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ATTENTION: Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555

BRUNSWICK STEAM ELECTRIC PIANT, UNIT NOS.1 AND 2
DOCKET NOS. 50-325 & 50-324/ LICENSE NOS. DPR-71 & DPR-62
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. k

31I

' '8803090147 880229 ~

y/cNd p50
k

{c} gig 47PDR ADOCK 05000324 I

P pcp
_______ _J



,

'
'

.~ .

Document Control Desk
NLS-88-051 / Page 2

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,

b
A

L. W. Eury
Senior Vice Pre dent

bab/BAB(letter)

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

cc: Mr. Dayne H. Brown
Dr. J. Nelson Grace
Mr. W. H. Ruland
Mr. 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,

s W ,J
" 'Notar'y (Seal) ,,iiii m een,

My commission expires: // 27 d7 /.***- e
/ ,

j [ NOTARY *t i
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ENCLOSURE 1

BRUNSWICK STEAM ELECTRIC PIANT, UNITS 1 AND 2
NRC DOCKETS 50-325 6 50-324

OPERATING LICENSES DPR-71 & DPR-62
REQUEST FOR LICENSE AMENDMENT

BASIS FOR CHANGE REQUEST

Prooosed Channe 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 containment 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.

g 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.i

| 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 rechnical 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 temoval 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,
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 recest 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 S;scification 3.6.1.1), as well
as ASME Code, Sectiory XI testing requirements (Te chr leal Specification 4.0.5)
and 10CFR50, Appendix J requirements (Technical :ipec fication 3.6.1.2) are
maintained. Only the listing of valves would 1- Q ect 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 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 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. I
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10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not l'nvolve 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 3.6.1.1
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 valvgs). 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.

2. As discussed in Item 1 above, primary containment integrity is the function
preserved by the primary containeent 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). The design and operation of these valves does not
change. 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 accident from any accident
previously evaluated.,

3. 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 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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Procosed Channo 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 Specifications.
' The Specification referenced here should be Specification 3.6.3. The proposed

change makes this correction.

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. It replaces a reference to Technical Specification 3.6.3.1
with a reference to Technical Specification 3.6.3, which reflects the
current reference r. umber 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.

2. 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 is purely an administrative change; it does not reflect
any physical change to the plant systems. Thus, it does not create the
possibility of any new or different type of accident. *

3. 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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Proposed Changte Number 3
.

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

Baala

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

i

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 0-rings is) is OPERABLE.i

.

The wording of Item a.2 currently contains an administrative error. The
1 conjunction "or" is attached to the end of the paragraph. It is unnecessary and

grammatically out of place and should be deleted.
i

: This error has apparently been in place since the original Technical
4

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.

PAGE 5
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10CF150.92 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. The conjunction "or" does not imply any sort of logic; all
five of the main items, a, b, c, 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
previously evaluated.

2. The proposed change le purely administrative. It does not change the
design, operation, reliability, or testing requirements of plant systers.
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 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.

.

PAGE 6

;



!

.

Pronosed Channe Number 4 |
l

Delete Valve Group 7 from 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.

Bar,is

Current'ly, Technical Specification Table 3.6.3-1 identifies the reactor vessel
head spray, residual heat removal (RHR) shutdown cooling supply, and RHR injection
isolation va1.ves as Group 8 valves. Table 3.3.2-1 indicateu Group 8 valvea
isolatt. 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 sesam 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 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 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
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, 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.

LOGIC DESIGN 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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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 observant for unusual occurrences. These changes were:

1. Lower reactor water cleanup system isolation from LL1 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 Ell-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 RRR 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 LL1, 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 Ell F022 and Ell-F023 valves in Table 3.6.3 1, and Group 7 as a
valve group operated by the LL1, reactor steam dome pressure - high and dryvell
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 LL1, 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 superf.tuous 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.

PAGE 9
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Pronosed Channe Number 5
l

Place the operability requirements for Valve Group 8 on a separate 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 1.a.1 specifies the same operability requirementa for Valve
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 1.a.l. 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.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation *

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

1. The proposed change provides additional information in Item 1.a.1 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 1.a.1. 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 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.

PAGE 10
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3. The proposed chan6e 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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Proposed Channe 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 and specify the correct
requiremente for the valve group'(BSEP-1 only).4

Baala * i

Currently, Item 1.a.2 specifies the same operability requirements for Valve
Groups 1 and 3. The existing operability r6quirements apply only to Group 1,
which isolates the main steam line isolation, main steam line drain isolation, and,

reactor water sample line isolation valves. Action Statement 20, "Be in at least
HOT SHUTDOWN within 6 h.urs and in COLD SHUTDOWN within the following 30 hours,",

# applies to Valve Group 1, while Action Statement 24, "Isolate the reactor water
cleanup system," applies to the Group 3 valves. The Group 3 valves isolate 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 instrumentation or equipment; only the way it is referenced in

q Item 1.a.2 will be changed.
) *

10CF150.92 Evaluation

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

. 1. The proposed change provides additional information in Item 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

i 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.

j probability of an accident, nor does it involve a change in the consequences
j 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 neu or different kind of1

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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Pronosed Channe 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 3-11 (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
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.

100r150.92 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 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
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
j it change the demands placed upon this process function. Therefore, there

is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed 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). ,

Baala
1

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 bcing 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.

'

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for C.ne
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 .

isola' tion 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, 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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Pronosed Chanae Number 9

Delete Valve Group 7 from Item 1.b, "Drywell Pressure - High," in Table 3.3.2-1
under Primary Containment Isolation an 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 (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 - icw, 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" in Item 1.b of Table 3.3.2 1. The following factots
contributed to the confusion associated with creation o,f 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 20. 1977, and issued on November 23, 1977.

As part of this conversion, several changes were made to the valva 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
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, new valve
8roups 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.

LOGIC DESIGN 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.

PAGE 15
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Three changes were recommended for BSEP to reduce the complexity of scram
recoveries and to reduca 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:

1. kwer reactor water cleanup system isolation from LL1 to reactor vessel
w eer level - low, level 2 (LL2),

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

3. Delete the drywell pressure - high isolation siguals for RER 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 RER isolation signal. Howevar, the
Technical Specification pages originally submitted with the BSFM 2 submittal
failed to indicate that the drywell pressure - high signal was also to be deleted
for the RHR head spray valves (Ell F022 and Ell-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
ths.t 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 ';e LL1, 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 LL1, 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 t.he Group 7
references in Table 3.2.3 1 as a valva group operated by the LL1, reactor steam
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dome pressure - high and dryweil 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 vanes. The v31ves were not actually Group 7; they were to be Group 8
valves. This amendment was issued on March 6,1964 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 s Grcup 7 in Table 3.6.3 1; however,
the amendment was issued for both units. This amandment 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 E11-7023, are actually Group 8 valves, and
isolate on the signals which isolate the Group 8 Valves. There are no
valves associated with Valva Group 7, and it has been determined thac no
valves should be associated with the current Valve Group 7. Since Group 7
does not currently provide any means cf prot.ection, this change does not
af fect 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+differert kir.d of

j 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 ic change the demands
placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, the margin of safety remains
unchanged.|

I

;
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Addrelak'yRigh,"inTable3.3.21underPrimaryContainmentIsolationonInstidment Number D12-RE-N006A,B,C,D to Item 1.c.1, ' Main Steam LineRadic ion, ;

