCI turbine
exhaust vacuum breakers isolate on coincident HPCI steam line
pressure - low and drywell pressure - high. The steam line
pressure - low signal indicates HPCI is isolated or no longer needed
because the reactor is depressurized, and the drywell pressure - high
signal indicates a LOCA exists and primary containment isolation is
needed.
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This change adds requirements for existing instrumentation to provide
addicional assurance that primary containment is isolated when
necessary. No new equipment is being added, and existing equipment
will perform its safety function in the same manner as before. These
requirements are being added to the Technical Specifications for
clarity and completeness. Thus, there is no change in the probability
of an accident; nor is there any change in the consequences of any
accident.

The proposed change adds surveillance requirements to the Technical
Specifications for existing instrumentation. This will provide a more
complete and accurate document, thereby enhancing primary containment
isolation assurance. It does not provide an opportunity for
occurrence of any new accidents because no equipment, operability
requirements, or setpoints are being altered.

The proposed change adds requirements for existing instrumentation to
the Technical Specifications. It does not reflect a physical change
to the plant systems; it only provides a more complete and accurate
description of existing equipment. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment, nor does it change the demands
placed upon this process barrier. Thus, there is no impact on the
margin of safety of the plant.
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Proposed Change Number 156

Replace "RCIC Steam Line High Flow Time Delay Relay" with "RCIC Steam Line
Flow - High Time Delay Relay" in the title of Item 4.b.2 in Table 4.3.2-1
under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29g.

Basis

The proposed change was made solely to provide consistency with other titles
throughout the table.

L0CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1.

The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table The
instrumentation itself has not changed, nor has its function, design,
or operation. Only its title has been reworded to be consistent with
other titles in the table. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
invelve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent a change in the instrument function, design, or operation.
Therefore, it does not creace the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.®

The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consisteacy within the table. It does not involve a change in
instrumentation, function, design, or operation. It does not change
the design or capability of the primary containment, nor dees it
change the demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, there
is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 157

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item 4.b.5, "Bus
Power Monitor," in Table 4.3.2-1 under Core Standby Cooling Systems
Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29h.

Basis

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other
notation throughout the section and to avoid c¢onfusion in interpretation of
the table. The conjunction "and"” was not intended to describe logic
functions of the instruments. The word "and" was used in the tag number
lists purely as a conjunction., The information provided is merely a list of
instrument tag numbers associated with the described instrumentation and is
provided solely to assist the operator in usage of the Technical
Specifications.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

The proposed change is an aduinistrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The logic
associated with the instrumentation has not changed, nor has its
function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it
involve a change in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table, It does not
represent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a change in the
instrument function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be
as "o whether the logic associated with the instrumentation is
represented. Logic is not represented and was never intended to be
represented. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment, nor does it change the demands placed upon this
process barrier. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of
safety.
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Proposed Change Number 158

Replace Instrument Number ES51-dTS-N604A,B with Instrument Number E51-TDS-N604A B
in Item 4.b.8, "RCIC Steam Line Area A Temperature - High," in Table 4.3.2-1 under
Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29h.

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 4.b.8 isolates the reactor core
isolation coeling (RCIC) system should there be a RCIC steam line break.

Curicntly, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number ES51-dTS-N604A B
under Itew 4.b.8. The proposed change will revise that number to ES51-TDS-N604A B.
The existing instrument number is not formatted consistently with that listed in
other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to exis*ing information that is consistent with other
plant documents.

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazard- consideration for the
following reasons:

The proposed change will replace instrument number reference k21-dTS-N604A B
with E51-TDS-N604A,B. It does not change the device which performc the
specified function; it more clearly identifies the existing device. Tnis
may reduce confusion about which device is being refereneced and provide
consistency with other plant documents. Therefore, ‘‘here is no impact on
the consequences of an accident, nor is there any change in the probability
of an accident.

2. The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It more
clearly identifies an existing device and make its nomenclature consistent
with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it does not create the
posaibility of a new accident.

> The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that currently
exists under Item 4.b.8 of the table. The change does not represent any
changes to the instrument, its function, or design. Only the instrument tag
number {s being revised to provide consistency in nomenclature with other
plant documents. By making the nomenclature consistent, confusion related
to identification of the instrument may be alleviated. It does net change
the design or capability of the primary containment, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does not
decrease the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 159

Replace Instrument Number E51-dTS-N601A,B with Instrument Number E51-TDS-N601A, B
in Item 4.b.10, "RCIC Equipment Room A Temperature - High," in Table 4.3.2-1 under
Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 2.29h.

Basis

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 4.b.10 {sclates the reactor core
i{solation cooling (RCIC) system should there be a RCIC steam line break.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number E51-dTS-N6C - %
under Item 4.b.10. The proposed change will revise that number to
E51-TDS-N601A,B. The existing instrument number is not formatted consistently
with that listed in other plant documents.

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that is consistent with other
plant documents.

A0CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration ror the
following reasons:

The proposed change will replace instrument number reference E51-dTS-N601A B
with E51-TDS-N601A,B. It does not change the device which performs the
specified function; it more clearly identifies the existing device. This
may reduce confusion about which device is being referenced and provide
consistency with other plant documents. Therefore, chere is no impact on
the consequences of an accident, nor is there any change in the probability
of an accident.

2. The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It more
clearly identifies an existing device and make its nomenclature consistent
with that used in other plant documents. Therefore, it does not create the
possibility of a new accident.

: ¥ The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that currently
exists under Item 4.b.10 of the table. The change does not represent any
changes to the instrument, its function, or design. Only the instrument tag
number {s being revised to provide consistency in nomenclature with other
plant documents. By making the nomenclature consistent, confusion related
to identification of the instrument may be alleviated. It does not change
the design or capability of the primary containment, nor dones it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does not
decrease the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Nuaber 160

Add new Item 4.b.1], "RCIC Steam Line Tunnel Temperature - High - Time Delay
Relay," and associated Instrument Number ES51-KC-M602A,B to Table 4.3.2-1 under
Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29h.

Basis

The reactor core isclation cooling (RCIC) steai line tunnel temperature - high,
time delay relay instrumentation is part of the instrumentation that isolates the
Group 5 isolation valves in the eveat of a KCIC steam line break to mitigate the
consequences of the break. The Group 5 valves include the RCIC inboard and
outboard steam line isolation valves,

The current Technical Specifications do not specifically reference operability and
surveillance requirements for the existing RCIC steam line tunnel

temperature - high time delay relays. The proposed change adds surveillance
requirements for these relays. The proposed .equirewerts are similar to those
listed for Item 4.b.7 since the relays are part of that logic and have the same
function. Initially, the time deiay relays were considered to be a part of the
isolation logic described in Item 4. b.7 and were not listed separately in the
table. These relays do not initiate any isolation signal; however, they are an
important part of the instrumentation, and it has been cetermined that they should
be addressed separately in the table to avoid possible confusion.

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1. The proposed change establishes specific surveillance requirements for
instrumentation which i{s designed to detect an accident and not prevent one.
These requirements are consistent with the accident analysis assumptions snd
are similar to those for other associated instrumentation. There is no
change to the equipment or in how the equipment {s operated; only references
to existing instrumentation are being added to the table. Since the
establishment of operability and surveillance requirements does not change
the design or affect the operation of the instrumentation, there is no
increase in the probability of an accident, nor is there any change in the
consequences of any accident previously evaluated,

> Specification of the correct operability and surveillance requirements
provides additional assurance that the instrumentation will perform its
intended safety function. It does not change the design or operation of any
equipment or cause it to operate in a manner not previously assumed. It
does not affect any equipment which could cause an accident. It only
affects instrumentation designed to detect the occurrence of an accident.
Thus, this change does no: create the possibility of a new accident.
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Specification of specific operability and surveillance requirements that are
similar to the other isolation instrumentation for this system will not
affect or change the operation of the affected equipment. There will be no
change in the reliability, response characteristics, or setpoints of the
instrumentation. It does not change the design or capability of the primary
containmenc, nor does it change the demands placed upon this process
barrier. Therefore, there is no change in the margin of safety.
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Proposed Cnange Number 161

Add new Item 4.b.12, "Drywell Pressure - High," and associated Instrument Numbers
E11-PT-NO11A,B and E11-PTS-NO11A-2,B-2 to Table 4.3.2-1 under Core Standby Cooling
Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29i.

Basis

Valve Group 5 isolates the reactor core isolation cooling (RCIC) steam line to
mitigate the consequences of a break. The Group 5 isolation valves include the
RCIC inboard and outboard steam line isolation valves.

The RCIC system also has turbine exhaust vacuum breaker isolation valves (E51-F062
and E51-F066) on a vacuum relief line for the RCIC turbine exhaust. The line
helps prevent the development of a water column in the exhaust line. Preventing
development of this column reduces the piping loads which could exist if the
turbine is restarted. The valves isolate on coincident RCIC steam line

pressure - low and drywell pressure - high signals to establish primary
containment isolation. The steam line pressure - low signal indicates RCIC is
isolated or no longer needed because the reactor is depressurized. The drywell
pressure - high signal indicates a loss of coeclant accident (LOCA) exists and
primary containment isolation is needed.