Page 3/4 3h11.
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The main t.ceshlfpS radiation high instrumentation' detects radioactivity that
may be released as9 result of a control rod drop accidJrt:, and provides isolation
signals to the maisi steam isolation and drain isolar!pny.1res. This limits the
amount of radioactivity released from containment. ,' '

The current T4chnical 8,deifilations refnrence only the instrument number for the
''

radiation monitor drawer'tocat?d in the control room. It does not list the
associatsd radiation detectcrs )hich are located in the main steam isolation valve
(MSIV) pit.' ~ The proposed change aJdj r strument , Number 012 RE-N006A,3,C,D, whichi n

represents the radiation, ov.ectpr(lly en,'Jtem 1.c.1 in rable 3. 3.2-1.
'to These

instrumenu \are not being physi.:a anged or added to the instrument loop; they
currencly exist, but,are not referenced in the a)proprdte place in the table. By
adding dese instrennts to the, list, the instrumenr loop is more clearly and
cespletely identifieri in the Technical SpecsfiM 1'od. This may reduce the
possibi.lity of confurfids concerning which inctbUnt channel is subject to the
requirnacces,of Item 1.c.1. ys

' '
3 5 w._.

locmc .y.1.Fanlua11ag g, ;
> ay

.

Thn propoced chanfe. does nn ~ involve a signifiesnt hazards consideration for the
'following reasonn:

., ,

.l . The propos,J c1ar.ge a&'s a reference to Instrument Number
D12-M-N006A,P',C,D, which rejrns@s the radiation detectors located in the
PSIV o itiin 1 ten 1.c.1 so tne appropriate devices are clearly identified in
thc Techdfcal Specifications in a format ' consistent with other plant
de,cuments and programs. It does not change the devices which perform the
described itmetion, nor does it cha.Id their toility to mitigate accidents.1

7d sinoly ref.:rences tiem more comalet,ely nd correctly. This change will
reduca the. pdibility of misunvir. tanaing about which devices are
associates tid. the usolefon function, thereby potentially reducing errors.
Thereforf., 1*. @ A k..otimpac','cl.Vprobabilityorconsequencesofany

'

accident. prewously evalua'.ed.
';' ,

2. The propued change completes the instrument number references in Item 1.c.1
so the appropriate devices are cleerly f 'antified in the Technical
Specification; in a format consistent with other plant documents and
programs 4 The instrumentation performs the same function aa before fot
mitigating ard .$etecting accidunt ceditions. It is merely being referenced x

Isors Mompletah and correctly. This en ng .aill reQce the pcrantial for
,

' misunderstand. pg abat which devices are associated with the isolation >

function, ther< by oducing the potentia'i 1.br errors. Therefore, no new ,

| accident ' vi,aibilit!bs are broated. Sp ,
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3. 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
c.hange 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 change the demands placed upon this process
barrier. Therefore, there is no effect on the margin of safety.

.
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Pronosed Chanee 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 (BSEF-2 only).

Aaala ,

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.

10CF150.92 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 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
affset 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,

i
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Prooosed Channe Number 12
.

*Add Footnote (i) under Valve Groups in Items 1.c.2, 1.c.3, 1.c.4 (BSEP-2
only),1.d.1.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.

IA111

The reactor water sample line valves, B32 F019 and 532-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 is 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-F019 and
832 F020 retetor water sample isolation valves isolate automatically on all of the
Group 1 isolation signals. It should show t -t onese valves isolate only onb

reactor water level - low or main steam line radiation - high.

This change adds a reference to a new Footnote (i) to Items 1.c.2,1.c.3,
1.c.4 (BSEP 2 only), 1.d, i.e. and 1.f. The footnote states "Does not isolate
B32 F019 or B32 F020." This would correct the current information which implies
that the 532 F019 and B326F020 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 instrumentation and
its function.

.

10CFR50.92 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 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 represent a change in instrumentation or logic;
it merely provides a more adequate description of existing instrumentation
and its 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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.

2. 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 is not created by this change.

,

3. The Group 1 isolation signals, except for reactor water level - low and main
steam line radiation high, would not detect the need to isolate the
reactor water 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 with Valves B32-F019 and 832 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 water 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,

l
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Proposed Change Number 13

Add new Item 1 3, "Reactor Building Exhaust Radiation - High," and associated
Instrument Numbers D12 RE N010A,B and D12 RM K609A,8 to Table 3.3.2 1 under
Primary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-12.

AAA11

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 roleised 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 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 isolate Group 6 auch 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 lines 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 new Item 1.g provides information relating to 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 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 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 i since they perform the same
safety function.

.
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10CFR50.92 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 which is 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 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 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.

2. 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 cause an accident. It only
affects existing instrumentation designed to detect accident conditions.
Therefore, it does not create the possibility of a new accident.

3. 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 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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Pronosed Channe Number 14

Add reference to Footnote (k), which states, "Secondary containment isolation
dampers as listed in plant procedure " with its 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 containment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3 13.

Aalia

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 LOCA due to low
reactor vessel water level 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.

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 isolate 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 1.g. Thus, the two items are listed on separate lines under
Item 2.a.

' Footnote (k) states, "Secondary containment isolation 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
elsewhere 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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10CFR50.92 Evaluation
3

i
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.a under Secondary containment Isolation. The ;

c'urrent 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 containraent isolation upon receipt of a signal from the
reactor building exhaust radiation high instrumentation will be listed in ,!
plant procedure ,

,

There is no change in the design, operation, reliability, or testing I
requirements of existing plant systems. This change provides a more |complete reference to existing plant equipment in its appropriate place in j
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.

,

!

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 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 a plant procedure which
will be specifically identified at a later date. j

*
!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 providos references to the appropriate valves covered by
,

Ites 2.a. This change adds a reference to the dampers which actually t

provide secondary containment isolation. There is no change in the i
response, capability, reliability, or testing raquirements of plant systems, i

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. !

i

'
,

i

| ;

! !

!

! |
| I
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Proposed Change Number ?.5

Place the opsrability 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.

hasis

Currently, Item 2.a specifies operability requirements for Valve Group 6. The
existing operability requirements apply only to the secondary containment
isolation danpers, which are addressed in Proposed Change Number 14. Action
Statement 20, "Be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within 6 hours and in COLD SHUTDOWN
within the following 30 hours," applies to Valve Group 6, while Action 23,
"Establish SECONDARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY with the standby gas treatment system
operating within one hour," applies to the secondary containment isolation
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.

10CFR50.92 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 1.g 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 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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Proposed Change Number 16

Replace Instrument Number D12 RM N010A,8 with Instrument Number D12-RE N010A,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

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 frot 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 isols. tion 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 incorrectly references Instrument Number D12 RM N010A,B as the
reactor building exhaust radiation high instrumentation. This instrument should
be identified as D12 RE N010A,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.

10CF150.92 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, thera is no
change in the probability of an 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 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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3. The proposed change vill 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 schich instrumentation is 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.

.

e
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Pronosed Channe 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 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 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 N010A,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 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.

10CFR50.92 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
.

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 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.

i

2. The existing instrument number Itsted 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.
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3. 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.

.

L
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Pronosed 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.