The current Technical Specifications specify operability and maintenarce
requirements for the Group 5 isclation valves but not for the vacuum breaker
isolaticn valves. The proposed change reflects the creation of the new Valve
Group 9, which includes the RCIC turbine exhaus{ vacuum breakers E51-F062 and
E51-F066.

The isolation logic associated with these vacuum breakers requires a signal from
both the drywell pressure - high instrumentation and the RCIC steam supply
pressure - low instrumentation. Item 4.b.3 addresses surveillance requirements
for the PCIC steam supply pressure - low portion. The proposed change addrassed
here adds the surveillance requirement information associated with the drywell
pressure - high instrumentation. The specified requirements are the same as
similar instrumentation for this application and are sufficie..t to ensure
reliability.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

i, The proposed change establishes the surveillance requirement information for
the drywell pressure - high instrumentation which was not originally
included in the Technical Specifications. This change is being made to
address the addition of the RCIC turbine exhaust vacuum breakers, which
{solate on coincident RCIC steam line pressure - low and drywell
pressure - high, to the Technical Specifications via addition of Valve
Group 9. The steam line pressure - low signal indicates RCIC is isolated or
no longer needed because the reactor is depressurized, and the drywell
pressure - high signal indicates a LOCA exists and primary containment
isolation is needed.
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This change adds requirements for existing instrumentation to provide
additional assurance that primary containment is isolated when necessary.
No new equipment is being added, and existing equipment will perform its
safety function in the same manner as before. These requirements are being
added to the Technical Specifications for clarity and completeness. Thus,
there is no change in the probability of an accident; nor is there any
change in the consequences of any accident.

The proposed change adds operability requirements to the Technical
Specifications for existing instrumentation. This will provide a more
complete and accurate document, thereby enhancing primary contaiument
isolation assurance. It does not provide an opportunity for any new
accidents because no equipment, operability requirements, or setpoints are
being altered.

The proposed change adds requirements for existing instrumentation to the
Technical Specifications. It does not reflect a physical change to the
plant systems; it only provides a more complete and accurate description of
existing equipment. It does not change the design or capability of the
primary containment, nor does it change the demands placed upon this process
barrier. Thus, there is no impact on the margin of safety of the plant.
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Proposed Change Number 162

Replace Instrument Number B32-PS-NO18A,B with Instrument Number B32-PS-NO18A-1,B
in 1tem 5.b, "Reactor Steam Dome Pressure - High," in Table 4.3.2-1 under Shutdown
Cooling System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29i.

Basi:

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 5.b isolates the shutdown cooling
system should there be a malfunction or rupture of the residual heat removal
system while operating in shutdown cooling mode. This minimizes reactor inventory
loss.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number B32-PS-NO18A,B
under Item 5.b. The proposed change will revise that number to B32-PS-NO18A-1,B.
The existing instrument number is not formatted consistently with that listed in
other plant documents,

This change does not reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct referenct to existing information that is consistent with other
plant documrents.

10CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for che
foliowing reasons:

1. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference B32-PS-NO18A B
with B32 PS-NO18A-1,B. 1t does not change the device which performs the
specified function; it more clearly identifies the existihg device. This
may reduce confuci~= about which device is being referenced and provide
consistency with other plant documents. Therefore, there is no impact on
the consequences of an accident, nor is there any change in the probability
of an accident.

: The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It more
clearly ideutifies an existing device and make its nomenclature consistent
with that used in other plant dosuments. Therefore, it does not create the
possibility of a new accident.

L The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that currently
exists under Item 5.b of the table. The change does not represent any
changes to the instrument, its function, or design. Only the instrument tag
number is being revised to provide consistency in nomenclature with other
plant documents. By making the nomenclature consistent, confusion related
to identification of the instrument may be alleviated. It does not change
the design or capability of the primary containment, nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does not
decrease the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 163

Replace * with (e) and move it to the end of the footnote table on Page 3/4 3-29j.

Basis

This change was made solely to provide consistencv throughout the table.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant h.zards consideration for the
following reasons:

1.

The proposed change is an administrative chisnge to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency thruughout the table. The content of
the footnote has not change” unless noticed elsewhere in this enclosure.
The footnote has been changed from * to (e) to provide clarity and
consistency to the table. Therefore, it does not involve a significant
increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in
the consequences of an accident prev‘osusly evaluated.

The proposed change is purelv administrative. It will provide consistency
with other entries provided in the table., It does not represent a change in
the content of the footnotes. Therefore, it does not create the possibility
of a new or different kind cf accident from any accident previously
evaluated,

The proposed chrige is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency and clarity within the table. It does nut invelve a change in
the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin
ol safety,
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Proposed Change Number 164

Replace ¢ with (f) and move it t, the end of the footnote table on Page 3/4 3-29j.

Basnis

This change was made solely to provide consistency throughcut the table.
10CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

3.

The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The content of
the footnote has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in this enclosure.
The footnote has been changed from # to (f) to provide clarity and
consistency to the table. Therefore, it does not involve a significant
increase in the probability of an accident, nor does it involve w change in
the consequences of an accldent previously evaluated.

The propcsed change i: purely administrative. It will provide consistency
with other entries provided in the table. It does not respresent a change in
the content of the footnotes. Therefore, it does not create the possibility
of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated,

The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide
consistency and clari"y within the table. It do~s not invoive a change in
the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no imfact on the margin
of safety.
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Rroposed Change Numbeg 165

Delete the reference to Table 3.6.3-1 in Specification 3.6.1.1 on Page 3/4 6-1.
Basis

Technical Specification Section 3.6 addresses containment systems. Table 3.6.3-1
provides a partial listing of the automatic primary containment isolation valves
(PCIVs). The Brunswic! Plant Technical Specifications currently require the
following surveillarces:

Specification 4 6.3.1 requires thac primary containment isolatiocn valves be
demonstrated operable by cycling and {solation time testing fo lowing
maintenance, repair, or replacement work.

Specification 4« 6.3.2 requires verification of isolation valve operability
through the application of an isclation test signa' to verify “he valve
actuates properly Tris cesting is required every 18 aonths.

Specificstion 4.6.3.3 requires verificati»n of the isolation %ime for
power -operated and automatic valves,

Specification 4.6.4.4 requires that reactor instrumentation system isolation
valves be deasonstrated opryslle by ~ycling the valve every 18 months.

Specification 4.6...%2.d requires Type B and C leak testing of primary
containment irclatiocn valves,

The Company has completed a review of the primary cont iinment isolation

system (PCIS) Technical Sp.cificatiocis and determined “l.at cerfain changes to
Table 3.6.3-1 are needed to accurately reflect the as-built design of the primary
contain~ent isolation s stem. Howevir, rather than propose changes to the table,
CP&L believes it is more appropriate to request removal of Teble 3.6.3-1 from the
Technical Specification: and replace references to the table with references to
valve listings contained in planc procedures (the Company will provide a srecific
procedure reference {:r inclusion in the Technical Specifitat!sns via a subsequent
submittal). Our reasons for this determination are descrijvd below.

First, removal of the valve listings from the Technical Specificitions is
appropriate in the context of Technical Specification reform. The recent indust.y
and NRC efferts *o improve the Technical Specifications have identified component
listings as ftems for removal frum the Technical Specifications because they do
not directly contribute to plant safety. 1In addition, the level of detail of such
listings lLias resulted in frequent requests for license amendments. This process
has resulted ir inherent ina.cirucies in the Technical Specifications due to the
delays in receiving license amendments brought about by the current regulatory
environment. The NRC has .lread; recommended ano approved removal of the
analogous svubber listing from the Technical Specifications. In addition, tables
relating to fire protection devices and contaiument penetration protection circuit
breakers have been removed .rom the Technical Specifications for other dockets.
For example, listings relating to containment isolation valves, snubbers,
containmeut penetration protection devices wotor operated valve the:mal averload
protection, the reactor vessel material surveillance program, engineered safety
features actuation system instrumentation response times, and reactor trip system
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isolation valves). Relocation of the primary containment isolation valve
listing from the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not
change their design or operation, nor does it affect any of the accident
anaiyses; therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

As discussed in Item 1 above, primary contairment integrity is the function
preserved by the primary containment isolation valves. Technical
Specification 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity
while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate containment
isolacion valves). Thus, relocation of the primary containment isolation
valve listing from the Technical Specificatiors to plant procedures does not
change their design or operation so the change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previocusly evaluated.

As discussed {n Items 1 and 2 above, primary containment integrity is the
function preserved by the primary containment isolation valves. Technical
Specification 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity
while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3. Furthermore, the
relocation of the primary containment isolation valve listing to plant
procedures will clarify the Technical Specifications and ensure a more up to
date and accurate primary containment isolation valve listing, thereby
avoiding possible operater confusion. Since there is no change in
containment design or pressure retaining capability, the proposed change
does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of safety.
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Broposed Change Number 366

Delete references to Table 3.6.3-1 in Technical Specification 3.6.1.2 in Item b
under Limiting Condition for Operation, in Item b under "with" in the Action
statement and in Item b under "restore"” in the Action statement on Page 3/4 6-2.