BAAAA

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 (LL1) and reactor steam done
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 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 CONVFRRION

In 1977, BSEP converted from the custom Technical Specification formet 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'.e c tion . 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, 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. -

LOGIC DESIGN 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 systeni

| isolations and transients so they could concentrate ou the scram itself and be
more observant for unusual occurrences. These changes were:'

1. Lower reactor water cleanup system isolation from El to reactor vessel,

! water level - low, level 2 (LL2),

2. 14wer 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 origin:.1 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 failure to specifically identify the RNR reactor head spray
valves as no longer having the drywell pressure - high signal associated with
them, led those preparing the BSEP-2 custon 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 LL1, reactor steam done
pressure - high and drywell pressure - high. Thu , 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 1.1.1, reactor steam done 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 LL1, reactor steam
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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 3.6.31; 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 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 safety remains
unchanged.
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Proposed Change Number 19

Add reference to Footnote (k), "Secondary containment isolation dampers as listed
in plant procedure " under the valve group column in Iten 2.b. "Drywell,

Pressure - High,'' in Table 3.3.2~.1 under Secondary Containment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3 13. :

BA111

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 through the standby gas treatmont system filters and the stack.
Secondary containment isolation 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 renctor building exhaust radiation high instrumentation to contain
radiation re7 eased in a fuel handling accident.

The current Technical Specifications reference Valve Groups 2, 6 and 7 under
Icem 2.b but do not reference the dampers which in fact establish secondary
containment isolation. 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 isolation dampers.

Footnote (k) states, "Secondary containment isolation 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 plant procedures, as described elsewhere'

in this submittal.

Addition of the footnote reference is necessary because there is no reference to
l the secondary containment dampers in Item 2.b. This change vill 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 Cospany will provide a specific procedurei

f reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent
submittal.

,

i

|
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10CFR50.92 Evaluation j

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 isolation. The dampers which establish3

secondary containment isolation 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 its appropriate place in
tho' 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.

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

j 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 at. n 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 valves covered by
Item 2.b. This change adds a reference to the dampers which actually
provide secondary containment. 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 saft:y.
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Prooosed Channe Number 20

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

Basis

Currently, Item 2.b specifies the same operability requirements for Valve Groups 2
and 6. The existing operability requirements apply only to the seccodary
containment isolation dampers, to which a reference is being addid via Proposed
Change Number 19. 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 23, "Establish SECONDARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY with
the standby gas treatment system operating within one hour," applies to the
secondary containment isolation dampers.

The proposed change places the Valve Group 2 and 6 information on a separate line
with its own action statement, Action 20 under Item 2.b. 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.b will be changed.

10CFR50.92 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.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 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 vill 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 diffarent kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change has 'a 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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Proposed Changte Number 21
t

Add reference to Footnote (k) "Secondary containment isolation dampers as listed |
in plant procedure .." under the valve group column in Iten 2.c "Reactor !
Vessel Water level - Low, level 2," in Table 3.3.2 1 under secondary containment !
Isolation on Page 3/4 3 13. |

.i
Baala '

,

A signal from the reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 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 reacton building and a
controlled vent path through the standby gas treatment system filters and the
stack. Secondary containment isolation would occur during a IDCA due to reactor i

vessel water level low, level or drywell pressure high isolation. This would
minimize the release of radioactivity 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

icontain 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, i

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 ;

isolation 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 i

submittal. !

Addition of the footnote reference is necessary because there is no reference to i
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 Specifications is
currently being developed. The company will provide a specific procedure (reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent j
submittal.

|
t

!

:

!

!
!
1
,

;
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10CF150.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the I

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 i

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.c. 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 vessel water
level - low, levol 2 instrumentation will be listed in a plant procedure
which 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.

,

3. The proposed change provides references to the appropriate valves covered by
Item 2.c. 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.

!

l
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Proposed Change Number 22,

Place the operability requirements for Valve Group 1 on a separate line under
Item 2.c. "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Lavel 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 (BSEF-1 only). ~

&&111

Currently, Item 2.c specifies the same operability requirements for Valve Groups 1
and 3. The ' existing operability requirements apply only to the secondary
containment isolation damperr., which isolate the secondary containment. Action
Statement 20, "Be in at least HOT SKUiDOWN within 6 hours and in COLD SHUTDOWN
within the following 30 hours," appliea to Valve Group 1, while
Action Statement 23 "Establish SECONDARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY with the standby
gas treatment systou operating within one hour," applies to the secondary

,

|
containment isolation dampers.

The proposed change places the Valve Group 1 information on a separate line with
| its own action statement, Action Statement 20, under Item 2.c. 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 changed.

10CF150.92 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.c to make it a
i

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.a.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 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 propcsed 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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Pronosed Channe Number 23

Place the operability requirements for Valve Group 3 on a separate line under
Item 2.c, "Reactor "assel Water Level Low, Level 2," under Secondary containuent
Isolation in Table 3 ;'.2 1 on Page 3/4 3 13 and specify the correct requirements
for the valve group.

Basis

Currently, Item 2.c specifies the same operability requirements for Valve Groups 1
and 3. The existing operability requirements apply only to the secondary
containment isolation dampers, which isolate the secondary containment. Action
Statement 24, "Isolate the reactor water cleanup system," applies to Valve
Group 3, while Action Stc2ement 23, "Establish SECONDARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY
with the standby gas treatment system 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.c. 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 changed.

10CFR50.92 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.c to make it a
more complete and accurare representation of ths existing equipment and
instrumentation. The logic associated with ths 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.c. 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 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 ceflect 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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Pronomad Chansa Number 24
|

*
>

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item 2.c "Reactor ;

Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," in Table 3.3.21 under Secondary containment
'

Isolation on Page 3/4 3 13.

AAA11

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 17.9ts 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 Specificatiota.

10CF150.92 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, i

t
.

| 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 i

i operation. Therefore, it does not create the possibility of a nov 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 war 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 pracess barrier. Therefore, there is

,

no impact on the margin of safety. |

'

i

i

e
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Replace Instrument Number G31 dFS N603 1A,15 with Instrument Number
G31 ,FDS N603 1A 18 in Iten 3.a. "A Flow Hish," in Table 3.3.2 1 under Reactor
Water Cleanup System Isolation on Fage 3/4 3 13.

:
R&A11

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 3.a isolates the reactor water
cleanup syeten supply valves in the event of a rupture ef the reactor water,

I 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,15I

under Item 3.a. The proposed change will reviss that number to
G31 FDS-N603 1A 18. The existing instrument number is not formatted consistently
with that listed in other plant docuesnes.

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.

10CF150.92 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 only more clearly identifies the
existing device. This may reduce confusion about which device is being
referenced and provide consistency with other plant doe'2ments. Therefore,
there is no impact on the consequences of an accident, nor is there any
change in the probability of en accident. t

2. The proposed change does not refleet 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, 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 |
changs the demands.plaevd upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change
does not decrease the margin of safety.
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Proposen Change Number 26

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 a Tepperature High," in
Table 3.3.2 1 under Reactor Water Cleanup System Isolation on Page 3/4 3 13.

;

y y

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 3.c isolates the reactor water :
cleanup system supply valves in the event of a ruptura of the reactor watst
clettnup system. This minimizes the amount of radioactivity, energy, and inver. tory '

lost from the reactor 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 thet
number to G31 TDS N602A,B,C,D,E,F. The existing instrument number is not
formatted consistently with that listed in other plant documents.

his chan6e does not. reflect a change to the instrumentation itself; it only
provides a correct referenen to existing information that is consistent with other
plant documents.