Basis

Technical Specification Section 3.6 addresses containment systems. Table 3.6.3-1
provides a partial listing of the automatic primary containment isolation valves
(PCIVe). The Brunswick Plant Technical Specifications currently require the
followin; surveillances:

Specification 4.6.3.1 requires that primary containment isolation valves be
demonstrated operable by cycling and isolation time tasting following
maintenance, repair, or replacement work.

Specification 4.6.3.2 requires verification of isolation valve operability
through the application of an isolation test signal to verify the valve
actuates properly. This testing is required every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.3.3 requires verification of the isolation time for
power-operated and automatic valves.

Specification 4.6.4 4 requires that reactor instrumentation system isolation
valves be demonstrated operable by cycling the valve every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.1.2.d requires Type B and C leak testing of primary
containment isolation valves. A
The Company has completed a review of the primary containment isolation
system (PCIS) Technical Specifications and determined that certain changes to
Table 3.6.3-1 are needed to accurately reflect the as-built design of the primary
containment isolation system. However, rather than propose changes to the table,
CP&L believes it is more appropriate to request removal of Table 3.6.3-1 from the
Technical Specifications and replace references to the table with references to
valve listings contained in plant procedures (the Company will provide a specific
procedure reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent
submittal). Our reasons for this determination are described below.

First, removal of the valve listings from the Technical Specifications is
appropriate in the context of Technical Specification reform. The recent industry
and NRC efforts to improve the Techuical Specifications have identified component
listings as icems for removal from the Technical Specifications because they do
not directly contribute to plant safety. In addition, the level of detail of such
listings has resulted in frequent requests for license amendments. This process
has resulted in inheront inaccuracies in the Technical Specifications due to the
delays in receiving license amendments brought about by the current regulatory
environment, The NRC has already recommended and approved removal of the
analogous snubber listing from the Technical Specifications. In addition, tables
relating to fire protection devices and containment penetration protection circuit
breakers have been removed from the Technical Specifications for other dockets.
For example, listings relating to containment isolation valves, snubbers,
containment penetration protection devices, metor operatrd valve thermal overload
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protection, the reactor vessel material surveillance program, engineered safety
features actuation sy.tem instrumentaticn response times, and reactor trip system
instrumentation response Cimes have been removed from the Technical Specifications
for the Shearon Harris Plant and references to plant procedures incorporated. The
use of component listings through reference to plant proce’ures ensures that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.

Second, chinges .o these plant procedures are strictly controlled

under 10CFR5C.59. In addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to
maintain pr mary containment integrity (Technical Specification 3.6.1.1), as well
as ASME Coue, Section XI testing requirements (Technical Specification 4.0.5)

and 10CFR50, Appendix J requirements (Technical Specification 3.6.1.2) are
maintuined. Only the listing of valves would be subject to licensee control

under 10CFR50.59. Plant procedures are auditable and subject to inspection by the
NRC.

Third, appropriate mechaniesms and controls exist to ensure correct testing for the
valvus through plant procedures. As discussed above, these referenced
procedure(s) will incorporate valve list information developed to meet the
requirements of Technical Specifications 4.6.3.1, 4.6 3.2, 4.6.3.3 and 4.6.3.4.

in addition, Appendix J of 10CFR50 (implemented through Technical

Specification 3/4.6.1.2) specifies leak rate test rejuirements for containment
isolation valves, and thus maintenance of a list of such valves. Section XI of
the ASME Code (implemented through Technical Specificacion 4.0.5) requires once
per cycle testing of valve closure and timiag for certain of the valves currently
listed in Table 3.6.3-1. 1Ir addition, Technical Specification 4.3.2.2 requires
once per cycle performance of a logic system functional test for most of the
valves currently listed in Table 3.6.3-1. All the above requirements are
appropriately integrated into plant procedure(s) which are subject to change only
under requirements of 10CFRS0.59. These plant precedures cover testing (to or
beyond the present Technical Specification requirements) for the valves currently
included in Table 3.6.3-1. A complete listing of containment isolation valves and
required closure times is also provided as Tatle 6.2.4-2 to the Brunswick Updated
Final Safety Analysis Report. References to plant procedures will replace
references to Table 3.6.3-1 in the text of the Technica)l Specifications. Specific
closure time testing requirements for the main steam isolation valves will be
maintained in the Technical Specifications undi.r Specification 3/4.4.7.

LO0CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

- Removal of the primary containment isolation valve listing from the
Technical Specifications is appropriate in the context of Technical
Specification reform. Recent industry and NRC efforts to improve the
Technical Specifications have identified component listings as an item for
removal because they do not dire-tly contribute to plant safety. The use of
component listings through refer nce to plant procedures will ensure that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications
Changes to these procedures will be controlled under the requirecents
of 10CFR50.59. Primary containment integrity is the function preserved by
the primary containment isolation valves. Technical Specifications 3.6.1.1
and 3.6.3 will continue to rej.ice primary containment integricy while
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Broposed Change Number 167

Delete the reference to Table 3.6.3-1 in Specification 3.6.3 on Page 3/4 6-12 and
reference plant procedure h

Basis

Technical Specification Section 3.6 addresses containment systems. Table 3.6.3-1
provides a partial listing of the automatic primary containment isolatioca valves
(PCIVs). The Brunswick Plant Technical Specifications currently require the
following surveillances:

Specification 4.6.3.1 requires that primary containment isolation valves be
demonstrated operable by cycling and isolation time testing following
maintenance, repair, or replacement work.

Specification 4.6.3.2 requires verification of isolation valve operability
through the application of an isolation test signal to verify the valve
actuates properly. This testing is required every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.3.3 requires verification of the isolation time tor
power-operated and jutomatic valves.

Specification 4.6.4.4 requircs that reactor instrumentation system isolat on
valves be demonstrated operable by cycling the valve every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.1.2.d requires Tvce B and C leak testing of primary
containment i{solation valves.

The Company has completed a review of the primary containment {solation

system (PCIS) Technical Specifications and determined that certain changes to
Table 3.6.3-) are needed to accurately reflect the as-built derign of the primar
containment isolation system. However, rather than propose changes i:c the table
CP&L believes it is more appropriate to request removal of Table 3.6.3-1 from t e
Technical Specifications and replace references to the table with references to
valve listings contaiae.' ‘n plant procedures (the Company will provide a specifi.
procedure reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subse .ent
submittal). Our reasons for this determination are described balow.

First, removal of the valve listings from the Technical Specifications is
appropriate in tne context of Technical Specification reform. The recent industry
and NRC efforts to improve the Technical Specifications have identified component
listings as items for removal from the Technical Specifications because they do
not directly contribute to plant safety. In addition, the level of detail of such
listings has resulted in frequent requests for license amendments. This process
has resulted in inherent inaccuracies in the Technical Specifications due to the
delays in receiving license amendments brought about by the current regulatory
environment. The NRC has already recommended and approved removal of the
analogous snubber listing from the Technical Specifications. Tn addition, tables
relating to fire protection devices and containment penetration protection circuit
breakers have beer removed from the Technical Specifications for other dockets.
For example, listings relating to contaimnment isolation valves, snubbers,
containment penetration protection devices, motor operated valve thermal overload
protection, the reactor vessel material surveillance program, engineered safety
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features actuation system instrumentation response times, and reactor trip systenm
instrumentation response times have been removed from the Technical Specifications
for the Shearon Harris Plant and references to plant procedures incorporated. The
use of component listings through reference to plant procedures ensures that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.

Second, changes to these plant procedures are strictly controlled

under 10CFR50.59. In addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to
maintain primary containment integrity (Technical Specification 3.6.1.1), as well
as ASME Code, Section XI testing requirements (Technical Specification 4.0.5)

and 10CFR50, Appendix J requirements (Technical Specification 3.6.1.2) are
maintained. Only the listing of valves would be subject to licensee control

under 10CFR50.59. Plant procedures are auditable and subject to inspection by the
NRC.