,

10C5150.92 Evaluation ,

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

1. The proposed change will replace instrument meber reference
G31 TS N602A,B,C,D,E F with G31 TDS N602A,5.C D.E.F. It does not change the
device which perfo-as the specified function; it more clearly identifies the
existing device. This may reduce confusion about which device is bein5
referenced and provide consistency with other plant documents. Therefore,
there is no impact on the consequences of an accident, nor is thate 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.

3. De 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 zanction, 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 nr.t decreast the margin of safety.

!
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Pronosed Channe Number 27

Place the operability requirementa-for Valve Group 1 on a separate line in !

Item 3.e. "Reactor Vessel Water Level Low. Level 2." under Reactor W4ter Cleanup
'

3 Syrton Isolation on Page 3/4 3 14 and specify the correct requirements for the ,
,

valve group (58EP-1 only)."
,

BAA1A

Currently, Item 3.e in the MEP 1 Technical 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 Croup 3, wh!\e Action Statement 20 "Be in at least HOT SHUTDOWN within 6
hours and in COLD SHUTDOWN within the following 30 hours," applins only to the
Group 1 Valves. The Group 1 valves isolate the main steam lines.and the main
steam line drain valves on a signal frois the remeter vessel water level low,3

level 2 instru.nentation.

The proposed change places the Valve Group 1 information on a separate line with '
.

its own action 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
Ites 3.a will be changed,

if)(F150.92 Evaluation

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

,

1. The proposed change provides additional information in Item 3.e 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 appropriats operational conditions for "talve Group i under Item 3.e.
The same operability requirements ara listed for Group 1 in Item 1.a.2 under3

primary containment isolation. Because this change provides additional ;

information which will present a more accurate descripcion 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 aceutate Pescription of
existing squipment and instrumentation. It does not represent a change in
logic, nor does it reflect a change in the inst.tument' 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 representatQ n of
existing equipment. Therefore, there is no impact on the targin of safety. ;

,
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IProposed Channe Number 29 <

,

Add new Item 3.f, "A Flow - High - Time Delay Relay," and associated Instrument |Number G31-R6160,D to Table 3.3.2-1 under Reactor Water Cleanup System 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 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 RUCU 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 operability and
surveillance requirements for the existing RWCU a flow - high time delay relays.
The proposed change adds operability 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 confusion.

100FR50.92 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 which is designed 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 previouslyl

evaluated.

2. Specification of the correct operability and surveillance requirements
~

provides additional assurance chat 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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I3. Specification of specific operability and surveillance requirements that are j
similar to those for other isolation instrumentation in this system will not 1

change the operation of the affected equipment. There will be no change in j
the reliability, response characteristics, or setpoints of the '

instrumentation. .Therefore, there is no change in the margin of safety.,
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Pronosed Channe Number 30

Replace "HPCI Steam Line High Flow Time Delay Relay" with "HPCI Steam Line
Flow - High Time Delay Relay" in the t17.le of Item 4.a.2 in Table 3.3.2-1 under
Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page,3/4 3-14.

.

11111

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:

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 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 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, design, or operation. It does not char.ge 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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T ooosed Channe Number 31

f 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 is 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 dryvell pressure." This footnote recognizes the
existing logie 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 is the conservative action if the logic is completely inoperable
and is the same action specified for the Group 4 isolation instrumentation.

.

d

!

4
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10CFR50.92 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 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 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 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.

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.

3. 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.

PAGE 51

|

1



.

Prooosed Channe Number 32

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item 4.a.5, "Bus Power
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 list of instrument tag numbers associated with
the described instrumentation and is provided solely to assist the operator in
usage of the Technical Specifications.

10CF150.92 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
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 does not involvo 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 loS e associated with the instrumentation is represented. Logici

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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Procosed Channe Number 33

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

B1111

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.

.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference 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.

2. The proposed change does not reflect any change in plant design. It more
clearly identifies an existing device and make its nomenclaturo 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,

i
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Pronosed Chanee 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 Pago 3/4 3-15.

B&111

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 necess'ary 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.

10CF150.92 Evaluation
f

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.
.

2. 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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ZIpoosed Channe Number 35

Add new Item 4.a.10, "Drywell Pressure - High," and associated Instrument Numbers
E11-PT-N011C,D and E11-PTS-N011C-2,D 2 to Table 3.3.2-1 under Core Standby Cooling
Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-15.

AA112.

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
pressut a - low and drywell pressure - high signals 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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10CF150.92 Evaluation

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

.

j 1. The proposed change establishes specific operability and surveillance
requirements for existing instrumentation which was not originally includeda

in the Technical Specifications. The HPCI turbine exhaust vacuum breakers
isolate on coincident HPCI steam line pressure - low and drywelli

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 age 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.

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.

3. The proposed change adds requirements for existin6 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.

!

l
|

|
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l
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Pronosed Channe 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 Isolation 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:

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 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. .

3. 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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Procosed Channe 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.

REALE

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 naed 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
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 if the
logic is completely inoperable and is the same action specified for the Group 5
isolation instrumentation.
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10CFR50.92 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 is 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,
nor 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

i

being altered. Only references to existing instrumentation are being added,i

i

|

3. 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,

l

PAGE 59



.

Procosed Channe 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.

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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|Prooosed Channe Number 39
|

l

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," 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 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 censistent with other
plant documents. ,

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference 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 e:tisting device. This
may reduce confusion about which device is being rtierenced 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 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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Frocosed Chanee 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.

Aaala

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item 4.b.10 isolates the reactor core
isolation coolin5 (RCIC) system should there be a RCIC steam line break.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number E51-dTS N601A,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. .

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change will replace instrunent 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.

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.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 demanos placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change
does not decrease the margin of safety.-
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Procosed Channe 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 instrumentation isolates the Group 5 isolation valves in the
event of a RCIC steam line break to mitigate the consequences of t,he 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 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.

10CFR50.92 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 detect an accident; 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 desi n or affect the operation of the instrumentation, there5
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

l equipment or cause it to operate in a manner not previously assumed. It

does not affect any equipment which could cuse 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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Pronosed Channe Number 42

Add new Item 4.b.12 "Drywell Pressure - High," and associated Instrument Numbers
Ell-PT-N0llA,B and E11-PTS N011A-2,B 2 to Table 3.3.2-1 under Core Standby Cooling
Systems. Isolation on Page 3/4 3-17.

Ramla ,

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 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 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 logic has also been
added. Both additions reference 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 n9cessary. 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 if the logic is completely inoperable and is the same action
specified for the Group 5 isolation instrumentation.
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10CFR50.92 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 low pressure and drywell
pressura - 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 snd primary
containment isolation is needed.

This change adds operability requirements for txtstin;; 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 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.

2. The proposed change adds operability requirements to the Technical
Specifications for existing instrumentction. 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 retpoints are
being altered.

3. 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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Prooosed Channe 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 (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 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 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
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, 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 RRR system that isolate or. LL1 and reactor vessel steam dome
pressure - high.

LOGIC DESIGN 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 observant for unusual occurrences. These changes were:

1. Lower reactor water cleanup system isolation from LL1 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 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 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 RER 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 (Ell-F022 and E11-F023). This change was
encompassed in the logic change; however, the Technical Specification pages were
not c5anged 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
I 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 LL1, reactor steam dome
pressure - high and dryvell 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. BSEP 2 now listed a Valve Group 7 for the E11-F022 and

Ell-F023 valves in Table 3.6.3 1, and Group 7 as a valve group operated by the
LL1, 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 LL1, reactor steam
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dome pressure - high and dryvell 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 actaally 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 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 same
signals that isolate the Group 8 valves. There 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 means of protection, this change does not affect the
probability or consequesces 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 currently 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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Prooosed Channe 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 and 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 isolates shutdown cooling system. Action Statement 27, "Deactivate thet

' 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 while 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.

The proposed change places the Valve Group 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
design or operation of the insteumentation or eqaipment; only the way it is
referenced in Item 5.a will be changed.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change orovides additional information in Item 5.a to make it a
more complete and accura 6- 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 refe'.>ences
the appropriate operational conditions for Valve Groups 2 and 6 under
Item 5.a. The same operability requirements are listed for Groups 2 and 6
in Item 1.a.1 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 previde a more complete and accurate description of
existing eq ipment 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 cr 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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Procomed Channe 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.

IAA11
.

Currently, Technical Specification Table 3.6.3-1 identifies the reactor vessel.

head spray, residual heat removal (RRR) 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.

Tabis 3.3.2 1 also lists Group 7 valves as having isolation signals from reactor
vessel water level - low, level 1, drywn11 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 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

,
detection. The isolation signals associated with these valvos 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 vslves originally in Group 2

| associated with the RHR system that isolate on LL1 and reactor vessel steam dome 3

pressure high.

! IDCIC DESIGN CHANGJJ,
I

! 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 scrans due to collapse of voids-

exceeded the LL1 setpoint. This caused unnecessary valve group isolations,

i
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Three changes were recommended for BSEP to reduce the compl9xity 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:

1. Lower reactor water cleanup system isolation from LL1 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 wcs made
on February 2,1976. The BSEP 2 amendment request was submitted in custom format.
On June 22, 1977, a submittal waa 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 dryvell
pressure - high signal be deleted as an RHR isolation signal. However, the
Technical Specification pages originally submitted with the BSEP 2 subnittal.
failed to indicate that the drywell pressure high signal was also to be deleted

,

| for the RRR 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.i .

|

| 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 LL1, reactor steam dome
pressure - high and dryvell 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. 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
LL1, reactor steam dome pressure high arid 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 LL1, reactor steam
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dome pressure - high and dryke11 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 amen ment 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 3.6.1-1; 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 delet'es references to a valve group that does nat exist,
and was never intended to exist. The valves once considered Greap 7 valves, )
E11-F022 and E11-F023, are actually Group 8 valves, and isolate on the I

signals which isolate the Group 8 valves. There are no valves associated .|
with Valve Group 7, and it has been determined that no valves shoule 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 currtntly 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!

I the demands placed upon this procese barrier. Therefore, the margin of /

safety remains unchans;ed.

< >

f

i
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Zggtnged Channe Number 46

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

Antia g

The Group 8 isolation valvyc include those isolation valves in the residual heat,

removal (RHR) system associated with operation in the shutdown cooling mode (the
reactor pressure vessel head spray, shutdown cooling supply, and RHR injection
valves). These valves isolats automatically on reactor vessel water level - low,
level 2 to minimize the reactor inventory loss should there be a malfunction or
rupture of the RRR 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 - highr

is an isolation signal for all Group 8 isolation valves. The proposed change adds
a reference to,a new Footnote (h), which states "Does not isolate Ell F015A,B,"
for the Group S valves. The Ell-F015A,3 valves are the RRR 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 t'or the RHR injection valves Ell F015A,B because its setpoint is
140 psig and RHR is required to inject up to 410 psig. This logic would,
therefore, detriment:11y affect the ECCS function. Over pressurization protection
for these valves is provided by the ECC3 injection logic. This logic prevents
opening the injection pathway if reactor pressure exceede 410 psig, thereby
eliminacing the need for the isolation signal specified by Item 5.b.

10CFR50.92 Evailuatisn

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

1. The proposed revision to the Technical Specifications does not change the
approved design or operation of the RRR injection valves. The necessary
over pressur!.zation protection is provided not by this isolation signal, but
by the ECCS 19) action logic itself. The ECCS logic provides the necessary
protection and fulfills the design requircment. 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 micigative function of the instrumentation,
there is no change in the consequences of any accident.
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Pronosed h aae Number 47

Replace Instrument Number B32-PS N018A,B with Instrument Number 332 PS N018A 1,B
in Item 5.b, "Reactor Steam Dome Pressure High," in Table 3.3.2-1 under Shutdown
Cooling System Isolation on Page 3/4 3 17. ~

Antia

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,

Currynely, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number B32 PS N018A,B
under Item 5.b. The proposed change will revise that number to B32 PS N018A-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.

l'0CF150.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference B32-PS N018A,B
with B32 PS-N018A 1,B. It does not change the device which performs the
specified function; it more clearly identifies the existLng 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.

3. The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that currently
exists under Item 5.b Table 3.3.2-1. 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 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 48

Put Footnotes a through g in parentheses on Pages 3/4 3-18 and 3/4 319, (BSEF-2
only) and double space footnotes (BSEP-1 only).

,

BAAi&

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

10CF150,92 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 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 propcsed 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 tab 1p. It does not involve a change in
the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin
of safety.

.

t
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Pronosed Channe 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.

Basia

Technical Specification Section 3.5 addresses containment systens. 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 app,lication 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 3.6.31 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 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 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 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 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 the existing
Specification 3/4.4.7.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. Removal of the primary containment isolation valve listing from the
Technical Specifications is appropriate in the context of Technical
Specification reform. Rec 6nt industry and NRC efforts to improve the

| Technical Specifications have identified component listings as an item for
I removal because they do not directly contribute to plant safety. The use of

component listings through reference to plant procedures will ensure thati

i 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 isolation valve
listing from the Technical Specifications to plant procedures does not
change their desi n or operation, nor does it affect any of the accident6
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 Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate containment

4 isolation valves). The design and operation of these valves does not
change. Thus, rolocation of the primary containment isolation valve listing
from the Technics 1 Specifications to plant procedures does not create the
possibility of,a new or different kind of accident from any accident3

j previously evaluated.

3. 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

q 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. 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 50
'

Delete Footnote (h) from Page 3/4 3 19 (tsEP-2 only).

34A14

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
applicab'Le or necessary for normal operation.

10CF150.92 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 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 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 injection test, which
; was completed on January 5,1987. No additional testing.is planned;
| therefore, the footnote no longer applies and should be deleted. 'this

i deletion has no impact on the margin of safety.

|

e
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Prooosed Channe Number 51

Add new Footnote (h), "Does not isolate E11-F015A,B'," to the footnote on
Page 3/4 3-19.

Basis
.

The Group 8 isolation valves include those isolation valves 89 the residual heat
removal (RHR) system associated with operation in the shutd cooling mode (the
reactor pressure vessel head spray, shutdown cooling suppl- id RHR injection
valves). These valves isolate automatically on reactor vs water 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 RRR
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
is an isolation signal for all Group 8 isolation valves. The proposed change adds
a reference to a new Footnote (h) which states, "Does not isolate E11 F015A,B,"
for the Group 8 valves. The E11-F015A,B valves are the RRR 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 RRR injection valves E11 F015A,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 if reactor pressure exceeds 410 psig, thereby
eliminating the need for the isolation signal specified by Item 5.b.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

1. 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 th e existing equipment provides the necessary
protection. Therefore, no new accident possibilities are created.
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3. This change establishes operability and surveillance requirements consistent
with 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. 1*.tus, there is no

impact on the margin of safety.
.
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Pronosed Channe Number 52

Add new Footnote (i), "Does not isolate B32 F019 or B32 F020," to the footnote
list on Page 3/4 }w19.