Third, appropriate mechanisms and controls exist to ensure correct testing for the
valves through plant procedures. As discussed above, these referenced
procedure(s) will incorporate valve list information developed to meet the
requirements of Technical Specifications 4.6.3.1, 4.6.3.2, 4.6.3.3 and 4.6.3 .4,

In addition, Appendix J of 10CFRS0 (implemented through Technical

Specification 3/4.6.1.2) specifies leak rate test requirements for containment
isolation valves, and thus maintenance of a list of such valves. Section XI of
the ASME Code (implemented through Technical Specification 4.0.5) requires once
per cycle testing of valve closure and timing for certain of the valves currently
listed in Table 3.6.3-1. In addition, Technical Specification 4.3.2.2 requires
once per cycle performance of a logic system functional test for most of the

val res currently listed in Table 3.6.3-1. All the above requirements are
aprropriately integrated into plant procedure(s) which are subject to change only
under requirements of 10CFR50.59. These plant procedures cover testing (to or
beyond the present Technical Specification requirements) for tHe valves currently
included in Table 3.6.3-1. A complete listing of containment isolation valves and
required closure times is also provided as Table 6.2.4-2 to the Brunswick Updated
Final Safety Analysis Report. References to plant procedures will replace
references to Table 3.6.3-1 in the text of the Technical Specifications. Specific
closure time testing requirements for the main steam isolation valves will be
maintained in the Technical Specifications under Specification 3/4.4.7.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

. & Removal of the primary containment isolation valve listing from the
Technical Specifications is appropriate in the context of Technical
Specification reform. Recent industry and NRC efforts to improve the
Technical Specifications have identified component listings as an item for
removal because they do not directly contribute to plant safety. The use of
component listings through reference to plant procedures will ensure that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.
Changes to these procedures will be controlled under the requirements
of 10CFR50.59. Primary containment irtegrity is the function preserved by
the primary containment isolation vaives. Technica. Specifications 3.6.1.1
and 3.6.3 will continue to require primary containment integrity while
operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
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identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate contsinment
isolation valves). Relocation of the primary contairment isolation valve
listing from the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not
change their design or operation, nor does it affect any of the accident
analyses; therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

As discussed in Item 1 above, primary containment integrity is the function
preserved by the primary containment {solation valves. Technical
Specification 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity
while operating in Operationa) Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate containment
isolation valves). Thus, relocation of the primary containment fsolation
valve listing from the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not
change their design or operation so the change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

As discussed in Items 1 and 2 above, primary containment integrity is the
function preserved by the primary containment isolation valves. Technical
Specification 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity
while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3. Furthermore, the
relocation of the primary containment isolation valve listing to plant
procedures will clarify the Technical Specifications and ensure a more up to
date and accurate primary containment isolation valve listing, thereby
avoiding possil.le operator confusion. Since there is no change in
contalnuent .esign or pressure retaining capability, the proposed change
does not involve a significant reduction in the margin o{ safety.
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Proposed Change Number 168

Replace the reference to Table 3.6.3-1 with a reference to plant procedure
in Action a of Technical Specification 3.6.3 on Page 3/4 6-12,

Basis

Technical Specification Section 3.6 addresses containment systems. Table 3.6.3-1
provides a partial listing of the automatic primary containment isolation valves
(PCIVs). The Brunswick Plant Technical Specifications currently require the
following surveillances:

Specification 4.6.3.1 requires that primary containr nt isolation valves be
demonstrated operable by cycling and isolation time testing following
maintenance, repair, or replacement work.

Specification 4.6.3.2 requires verification of isolation valve operability
through the application of an isolation test signal to verify the valve
actuates properly. This testing is required every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.3.3 requires verification of the isolation time for
power-operated and automatic valves.

Specification 4.6.4.4 requires that reactor instrumentation system isolation
valves be demoustrated operable by cycling the valve every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.1.2.d requires Type B and C leak testing of primary
containment i{solation valves.

The Company has completed a review of the primary containment {solation

system (PCIS) Technical Specifications and determined that certain changes to
Table 3.6.3-1 are needed to accurately reflect the as-built design of the p~imary
containment isolation system. However, rather than propose changes t. the table,
CP&L believes it is more appropriate to request removal of Table 3.6.3-1 from the
Technical Specifications and replace references to the table with references to
valve listings contained in plant procedures (the Company will provide a specific
procedure reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent
submittal). Our reasons for this determination are described below.

First, removal of the valve listings from the Technical Specificitions is
appropriate in the context of Technical Specification reform. The recent industry
and NRC efforts to improve the Technical Specifications have identified component
listings as items for removal from the Technical Specifications because they do
not directly contribute to plant safety. In addition, the level of detail of such
listings has resulted in frequent requests for license amendments. This process
has resulted in inherent inaccuracies in the Technical Specifications due to the
delays in receiving license amendments brought about by the current regulatory
environment. The NRC has already recommended and approved removal of the
analogous snubber listing from the Technical Specifications. In addition, tables
relating to fire protection devices and containment penetration protection circuit
breakers have been removed from the Technical Specifications for other dockets.
For example, listings relating to containment i{solation valves, snubbers,
containment penetration protection devices, motor operated valve thermal overload
protection, the reactor vessel material surveillance program, engineered safecty
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features actuation system instrumentation response times, and reactor trip system
instrumentation response times have been removed from the Technical Specifications
for the Shearon Harris Plant and references to plant procedures incorporated. The
use of component listings through reference to plant procedures ensures that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.

Second, changes to these plant procedures are strictly controlled

under 10CFR50.59. In addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to
maintain primary containment integrity (Technical Specification 3.6.1.1), as well
as ASME Code, Section XI testing requirements (Technical Specification 4.0.5)

and 10CFR50, Appendix J requirements (Technical Specification 3.6.1.2) are
maintained. Only the listing of valves would be subject to licensee control
under 10CFR50.59. Plant procedures are auditable and subject to inspection by the
NRC.

Third, appropriate mechanisms and controls exist to ensure correct testing for the
valves through plant procedures. As discussed above, these referenced
procedure(s) will incorporate valve list information developed to meet the
requirements of Technical Specifications 4.6.3.1, 4.6.3.2, 4.6.3.3 and 4.6.3.4.

In addition, Appendix J of 10CFR50 (implemented through Technical

Specification 3/4.6.1.2) specifies leak rate test requirements for containment
isolation valves, and thus maintenance of a list of such valves. Section XI of
the ASME Code (implemented through Technical Specification 4.0.5) requires once
per cycle testing of valve closure and timing for certain of the valves currently
listed in Table 3.6.3-1. In addition, Technical Specification 4.3.2.2 requires
once per cycle performance of a logic system functional test for most of the
valves currently listed in Table 3.6.3-1. All the above requirements are
appropriately integrated into plant procedure(s) which are subject to change only
under requirements of 10CFRS50.59. These plant procedures cover testing (to or
beyond the present Technical Specification requirements) for thHe valves currently
included in Table 3.6.3-1. A complete listing of containment isolation valves and
required closure times is also provided as Table 6.2.4-2 to the Brunswick Updated
Final Safety Analysis Report. References to plant procedures will replace
references to Table 3.6.3-1 in the text of the Technical Specifications., Specific
closure time testing requirements for the main steam isolation valves will be
maintained in the Technical Specifications under Specification 3/4.4.7.

LOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

B Removal of the primary containment isolation valve listing from the
Technical Specifications is appropriate in the context of Technical
Specification reform. Recent industry and NRC efforts to improve the
Technical Specifications have identified component listings as an item for
removal because they do not directly contribute to plant safety. The use of
component listings through reference to plant procedures will ensure that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.
Changes to these procedures will be controlled under the requirements
of 10CFR50.59. Primary containment integrity is the function preserved by
the primary containment isolation valves. Technical Specifications 3.6.1.1
and 3.6.3 will continue to require primary containment integrity while
operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
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identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate containment
isolation valves). Relocation of the primary containment ‘snlation valve
listing from the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not
change their design or operation, nor does it affect any cof the accident
analyses; therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

As discussed in Item 1 above, primary containment integrity is the function
preserved by the primary containment isolation valves, Technical
Specification 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity
while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate containment
isolation valves). Thus, relocation of the primary containment isolation
valve listing from the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not
change their design or operation so the change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

As discussed in Items 1 and 2 above, primary containment integrity is the
function preserved by the primary containment isolation valves. Technical
Specification 35.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity
wvhile operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3. Furthermore, the
relocation of the primary containment isolation valve listing to plant
procedures will clarify the Technical Specifications and ensure a more up to
date and accurate primary containment isolation valve listing, thereby
avoiding possible operator confusion. Since there is no change in
containment design or pressure retaining capability, the proposed change
does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 169

Add a reference to plant procedure in Action b of Technaical
Specification 3.6.3 on Page 3/4 6-12,

Basis

Technical Specificution Section 3.6 addresses containment systems. Table 3.6.3-1
provides a partial listing of the automatic primary containment isolation valves
(PCIVs). The Brunswick Plant Technical Specifications currently require the
following surveillances:

Specification 4.6.3.1 requires that primary containment isolation valves be
demonstrated operable by cycling and isolation time testing following
maintenance, repair, or replacement work.

Specification 4.6.3.2 requires verification of isolation valve operability
through the application of an isolation test signal to verify the valve
actuates properly. This testing is required every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.3.3 requires verification of the isolation time for
power-operated and automatic valves.

Specification 4.6 .4 .4 requires that reactor instrumentation system isolation
valves be demonstrated operable by cycling the valve every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.1.2.d requirss Type B and C leak testing of primary
contaimnment isolation valves.

The Company has completed a review of the primary containment {solation

system (PCIS) Technical Specifications and determined that certain changes to
Table 3.6.3-1 are needed to accurately reflect the as-built design of the primary
containment isolation system. However, rather than propose changes to the table,
CP&L believes it is more appropriate to request removal of Table 3.6.3-1 from the
Technical Specifications and replace references to the table with references to
valve listings contained in plant procedures (the Company will provide a specific
procedure reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications vie a subsequent
submittal). Our reasons for this determination are described below.