.

.
RAA1A

t

The rea^ctor water sample line valves, B32 F019 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 is 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 F019 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.c.2, 1.c.3, 1.c.4
(BSEP-2 only), 1.d, i.e, and 1.f. The footnote states "Does not isolate B32-F019
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
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. *

10CFR50.92 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 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 represent a change in instrumentation or logic;4

' it merely provides a more adequate description of the existing
instrumentation and its function. The existing design of the system is more

,

clearly defined by the proposed change 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.

1
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2. 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
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 is not created by this change.

3. 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 safety and their elimination from the Technical Specifications
would not change the margin of safety. The automatic isolation of the
reactor water sample line on the existing two trips are the ones which are
necessary and s,ufficient to ensure isolation of Valves B32-F019 and B32-F020
when required.

.

t

|
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Pronosed Channe 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 3/4 319.

Aaala ,

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. ,

10CFR50.92 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 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.

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.

3. 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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Pronosed Channe 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.,

Aaala
,

A secondary containment isolation 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 radioactivity from the reactor building. Secondary
containment isolation is 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.c do not reference the
dampers which, in fact, establish secondary containment. A reference to
Footnote (k) which states, "Secondary containment isolation dampers as listed in
plant procedure , is 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.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change provides a more accurate reference to the appropriate
secondary containment isolation 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.
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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.

2. The proposed change provides a more accurate reference to the appropriate
valves covered by Items 2.a. 2.b and 2.c. The current Technical
Specifications list valve groups which 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.

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 dampers covered
by Items 2.a. 2.b and 2.c. 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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Pronosed Channa Number 55

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

Batin

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

10CF150.92 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.

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 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 fectnotes. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin
of safety.

PAGE 88



_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ____

Pronosed Channe 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 bc
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.

10CFR50,92 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 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, 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
j 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 Channe Number 57
.

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in~ Item 1.a.2, "P.sactor
Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," (BSEF-1 only) and ."Reactor Vessel Water .

Level - 14w, Level 3" (BSEP-2 only) in Table 3.3.2-2 under Primary Contairfront
Isolation on Page 3/4 3 20.

Esaia '

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.

10CF150.92 Evaluaeion

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 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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.

Pronosed Channe Number 58

Delete Footnote (b) from Item 1.c.1, "Main Steam Line Radiation - High " in
Table 3.3.2 2 under Primary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3 20 (BSEF-2 only).

Baalt

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.

10Cr150.92 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 wrs
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

j 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 longer necessary, and deletion of it will not create the possibility of a
new or different type of accident.

3. 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.

i

e
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| Pronosed Channe Number 59
i

| Add new Item 1.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.
e

j Baala
I
g 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 systemi

I valves, to close during a loss of coolant accident (LOCA). This minimizes the
e 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 Group 6

isolation signals much earlier in 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 det,ect 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.g provides information relating to the reactor building exhaust
radiation high instrumentation trip setpoints. ThLs 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 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.

10CFR50.92 Evaluat12n

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 prop, sed 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.

2. Specifying the correct trip 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 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 possibility of a new or different type of accident.

3. Specifying the correct trip setpoint requirements does not affect any
equipment which could cause an accident. It only affects instrumentation
designed to detact radioactivity 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
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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Fronosed Channe Number 60

Replace Instrument Number D12 RM N010A,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 isolate 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, dryvell pressure - high, or reactor building exhaust vent
radiation - high isolation signals.

The current Technical Specifications incorrectly references Instrument
D12-RM N010A,B as the instrument which provides a reactor building exhaust
radiation - high isolation signal. This instrument is a radiation detector and
does not itself have a setpoint. The setpoint is associated with the radiation
monitor drawer 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 is more clearly
identified in the Technical Specifications.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change revises an instrunent 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 is no increase in the probability of any
accident previously evaluated, nor is there any change in the consequences
of any accident previously evaluated.

2. 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. Therefore, no new
accident possibilities are created.

3. The proposed change does not physically change any plant equipment; it
merely references the approprie.te instrumentation 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 impact on the margin of safety.
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Proposed 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 containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3 21.

,

EAtla

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

10Cn50.92 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 notic'ed 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.

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 af 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 footnote. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of
safety.

|
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Propeaad Change Numbar 62 l
!

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.
4 e

AAA11

The proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other
notation throu5 out the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation ofh 1

the table. The conjunction "and" was not . intended < ' 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.

10CF150.92 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

1 consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
,

represent a change in logic, nor does it reflect a change in the i

; instrument function, design, or operation. Therefore, it does not l

; create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any !

j accident previously evaluated, f

i

; 3. The proposed chan;. is an administrative change. It will provide r
- 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 i

'

'

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
safe ty.

i

!

l

!

i

!
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Pronosed Chnea Number 63

Replace Instrument Number G31 dFS N603 1A,1B with Instrument Number
G31 FDS N603-lA,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.

BA111

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 radioactivity, energy, and
inventory lost from the reactor vessel.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number
G31 dFS N603-LA,15 under Item 3.a. The proposed change will revise that
number to G31-FDS N603 1A,18. 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.

10CF150.92 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,18. It does not change the
device which performs the specified function; it more c1marly
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 or different type of
accident.

3. The proposed change will more clearly identify 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 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. Therefo a, this change does
not decrease the margin of safety.
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Proposed Channe Number 64 I

Replace "Area Ventilation Temperature a Temp High" with "Area Ventilation
A Temperature High" in the title of Item 3.c in Table 3.3.2 2 under

'Reactor Vater Cleanup System Isolation on Page 3/4 3 22.

laala

The reactor water cleanup system (RWCU) isolation actuation 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 under such conditions. A potential
rupture is 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 level - low level 2. The system also
isolates 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 a flow high instrumentation to
prevent spurious isolation signals which can result when 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. .

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed chang 6 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 is there any change in the consequences of any
accident,

j,

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 still function in the same manner. Therefore, there are no new
accident possibilities created.
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3. The proposed change provides a more clear, concise description of the
actual function of the area delta temperature monitoring
instrumentation. It does not physically alter any plant
instrumentation and, therefore, does not impact the margin of safety. ,
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Fronosed Channe Number 65

Replace Instrument Number G31-TS N602A,B,C,D,E F vith Instrument Number
G31 TDS-N602A,B,C,D,E,F in Item 3.c, "Area Ventilation
A Temperature - High," in Table 3.3.2-2 under Reactor Vater Cleanup System
Isolation on Page 3/4 3 22.

Basis

I 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 radioactivity, energy, and
inventory lost from the reactor vessel.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Nu: abor
G31 TS N602A,B,C,D.E.F under Item 3.c. The proposed change vill revise that
number to C31 TDS 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 inforumtion that is consistent with

'other plant documents.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation
,

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

1. The proposed change vill replace instrument number reference
G31 TS N602A,B,C,D,E,F vith G31 TDS N602A,B,C,D E,F. Itadoes not
change the device which performs the t,pecified function; it more
clearly identifies the existing devica. 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 type of

,

I accident.

3. The proposed change vill 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 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 al?.eviated. It does not change the design or
capability of the primary containment system nor does it change the
demands placed upon this process barrier. The re fore , thiJ change does
not decrease the margin of safety.
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Proposed Channe Number 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.

BAAAA i
,

The' proposed changes were made solely to provide consistency with other
notation throu5 out the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation ofh

i the table. The conjunction "and" was not intended to describe logic
functions of the instruments. The word "and" van 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 ir.strumentation and is
provided solely to assist the operator in usage of the Technical
Specifications.

10CF150.92 Evaluation '
<

The proposed change d'oes not involv9 a nignificant 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 adainistrative 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
asfaty.
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Pronosed channe Number 67

Replace * with (a) in Iten 3,.e, "Raactor lessil Water Level' - Low, Level 2,"

in Table 3.3.2 2 under Recctor ? W.i?.tr Cleanup Syste n Isolation on .
Page 3/4 3-22. .J \ '

'
, ,,

La' sis .'
t 1

'

The proposed change was made solely te. provicts consistency throughout the
table. .

19f23122SI_3 valuation 3

Th's proposed change does net involve a significant hazards c3nsideration for '

the following i'essons:

1. .The proposed change.is an administrative change to the Technical
I Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The

content of the , footnote has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in
this enclosur:. The footnote has been changed from * to (a) to
provide clarity and consistency to the table. Therefore, it does not
involve a significant'inersase in the probability of an accident, nor
does it involve a chaige in the consequences of an accider.t previously
evaluated. . .

,

2. The proposed changt is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not< \

represent a chanSe in the content of the footno'.es. Therefore, iti

does not cre jte tia -possibility of a.nni-or different kind of accidentu
'

from any acc pent pr.s f o' sly evaluated.iu .

3. The proposed change,1s an administrativi change. It will provide
consistency and clatity within the table. It-does not involve a
change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact.t

I
on t.ue targin of rafeev.

'( ,

'
a

+
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Fronosed Channe Number 68
,

Add new 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
System Isolation on Page 3/4 3 22.

Basia

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
Irmt from the reactor vessel. A potential rupture is sensed by any of the
fo11owin5 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 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 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.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation .

The proposed 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
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
prevjously assumed. It does not affect any equipment which could
cause an accident. It only affects instrumentation designed to detect

j the occurrence of an accident. Thus, this change does not create the
| possibility of a new accident.
1
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3. 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 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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Pronosed Channe 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:

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,

'O ln y its title has been reworded to be consistent withor operation.
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..

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. Therefore, there is
no impact on the margin of safety.
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Pronosed Channe 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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Procosed Channe Number 71

Replace Instrument Number E51-dTS-N604C,D with Instrument Number
E51-TDS-N6040,D in Item 4.e.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.

11111

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.

10CF150.92 Evaluation

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

1. 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.

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 identification of the
instrument may be alleviated. It does not change the design e-
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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Prooosed Channe 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.

Aasia

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 necess'ary so that the trip function description more clearly
reflects the actual area the instrumentation monitors. The existing
description is a generic BVR 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 hazard.s consideration for
the following ressons:

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
concernin5 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.

2. 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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3. The proprsed change provides a clarification in the description of ane

existing isolation function. It does not change the design,
reliability, or function of any plant equipment; it merely references
them recre clearly. Thus, there is no impact on the margin of safety
as a result of this cliange.

.
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Pronosed Channe Number 73

Add setpoint requirements for a new Item 4.a.10 "Drywell Pressure - High,"
and associated Instrument Number Ell-PTS N0 llc-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 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 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 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 to specify the appropriate
setpoints. These values are consistent with the accident analysis
assumptions and are the same as for other LOCA detection instrumentation.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the followin5 reasons:

1. The proposed change establishes setpoint requiroments for existing
instrumentation which was not originally included in the Technical
Specifications to provide additional assurance that primary
containment is isolated 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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2. 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 isolation
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.

3. The proposed change adda 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 is no impact on the
margin of safety of the plant.

.
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Proposed Channe Number 74

Replace "RCIC Steam Line Hi h Flow Time Delay Relay" with "RCIC Steam LineS
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.

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
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.
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 Channe Number 75

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in Table 3.3.2-2 I
'

under Item 4.b.5, "Bus Power Monitor," under Core Standby Cooling System.

Isolation on Page 3/4 3-24.

Basis

The preposed 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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Pronosed Channe Number 76

Replace Instrument Number E51-dTS N604A,B with Instrument Number
E51-TDS-N604A,8 in Item 4.b.8, "RCIC Stoam 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.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
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 probability of an accident.

2. 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 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
l demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does

not decrease the margin of safety.

t
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Procosed Channe Number 77

Replace Instrument Number E51-dTS N601A,B with Instrument Number
E51-TDS-N601A,B in Item 4.b.lO, "RCIC Equipment Room A Temperature - High,"
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 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.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
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.

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.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

I 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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Pronosed Channe 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.

18.811

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

The current Technical Specifications do not specifically r'eference 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 analyseg. 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 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.

10CFR50.92 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 existin5 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 setpoint requirements provides additional
| assurance that the instrumentation will perform its intended safety
i 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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3. 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.

,
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Froposed Changte Number 79

Add setpoint requirements for new Item 4.b.12, "Drywell Pressure - High,"
and associated Instrument Number E11-PTS-N01LA-2,B 2 to Table 3.3.2 2 under
Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-25.

BRA 11

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 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 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 RCIC 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 dryvell pressure high instrumentation.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. 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
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 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.

2. 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.

3. 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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Pronosed Channe 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.

10CTR50.92 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 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 previausly
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 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 footnote. Therefore, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.

|

I
!

l

:

1
1
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Pronosed Channe Number 81

Replace Instrument Number B32-PS-N018A,B with Instrument Number
B32-PS-N018A-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 operating in shutdown cooling mode. This minimizes
reactor inventory loss.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number .

B32-PS-N018A,B under Item 5.b. The proposed change will revise that number
to B32-PS-N018A-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.

10CFR50.92 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 N018A,B with B32 PS N018A 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 irspact 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 is 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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Fronosed Channe Number 82

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

|
'

Baala

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

10CF150.92 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 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.

2. The proposed change is purely administrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. It does not
represent e 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 vilk 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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Prooosed Chance Number 83

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

.

A1118.

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:

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 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 longer necessary, and deletion of it will not
cruate the possibility of a new or different type of accident.

3. Footnote (b) was added to support a one time hydrogen injection 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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Pronosed Channe Number 84

Relocate Footnote (a), "Vessel water levels refer to REFERENCE LEVEL ZERO,"
from the bottom of existing Page 3/4 3-21a to the bottom of new
Page 3/4 3-25 (BSEP-2 only).

! Basis

This footnote is being relocated from existing Page 3/4 3-21a to the bottom,

i 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.,

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed ch,ange relocates Footnote (a) from existing
Page 3/4 3-21a 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
accident, nor is there any change in the consequences of any accident.

2. The preposed change is administrative in nature. It does not change
the content of the affected footnote; it only relocates it to the
bottom 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..ive 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.

PAGE 124

. _. . . -



*
.

Proposed Change Number 85

Replace reference to Footnote f with (d) and add Footnote (a) to the
response time column heading on Table 3.3.2 3 on Pages 3/4 3-26
through 3/4 3-29.

BRA 11

'

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 vcive 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 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 explanation of the
requirements for determining instrumentation response time in Footnotes (a)
and (f), which state:

(a) The isolation system instrumentation response time shall be
measured and recorded as a part of the ISOLATION SYSTEM RESPONSE
TIME. Isolation system instrumentation response time specified
includes the delay for diesel generator starting assumed in the
accident analysis. .