First, removal of the valve listings from the Technical Specifications is
appropriate in the context of Technical Specification reform. The recent industry
and NRC efforts to improve the Technical Specifications have identified component
listings as items for removal from the Technical Specifications because they do
not directly contribute to plant safety. In addition, the level of detail of such
listings has resulted in frequent requests for license amendments. This process
has resulted in inherent inaccuracies in the Technical Specifications due to the
delays in receiving license amendmen.s brought about by the current regulatory
environment. The NRC has already recommended and approved removal of the
analogous snubber listing from the Technical Specifications. In addition, tables
relating to .Jire protection devices and containment penetration protection circuit
breakers have been removed from the Technical Specifications for other dockets.
For ex-mple, listings relating to containment isolation valves, snubbers,
containment penetration protection devices, motor operated valve thermal overload
protection, the reactor vessel material surveillance program, engineered safety
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features actuation system instrumentation response times, and reactor trip system
instrumentation response times have been removed from the Technical Specifications
for the Shearon Harris Plant and references to plant procedures incorporated. The
use of component listings through reference to plant procedures ensures that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.

Second, changes to these plant procedures are strictly controlled

under 10CFR50.59. 1In addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to
maintain primary containment integrity (Technical Specification 3.6.1.1), as well
as ASME Code, Section XI testing requirements (Technical Specification 4.0.5)

and 10CFR50, Appendix J requirements (Technical Specification 3.6.1.2) are
maintained. Only the listing of valves would be subject to licensee control

under 10CFR50.59. Plant procedures are auditable and subject to inspection by the
NRC.

Third, appropriate mechanisms and :ontrols exist to ensure correct testing for the
valves through plant procedures. As discussed above, these referenced
procedure(s) will incorporate valve list information developed to meet the
requirements of Technical Specifications 4.6.3.1, 4.6.3.2, 4.6.3.3 and 4.6.3 .4,

In addition, Apperdix J of 10CFR50 (implemented through Technical

Specification 3/4.6.1.2) specifies leak rate test requirements for containment
isolation valves, and thus maintenance of a list of such valves. Section XI of
the ASME Code (implemented through Technical Specification 4.0.5) requires once
per cycle testing of valve closure and timing for certain of the valves currently
listed in Table 3.6.3-1. In addition, Technical Specification 4.3.2.2 requires
once per cycle performance of a logic system functional test for most of the
valves currently listed in Table 3.6.3-1. All the above requirements are
appropriately .ntegrated into plant procedure(s) which are subject to change only
under requirements of 10CFR50.59. These plant procedures cover testing (to or
bevond the present Technical Specification requirements) for the valves currently
included in Table 3.6.3-1., A complete listing of containment isolation valves and
required closure times is also provided as Table 6.2.4-2 to the Brunswick Updated
Final Safety Analysis Report. References to plant procedures will replace
references to Table 3.6.3-1 in the text of the Technical Specifications. Specific
closure time testing requirements for the main steam isolation valves will be
maintained in the Technical Specifications under Specification 3/4.4.7.

AOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

1. Removal of the primary contairment isolation valve listing from the
Technical Specifications is appropriate in the context of Technical
Specification reform. Recent industry and NRC efforts to improve the
Technical Specifications have identified component listings as an item for
removal because they do not directly contribute to plant safety. The use of
component listings through reference to plant procedures will ensure that
timely information i{s maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.
Changes to these procedures will be controlled under the requirements
of 10CFRS0,.59. Primary containment integrity is the function preserved by
the primary containment isolation valves. Technical Specifications 3.6.1.1
and 3.6.3 will continue te require primary containment integrity while
operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
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identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate containment
isolation valves). Relocation of the primary containment isclation valve
listing from the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not
change their design or operation, nor does it affect any of the accident
analyses; therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant |
increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously |
evaluated. |

\
As discussed in Item 1 above, primary containment .ntegrity is the function !
preserved by the primary containment i{solation valves. Technical |
Specification 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity |
while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper 1
identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate containment
isolation valves). Thus, relocation of the primary containment isolation

valve listing from the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not

change their design or operation so the change does not create the

possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident

previously evaluated.

As discussed in Items 1 and 2 above, primary containment integrity is the
function preserved by the primary containment isolation valves. Technical
Specification 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity
while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3. Furthermore, the
relocation of the primary containment i{solation valve listing to plant
procedures will clarify the Technical Specifications and ensure a more up to
date and accurate primary containment isolation valve listing, therehy
avoiding possible operator confusion. Since there is no change in
containment design or pressure retaining capability, the proposed change
does not involve a significant reduction in the margin o{ safety.
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Proposed Change Number 170

Replace the references to Table 3.6.3-1 with references to plant proceduce
in Surveillance Requirements 4.6.3.1, 4.6.3.2, 4.6,3.3, and 4.6.3.4
on Page 3/4 6-13.

Basis

Technical Specification Section 3.6 addresses containment systems. Table 3.6.3-1
provides a partial listing of the automatic primary contaiiment isolation valves
(PCIVs). The Brunswick Plant Technical Specifications currently require the
following surveillances:

Specification 4.6.3.1 requires that primary containment {solation valves be
demonstrated operable by cycling and isolation time testing following
maintenance, repair, or replacement work.

Specification 4.6.3.2 requires verification of isolation valve operability
through the application of an isolation test signal to verify the valve
actuates properly. This testing is required every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.3.3 requires verification of the isolation time for
power-operated and automatic valves,

Specificatior 4.6.4.4 requires that reactor instrumentation system isolation
valves be demonstrated operable by cycling the valve every 18 months.

Specification 4.6 .1.2.d requires Type B and C leak testing of primary
containment isolation valves. .
The Company has completed a review of the primary containment isolation
system (FCIS) Technical Specifications and determined that certain changes to
Table 3.6.3-1 are needed to accurately reflect the as-built design of the primary
containment isolation system. However, rather than propose changes to the table,
CP&L believes it is more appropriate to request removal of Table 3.6.3-1 from the
Technical Specifications and replace relerences to the table with references to
valve listings contained in plant procedures (the Company will provide a specific
procedure reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent
submittal). Our reasons for this determination are described below.

First, removal of the valve listings from the Technical Specifications is
appropriate in the context of Technical Specification reform. The recent industry
and NRC efforts to improve the Technical Specifications have identified component
listings as items for removal from the Technical Specifications because they do
not directly contribute to plant safety. In addition, the level of detail of such
listings has resulted in frequent requests for license amendments. This process
has resulted in inherent inaccuracies in the Technical Specifications due to the
delays in receiving license amendments brought about by the current regulatory
environment. The NRC has already recommended and approved removal of the
analogous snubber listing from the Technical Specifications. In addition, tables
relating to fire protection devices and containment penetration protection circuit
breakers have been removed from the Techaical Specifications for other dockets.
For example, listings relating to containment isolation valves, snubbers,
containment penetrarion protection devices, motor operated valve thermal overload
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protection, the reactor vessel material surveilliance program, engineered safety
features actuation system instrumentation response times, and reactor trip system
instrumentation response times have been removed from the Technical Specifications
for the Shearon Harris Plant and references to plant procedures incorporated. The
use of component listings through reference to plant procedures ensures that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.

Second, changes to these plant procedures are strictly controlled

under 10CFR50.59. In addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to
maintain primary containment integrity (Technical Specification 3.6.1.1), as well
as ASME Code, Section XI testing requirements (Technical Specification 4.0.5)

and 10CFR50, Appendix J requirements (Technical Specification 3.6.1.2) are
maintained. Only the listing of valves would be subject to licensee control
under 10CFR50.59. Plant procedures are auditable and subject to inspection by the
NRC.

Third, appropriate mechanisms and controls exist to ensure correct testing for the
valves through plant procedures. As discussed above, these referenced
procedure(s) will incorporate valve list information developed to meet the
requirements of Technical Specifications 4.6 3.1, 4.6.3.2, 4.6.3.3 and 4.6.3.4.

In addition, Appendix J of 10CFR50 (implemented through Technical

Specification 3/4.6.1.2) specifies leak rate test requirements for containment
isolation valves, and thus maintenance of a list of such valves. Section XI of
the ASME Code (implemented through Technical Specificacion 4.0.5) requires once
per cycle testing of valve closure and timing for certain of the valves currently
listed in Table 3.6.3-1. 1In addition, Technical Snecification 4.3.2.2 requires
once per cycle performance of a logic system functional test for most of the
valves currently listed in Table 3.6.3-1. All the above requirements are
appropriately integrated into plant procedure(s) which are subject to change only
under requirements of 10CFR50.59., These plant procedures cover testing (to or
beyond the present Technical Specification requirements) for the valves currently
included in Table 3.6.3-1. A complete listing of containment isolation valves and
required closure times is also provided as Table 6.2.4-2 to the Brunswick Updated
Final Safety Analysis Report. References to plant procedures will replace
references to Table 3.6.3-1 in the text of the Technical Specifications. Specific
closure time testirg requirements for the main steam isolation valves will be
maintained in the Technical Specifications under Specification 3/4.4.7.

AOCFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not invelve a significant hazards consideration for the
€folloving reasons:

' Removal of the primary containment isolation valve listing from the
Technical Specifications is aprropriate in the context of Technical
Specification reform., Recent industry and NRC efforts to improve the
Technical Specifications have identified component listings as an item for
removal because they do not directly contribute to plant safety, The use of
component listings through reference to plant procedures will ensure that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.
Changes to these procedures will be controlled under the requirements
of 10CFRS50.59. Primary containment integrity is the function preserved by
the primary containment isolation valves. Technical Specifications 3.6.1.1
and 3.6.3 will continue to require primary contairment integrity while
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operating in Opera~ional Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
fdentification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate containment
isolation valves). Relocation of the primary contairment isolation valve
listing from the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not
change their design or operation, nor does it affect any of the accident
analyses; therefore, the proposed change does nut involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

As discussed in Item 1 above, primary containment integrity is the function
preserved by the primary containment isolation valves. Technical
Specification 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity
while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate containment
isolation valves). Thus, relocation of the primary containment i{solation
valve listing from the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not
change their design or operation so the change do.s not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

As discussed in Items 1 and 2 above, primary containment integrity is the
function preserved by the primary containment isolation valves. Technical
Specification 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity
wvhile operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3. Furthermore, the
relocation of the primary containment isolat{.n valve listing to plant
procedures will clarify the Technical Specifications and ensure a more up to
date and accurate primary containment isolation valve listing, thereby
avoiding possible operator confusion. Since there is no change in
containment design or pressure retaining capability, the proposed change
does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of safety.
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Broposed Change Number 171

Delete Footnote * under Specification 4.6.3.4 (BSEP-1 only) on Page 3/4 6-13,
which states the following:

Basis

The end of the current surveillance period for the surveillance requirements
below may be extended beyond the time limit specified by Technical
Specification 4.0.2a. After November 2, 1984, the plant shall not b:
operated in Operational Conditions 1, 2, or 3 until the surveillance
requirements listed below have been completed. Upon accomplishment of the
surveillances, the provisions of Technical Specification 4.0.2a shall apply.

Technical Specification 4.6.3 .4; as applicable to excess flow check valves
B?1-FO47C, B21-F047D, B21-F049C, and B21-F049D.

Footnote * was added to the Technical Specifications via Amendment 72 to provide a
one-time extension of the 18 month surveillance interval for four reuctor
instrumentation system isolation valves. This extension was applicable until
November 2, 1984, therefore, the footnote is no longer applicable or necessary for
normal operation.

10CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed cheange does not invelve a significant hazards consideration for the
folloving reasons:

1.

The proposed change deletes a footnote that no longer applies. The footnote
was added to provide a one-time extension of the surveilfance interval
associated with the 18 month cycling of reactor instrumentation system
isolation valves. This extension was applicable until November 2, 1984,
thus, the proposed change has no effect on the probability of an accident,
nor does it affect the consequences of any accidents,

The referenced footnote no longer applies to BSEP-1. The unit was shutdown
prior to expiration of the foo.note, the required surveillances were
performed, and unit operation continued. The restrictions and requirements
of the footnote are no longer necessary, and deletion of the footnote will
not create the possibility of a new or different type of accident.

Footnote * was added as a one-time extension of a surveillance interval.

The requirements of the footnote are no longer applicable since the required
surveillance testing has been performed and unit operation recommenced.
Therefore, this deletion has no impact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 172

Delete Table 3.6.3-1, "Primary Containment Ir s," which is currently
located on Pages 3/4 6-14 through 3/4 6-17, .e existing Pages 3/4 6-18
through 3/4 6-30 to accommodate its deletior

Basis

Technical Specification Section 3.6 addresses containment systems. Table 3.6.3-1
provides a partial listing of the automatic primary containment isolation valves
(PCIVs). The Brunswick Plant Technical Specifications currenily require the
following surveillances:

Specification 4.6.3.1 requires that primary containment isolation valves be
demonstrated operable by cycling and isolation time testing following
maintenance, repair, or replacement work.

Specification 4.6.3.2 requires verification of isolation valve operability
through the application of an isolation test signal to verify the valve
actuates properly. This testing is required every 18 months,

Specification 4.6.3.3 requires verification of the isolation time for
power-operated and automatic valves.

Specification 4.6.4.4 requires that reactor instrumentation system isolation
valves be demonstrated operable by cycling the valve every 18 months.

Specification 4.6.1.2.d requires Type B and C leak testing of primary
containment {solation valves. .
The Company has completed a review of the primary containment isolation
system (PCIS) Technical Specifications and determined that certain changes to
Table 3.6.3-1 are needed to accurately reflect the as-built design of the primary
containment isolation system. However, rather than propose changes to the table,
CP&L believes it is more appropriate to request removal of Table 3.6.3-1 from the
Technical Specifications and replace references to the table with references to
valve listings contained in plant procedures (the Company will provide a specific
procedure reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent
submittal). Our reasons for this determination are described below.

First, removal of the valve listings from the Technical Specifications is
appropriate in the context of Technical Specification reform. The recent industry
and NRC efforts to improve the Technical Specifications have identified component
listings as items for removal from the Technical Specifications because they do
not directly contribute to plant safety. In addition, the level of detail of such
listings has resulted in frequent requests for license amendments. This process
has resulted in inherent inaccuracies in the Technical Specifications due to the
velays in receiving license amendments brought about by the current regulatory
envirorment. The NRC has already recommended and approved removal of the
analogous snutber listing from the Technical Specifications. In addition, tables
relating to fire protection devices and containment penetration protection circuit
breakers have been removed from the Technical Specifications for other dockets.
For example, listings relating to containment isolation valves, snubbers,
containment penetration protection devices, motor operated valve thermal overload
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protection, the reactor vessel material surveillance program, engineered safety
features actuation system instrumentation response times, and reactor trip system
instrumentation response times have been removed from the Technical Specifications
for the Shearon Harris Plant and references to plant procedures incorporated. The
use of component listings through reference to plant procedures ensures that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.

Second, changes to these plant procedures are strictly controlled

under 10CFRS0.59. 1In addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to
maintain primary containment integrity (Technical Specification 3.6.1.1), as well
as ASME Code, Section XI testing requirements (Technical Specification 4.0.5)

and 10CFR50, Appendix J requiremer - (Technical Specification 3.6.1.2) are
maintained. Only the listing of valves would be subject to licensee ( natrol
under 10CFR50.59. Plant procedures are auditable and subject to inspection by the
NRC.

Third, appropriate mechanisms and controls exist to ensure correct testing for the
valves through plant procedures. As discussed above, these referenced
procedure(s) will incorporate valve list information developed to meet the
requirements of Technical Specifications 4.6.3.1, 4.6.3.2, 4.6.3,3 and 4.6.3 4.

In addition, Appendix J of 10CFR50 (implemented through Technical

Specification 3/4.6.1.2) specifies leak rate test requirements for containment
isolation valves, and thus maintenance of a list of such valves. Section XI of
the ASME Code (implemented through Technical Specification 4.0.5) requires once
per cycle testing of valve closure and timing for certain of the valves currently
listed in Table 3.6 3-1. In addition, Technical Specificaclion 4.3.2.2 requires
once per cycle performance of a logic system functional test for most of the
valves currently listed in Table 3.6.3-1. All the above requirements are
appropriately integrated into plant procedure(s) which are subject to change only
under requirements of 10CFR50.59. These plant procedures cover testing (to or
beyond the present Technical Specification requirements) for the valves currently
included in Table 3.6.3-1. A complete listing of containment isolation valves and
required closure times is also provided as Table 6.2.4-2 to the Brunswick Updated
Final Safety Analysis Report. References to plant procedures will replace
references to Table 3.6.3-1 in the text of the Technical Specifications. Specific
closure time testing requirements for the main steam isolation valves will be
maintained in the Technical Specifications under Specification 3/4.4.7.

A0CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

%. Removal of the primary containment isolation valve listing from the
Technical Specifications is appropriate in the context of Technical
Specification reform. Recent industry and NRC efforts to improve the
Technical Specifications have identified component listings as an {tem for
removal because they do not directly contribute to plant safety. The use of
component listings through reference to plant procedures will encure that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.
Changes to these procedures will be controlled under the requirements
of 10CFR50.59. Primary containment integrity is the function preserved by
the primary containment isolation valves. Technical Specifications 3.6.1.1
and 3.6.3 will continue to require primary containment integrity while
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operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
{dentification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate containment
isolation valves). Relocation of the primary containment isolation valve
listing from the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not
change their design or operation, nor does it affect any of the accident
analyses; therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant
increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

As discussed in Item 1 above, primary containment integrity is the function
preserved by the primary containment isolation valves. Technical
Specificacion 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity
while op.rating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
identification, control, ard periodic testing of the appropriate containment
isolation valves). Thus, relocation of the primary containment isolation
valve listing from the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not
change their design or operation so the change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

As discussed in Items 1 and 2 above, primary containment integrity is the
function preserved by the primary containment isolation valves. Technical
Specification 3.6.1.1 will continue to require primary containment integrity
while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3. Furthermore, the
relocation of the primary containment isolation valve listing to plant
procedures will clarify the Technical Specifications and ensure a more up to
date and accurate primary containment isclation valve listing, thereby
avoiding possible operator confusion. Since there is no change in
containment design or pressure retaining capability, the proposed change
does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 173

Delete references to Table 3.6.5.2-1 in Technical Specificatien 3.6.5.2 on
Page 3/4 6-19,

Basis

The Company requests the removal of Table 3.6.5.2-1 from the Technical
Specifications and proposes to replace references to the table with references to
valve listings contained in plant procedures. The Company will provide a sp.cific
procedure reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent
submittal. Our reasons for proposing this change are described below.

The Company has completed a review of the primary containment isolation

system (PCIS) Technical Specificatiors and determined that certain changes to
Table 3.6.3-1 are needed to accurately reflect the as-built design of the primary
containment isolation system. However, rather than propose changes to the table,
CP&L believes it is more appropriate te request removal of Table 3.6.3-1 from the
Technical Specifications and replace references to the table with references to
valve listings contained in plant procedures. The design function of the primary
containmert i{solation valves is to preserve primary containment integrity. The
design function of the secondary containment isolation dampers is similar to that
for the primary containment i{solation valves (i.e., preservation of secondary
containment integrity). Since the Company is proposing to relocate the listing of
primary containment isolation dampers from the Technical Specifications to plant
procedures, we believe it is also appropriate to request removal of the

Table 3.6.5.2-1 from the Technical Specifications.

Changes to these plant procedures are strictly controlled under 10CFR50.59, 1In
addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to aaintain'sccondary
containment integrity (Technical Specification 3.6.5.1) are maintained. Only the
listing of valves would be subject to licensee control under 10CFR50.59. Plant
procedures are auditable and subject to inspection by the NRC.

Removal of the secondary containment isolation damper listing from the Technical
Specifications is appropriate in the context of Technical Specification reform.
The recent industry and NRC efforts to improve the Technical Specifications have
identified component listings as items for removal from the Technical
Specifications because they do not directly contribute to plant safety. In
addition, the level of detail of such listings has resulted in frequent requests
for license amendments. This process has resulted in inherent inaccuracies in the
Technical Specifications due to the delays in receiving license amendments brought
about by the current regulatory environment. The use of component listings
through reference to plant procedures will ensure that timely information is
maintained that reflects recent plant medifications.

Appropriate mechanisms and controls exist to ensure correct testing for the
secondary containment isolation dampers through plant procedures. As discussed
above, these referenced procedure(s) will incorporate isolation damper list
information developed to meet the requirements of Technical

Specifications 4.€.5.2.a, 4.6.5.2.b, 4.6.5.2.¢c.1 and 4.6.5.2.¢.2. 1In addition,
Technical Specification 4.3.2.2 requires once per cycle performance of a logic
system functional test for the dampers currently listed in Table 3.6.5.2-1. All
the above requirements are appropriately integrated into plant procedure(s) which

e
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are subject to change only under requirements of 10CFR50,.59. These plant
procedures cover testing (to or beyond the present Technical Specification
requirements) for the secondary containment {solation dampers currently included
in Table 3.6.5.2-1. References to plant procedures will replace references to
Table 3.6.5.2-1 in the text of the Technical Specifications.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

P

Removal of the secondary contairment isolation damper listing from the
Technical Specifications is appropriate in the context of Technical
Specification reform. Recent industry and NRC efforts to improve the
Technical Specifications have identified component listings as an item for
removal because they do not directly contribute to plant safety. The use of
component listings through reference to plant procedures will ensure that
timely information i{s maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.
Changes to these procedures will be controlled under the requirements

of 10CFR50.59. Secondary containment integrity is the function preserved by
the secondary containment isolation dampers. Technical

Specification 3.6.5.1 will continue to require secondary containment
integrity while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, 3, 5 and when
moving irradiated fuel assemblies in the secondary contairnment., Thus, the
proper identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate
secondary containment isolation dampers is necessary. Relocation of the
secondary containment isolation damper listing from the Technical
Specifications to plant procedures does change their design or operation,
nor does it affect any of the accident analyses; therefore, the proposed
change does not involve a significant increase in the prébability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

As discussed in Item 1 above, secondary containment integrity is the
function preserved by the secondary containment isolation dampers.

Technical Specification 3.6.5.1 will continue to require secondary
containment integrity while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, 3, 5
and wvhen moving irradiated fuel assemblies in the secondary containment (and
thus the proper identification, control, and periodic testing of the
apprepriate secondary contairment isolation dampers). Thus, relocation of
the secondary containment isolation damper listing from the Technical
Specifications to plant procedures does not change their design or operation
so the change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated.

As discussed in Items 1 and 2 above, secondary containment integrity is the
function preserved by the secondary containment isolation dampers.

Technical Specification 3.6 5.1 will continue to require secondary
containment integrity while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, 3, 5
and when moving irradiated fuel assemblies {n the secondary containment.
Furthermore, the relocation of the secondary containment i{solation damper
listing to plant precedures will clarify the Technical Specifications and
ensure a more up to date and accurate secondary containment isolation damper
listing, thereby avoiding possible operator confusion. Since there is no
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|
change in containment design or pressure retaining capability, the pruposed
change does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of safety.
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Proposed Change Number 174

Delete reference to Table 3.6.5.2-1 in Surveillance Requirement 4.6.5.2 on
Page 3/4 6-20,

Basis

The Company requests the removal of Table 3.6.5.2-1 from the Technical
Specifications and proposes to replace references to the table with references to
valve listings contained in plant procedures. The Company will provide a specific
procedure reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent
submittal. Our reasons for proposing this change are described below.

The Company has completed a review of the primary containment i{solation

system (PCIS) Technical Specifications and determined that certain changes to
Table 3.6.3-1 are needed to accurately reflect the as-built design of the primary
containment {solation system. However, rather than propose changes to the table,
CP&L believes it {s more appropriate to request removal of Table 3.6.3-1 from the
Technical Specifications and replace references to the table with references to
valve listings contained in plant procedures. The design function of the primary
containment isolation valves is to prezerve primary containment integrity. The
design function of the secondary containment isolation dampers is similar to that
{or the primary containment isolation valves (i.e., preservation of secondary
containment integrity). Since the Company is proposing to relocate the listing of
primary containment isolation dampers from the Technical Specifications to plant
procedures, we believe ‘* is also appropriate to request removal of the

Table 3.6.5.2-1 from the Technical Specifications.

Changes to these plant procedures are strictly controlled under 10CFR50.59. 1In
addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to maintain “secondary
containment integrity (Technical Specification 3.6.5.1), as well as ASME code
testing requirements (Technical Specification 4.0.5) are maintained. Only the
listing of valves would be subject to licensee control under 10CFR50.59. Plant
procedures are auditable and subject to inspection by the NRC.

Removal of the secondary contaimment isolation damper listing from the Technical
Specifications is appropriate in the context of Technical Specification reform.
The recent industry and NRC efforts to improve the Technical Specifications have
identified component listing: as items for removal from the Technical
Specifications because they do not directly contribute to plant safety. In
addition, the level of detail of such listings has resulted in frequent requests
for license amendments. This process has resulted in inherent inaccuracies in the
Technical Specifications due to the delays in receiving license amendments brought
about by the current regulatory environmenc. The ''se of component listings
through reference to plant procedures will ensure that timely information is
maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.

Appropriate mechanisms and cuntrols exist to ensure correct testing for the
secondary containment isolation dampers through plant procedures. As discussed
above, these referenced procedure(s) will incorporate isolation damper list
information developed to meet the requirements of Technical

Specifications 4.6.5.2.a, 4.6.5.2.b, 4.6,5.2.¢c.1 and 4.6.5.2.¢.2. Section XI of
the ASME Code (implemented through Technical Specification 4.0.5) requires once
per cycle testing of valve closure and timing for the secondary containment
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{sclation dampers currently listed in Table 3.6.5.2-1. 1In addition, Technical
Specification 4.3,.2.1 requires once per cycle performance of u logic system
functional test for the dampers currently listed in Table 3.6.5.2-1. All the
above requirements are aprropriately integrated into plant procedure(s) which are
subject to change only under requirements of 10CFR50.59. These plant procedures
cover testing (to or beyond the present Technical Specification requirements) for
the secondary containment i{solation dampers currently included in Table 3.6.5.2-1.
References to plant procedures will replace references to Table 3.6.5.2-1 in the
text of the Technical Specifications.

LOCFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
following reasons:

Removal of the secondary contaimment {solation damper listing from the
Technical Specifications is appropriate in the context of Technical
Specification reform. Recunt industry and NRC efforts to improve the
Technical Specifications have identified component listings as an item for
removal because they do not directly c¢ontribute to plant safety. The use of
component listings through reference to plant procedures will ensure that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications,
Changes to these procedures will be controlled under the requirements
of 10CFR50.59. Secondary containment integrity is the function preserved by
the secondary containment isolation dampers, Technical
Specification 3.6.5.1 will continue to require secondary containment
integrity while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, 3, 5 and when
moving irradiated fuel assemblies in the secondary containment. Thus, the
proper identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate
secondary containment isolation dampers /s necessary. Relocation of the
secondary containment isolation damper listing from the Technical
Specifications to plant procedures does affect any of rthe accident analyses;
therefore, the proposed change does not i{rvolve a significant increase in
the probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. As discussed in Item 1 above, secondary tonm*ainment integrity is the
function preserved by the secondary contaftwe it isolation dampers.
Technical Specification 3.6.5.1 will continue ‘o require secondary
containment integrity while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, 3,6 §
and wvhen moving irradiated fuel assemblies in the sece¢ndary containment (and
thus the proper identification, control, and periodic testing of the
appropriate secondary containment {solation dampers). Thus, relocation of
the secondary containment isolation damper listing from the Technical
Specifications to plant procedures does not create the possibility of a new
or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. As discussed in Items 1 and 2 above, secondary containment integrity is the
function preserved by the secondary containment isolation dampers.
Technical Spec!ficartion 3.6.5.1 will continue to require secondary
containment integrity while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, 3, 5§
and vhen moving irradiated fuel assemblies in the secondary containment.
Furthermore, the relocation of the secondary containment isolation damper
listing to plant procedures will clarify the Technical Specifications and
ensure a more up to date and accurate secondary containment isolation damper
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iisting, thereby avoiding possible operator confusion. Therefore, the
proposed change does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.
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Proposed Change Number 175

Delete Technical Specification Table "Secondary Containment Automatic

Isolatior Dampers," from Page 3/4 6-2¢
r

Basis

"

The Company requests the removal of ble 3.6.5.2-1 from the Technical

specifications and proposes to replace references to the table with references to
valve listings contained in plant procedures. The Company will provide a specifi
procedure reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent
submittal Our reasons for proj this are described below.
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are subject to change only under requirements of 10CFR50.59. These plant
procedures cover testing (to or beyond che present Technical Specification
requirements) for the secondary containment isolation dampers currently included
in Tahle 3.6.5.2-1. References to plant procedures will replace references to
Table 3.6.5.2-1 in the text of the Technical Specifications.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for thre
following reasons:

T Removal of the secondary containment isolation damper listing frc . the
Technical Specifications is appropriate in the context ot Technical
Specitication reform. Recent industry and NRC efforts to improve the
Technical Specifications have identified component listings as an item for
removal because they do not directly contribute to plant safety. The use of
component listings through reference to plant procedures will ensure that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.
’hanges to these procedures will be controlled under the requirements
of 10CFRS0.59. Secondary containment integrity is the function preserved bv
the secondarv containment isolation dampers. Technical
Specification 3.6.5.1 will continue to require secondary containment
integrity while operating in Operatiocnal Conditions 1, 2, 3, 5 and when
moving irradiated fuel assemblies in the secondary containment. Thus, the
proper identification, control, and periodic testing oi the appropriate
secondary containment isolation dampers is necessary. Reiocation of the
secondary containment isolation damper licting from the Technical
Specifications to plant procedures does change their design or operation.
nor does it affect any of the accident analyses; cherefore, the proposec
change does not involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

- As discussed in Item 1 above, secondary containment integrity is the
function preserved by the secondary containment isolation dampers.
Technical Specification 3.6.5.1 will continue to require secondary
containment integrity while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, 3, 5
and when moving irradiated fuel assemblies in the secondary containment (and
thus the proper identification, contrecl, and periodic testing of the
appropriate secondary containment isolation dampers). Thus, relocation of
the secondary containment isnlation damper listing from the Technical
Specifications to plant procedures does not change their design or operation
so the change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. As discussed in Items 1 and 2 above, secondary containment integrity is the
function preserved by the secondary containment isolation dampers.
Techni al Specification 3.6.5.1 will continue to require secondary
conta: ment integ...; while operating in Operational Conditions 1 2, 3, 5
and when moving irradiated fuel assemblies in the secondary containment.
Furthermore, the relocation of the secondary containment isolation damper
listing co plant procedures will clarify the Technical Specifications and
ensure a more up to date and accurate secondary containment isolation damper
listing, thereby avoiding possible operator confusion. Since there is no
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change in containment design or pressuie retaining capability, the proposed
change does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of safecy.

PAGE 272



Proposed Change Number 176

Add paragraph to Bases Section 3/4.6.3, Primary Containment Isolation Valves, on
Page B 3/4 6-5 to reflect the requirement to maintain a listing at the plant of
primary containment isolation valves and to assure that changes to the list are
made in accordance with the requirements o€ LOCFR50.59.

BasZis

The Company has completed a review of the primary containment isolation

system (PCIS) Technical Specifications and determined that certain changes to
Table 3.6.3-1 are needed to accurately reflect the as-built design of the primary
containment isvlation system, However, rather than propose changes to the table,
CP&L believes it is more appropriate to request removal of Table 3.6.3-1 from the
Technical Specifications and replace references to the table with references to
valve listings contained ‘. plant procedures (the Company will provide a spe.ific
procedure reference for .nclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent
submittal).

Changes to these plant procedures are strictly controlled under 10CFR50.59. In
addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to maintain primary containment
integrity (Technical Specification 3.6.1.1), as well as ASME Code, Section X1
testing requirements (Technical Spacification ¢.0.5) and 10CFR50, Appendix J
requirements (Technical Specification 3.6.1.2) are maintainec. On.y the listing
of valves would be subject to licensee control under 10CFR50.59. Plant procedures
are auditable and subject to inspection by the NRC.

Removal of the valve listing~ from the Technical Specifications is appropriate in
the context of Technical Specification reform. The recent industry and NRC
efforts to i{mprove the Technical Specifications have identified component listings
as items for removal from the Technical Specifications because they do not
directly contribute to plant safety. In addition, the level of detail of such
listings has resulte” in frequent requests for license amendments. This process
has resulted in inherent inaccuracies in the Technical Specifications due to the
delays in receiving license amendments brought about by the current regulatory
environment. The use of component listings through reference to plant proceJures
will ensure that timely information is maintained that reflects recent plart
modifications.

Appropriate mechanisms and controls exist to ensure correct testing for the valves
through plant procedures. As discussed above, these referenced procedure(s) will
incorporate valve list information developed to meet the requirements of Technical
Specifications 4.6.3.1, 4.6.3.2, 4.6.3.3 and 4.6.3.4. 1In addition, Appendix J

of 10CFRS0 (implemented through Technical Specification 3/4.6.1.2) specifies leak
rate (4#st requirements ror containment isolation valves, and thus maintenance of a
list of such vaives. Section XI of the ASME Code (implemented through Technical
Specification 4.0.5) requires once per cycle testing of valve closure and timing
for certain of the valves currently listed in Table 3.6.3-1. In addition,
Technical Specification 4.3.2.2 requires once per cycle performance of a logic
system functional test for most of the valves currently listed in Table 3.6.3-1.
All the abov: requirements are appropriately integrated into plant procedure(s)
which are subject to change only under requirement: of 10CFR50.59. These plant
procedures cover testing (to or beyond the present Technical Specification
requir.ments) for the valves currently includea in Table 3.6.3 1. A complete
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listing of containment isolation valves and requi.ed closure times is also
provided as Table 6.2.4-2 to the Brunswick Updated Final Safety Analysis Report.
References to plant procedures will replace references to Table 3.6.2-1 in the
text of the Technical Snecifications. Specific closure time testing requirements
for the main steam isolation valves will be maintained in the Technical
Specifications under Specification 3/4.4.7.

10CFR30.92 Evaluation

The proposed change revises the BASES section consistent with the relocation of
the listing of primary containment isolation valves from Technical Specification
Table 3.6.3-1 to a plant procedure.

A 10CFR50.92 significant hazards evaluation is not provided for this change since
the Bases are only summary statements in support of the Technical Specifications
and are not considered part of the actual Technical Specifications as provided

in 10CFR50.36.
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Proposed Change Number 177

Add paragraph to Bases Section 3/4.6.5, Secondary Containment Isolation Dampers
on Page B 3/4 6-6 to reflect the r i a
secondary concainment isolation dampers and to assure that changes to the list are

X8
2q

A

Q
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system functional test for the dampers currently listed in Table 3.6.5.2-1

\C
the above requirements are appropriately integrated into plant procedure(s)

are subject to change only under requirements of 10CFR5(.59 These plant
procedures cover testing (to or beyond the present Technical Specification
requirements) for the secondary containment isolation dampers currently included
in Table 3.6.5.2-1. References to plant procedures will replace referencec to
Table 3.6.5.2-1 in the text of the Technical Specifications

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

consistent with the reloc

valves from Technical Sp