(f) Isolation system instrumentation response time specified for the
Trip Function actuating each valve group shall be added to
isolation time shown in Table 3.6.3 1 and Table 3.6.5.2-1 for
valves in each valve group to obtain IS01ATION SYSTEM RESPONSE
TIME for each valve.

Footnote (f) 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.1
and 4.b.1, which are concerned with the HPCI and RCIC steam line flow high
instrumentation.

i 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
j measured and recorded as a part of the IS01ATION SYSTEM RESPONSE

TIME. Isolation sp tem instrumentation response time specified
includes any delay for 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 di6sel 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 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:

1. 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 meraly
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.

3. The proposed change does not reflect a change to the desFgn 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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Prooosed Channe Number 86

Delete Item 1.a.2, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," trip

1 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).
t

( 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
j 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 be'cause the
i instrumentation no longer actuates any valve groups that need to be
i 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.
4

10CFR50.92 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
4 Item 1. Via a previous submittal, the trip function for the Group 1
i, 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
I 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
p 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
j operation of any equipment. It merely provides the applicable
L, 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.
I

a
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Prooosed Channe Number 87

Replace Footnote * with Footnote (c) in Item 1.a.2, "Reactor Vessel Vater
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 Containment Isolation
on Page 3/4 3-26.

Basis

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

10CFR50.92 Evaluation
i

i

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

s

1. The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consister.cy 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 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 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. *

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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Fronosed aunee Number 88 t.

Add "$13(h)" under the response tine column for Item 1.a.2,' kReactor Vessel
Water 14 vel - Low, Level 2," (BSEP-1 only) and "<13" under the responsa time
column for Item 1.a.2, "Reactor Vessel Water Level - Inw, Levt.1 3" Q3EP-2 ,

only) 'in Table 3.3.2 3 under Primary Containment Isolation or. PaSe 3/4 3 26
<,

,

Basis
i

Xtem 1.a.2 specifies the response time requirements for the reactor vessel
water level - low, level 2 instrunentation 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 inment to less than that determined by
i

othe 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 generatot( /

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
in:trumentation 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 !
tise of 1.0 second for the trip function instrumentation of Item 1.a.2. A

i reference to Footnote * which states, "Isolation actuation instrumentation '

.

response time only," is also provided. This footnote indicates that any,

i time delay needed for diesel generator starting is not subject to the'

response time requirement since the requirement applies only to the
instru:nentattion.,

Tne trip function covered by Item 1.a.2 actuates both AC powered valves and
the main steam isolation valves (MSIVs). The MSIVs are not dependent on AC
power for clonure. The response times currently specified are appropriate
for the MSIVs, but not for the other valves actuated by this instrumentation
ainee 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 timer for associated valves except MSIVs." 1
The proposed chan&e also ronises Footnote *, -which is associated with
the 1.0 second response time, to Footnote (c) which states, "Isolation /

j system instrumentation response tire for MSIVs only. No diesel generator
delays assumed."
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L The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the follwing res2ons:

i ) -,

h . .a

t 1. The proposed change clarifies the existing resterta time requirements
'

. fowthe. reactor vessel water level low, level 2 instrumentation.' '

3 'The reaponse time currantir listed, 1.0 seconds, actually applies only
.

;, to the 9ain steam isolation valves. The new additional response time
i' listed c13 seconds, applies to the AC powered valves which rely on the

diessl generators. The 13 secords includes the diesel generator start
times 1

. . j.

tp, The MSIV closure time is the most eritical because it represents the

worst case pathway for inventory, anergy, and radiation loss. The
,

response time for this instrumatication has not changed. The design,,

creration, reliability, or testing requirementa of plant ejntems have
7

i n_ot changed. The instrumentation will function in t.he same manner as
's t curren*1y does; the response times ,for the referenced information
,will be acre co'mpletely and accurately-represented in the Technical
' Specifications and remain in agreement,with the accident analysis
assumptiors. 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 clarification of existing information. The
MSIVA ha.vm r. response time of 1.0 second. Other valves which are
associated with the reactor vessel water level low, loyal 2

instrumentation are AC powered. Therefore, diesel gencrator delays
thcula be used in calculation of tha response times for thoen valve..
This infor".etion is now referenced in the Technical Spect,fications,
m/ sing it a more complete and accurate document. No changes are being
t=ade.! to the desipt, operation, or testing requirements of the existing
instrumentation:, the proposed change only provides a refererce to
existing irtfonnation. Therefore, it does not create the pcssibility
of a new or 'dit'farent tyTe of accident.

3. The proposed shan te does not enange the ..tesign, operation, or testing
raq'tirements of any existing instrume thtion or aquipment. It only
prn"ides t. referance to existing information which was not. previously
referenced in d.e Technical Specifications. Thus, there is no impact

6n the matgin of safety. _

<
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Pronosed Channe 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.

BM11

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 ofr ,

instrument tag numbers associated with the described instrumentation and is
provided solely to assist the operator in usage of the Technical

_. Specifications.

1ML7t50.92 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, there fore , 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
tapresented. 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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Pronosed Channe Number 90

Replace Footnote * with Footnote (c) in Item 1.c.1, "Main Steam Line
Radiation - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Primary Containment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3-26.

Balia

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

10CF150.92 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 foocnote has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in
this enclosure The footnote has been changed from * to (c) tos

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.

.
1'

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 r,afety.

!
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I Proposed Channe Number 91 |

Add "$13(h)" under the response time column for Item 1.c.1, "Main Steam Line
| Radiation - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Primary Containment Isolation on
i Page 3/4 3-26.

Basis

Item 1.c.1 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 1.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 to the
response time requirement since the requirement applies only to the
instrumentation.

The trip function covered by Item 1.c.1 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."

!

!

|

PACE 133



_ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _

*
.

I
i

|*

1

10CFR50.92 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 radiation - high instrumentation. The
response tima 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 represento 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.

2. 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. There fore , it does not create the possibility
of a new or different type of accident.

3. 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 Channe Number 92
.

Replace Footnote * with Footnote (c) in Item 1.c.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 elsewhere in
this enclosure. The footnote has been changed from * to (c) 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 involve a
change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact
on the rargin of safety.

1
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Pronosed Chanae Number 93

Add "$13(h). under the response time colunn for Item 1.c.3, "Main Steam Line
Flow - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Primary Containment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3-26.

,

Aalia

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 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
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 1.c.3. 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 1.c.3 actuates both AC powered valves and
the main steam isolation valves (MSIVa). 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 o41ves other than

.

,
the MSIVs to accommodate the diesel generator start time. A new Foetnote !

| (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
i system instrumentation response time for MSIVs only. No diesel generator

delays assumed."

,

i
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10CFR50.92 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 i

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.4

2. 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 Technical
Specifications, making it a more complete and accurate document. No

1 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.

3. 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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Pronosed Channe Number 94

Replace Footnote * with Footnote (c) in Item 1.c.4, "Main Steam Line
Flow - High," in Table 3.3.2 3 under Primary Containment Isolation on
Page 3/4 3 26 (BSEF-2 only). -

11A11

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

10CrK50,92 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 (c) 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 che.nge 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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Procosed Channe Number 95

Add "<13(h)" under the response time column for Item 1.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.c.4 specifies the response time requirements for the main steam line
flow high instrumentation that actuates the valve group isolations while
in the startup mode. 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 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 af ter the
loss of off site power before the valves can stroke closed. The
instrumentation response time is, therefore, the greater of the
followin5; 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.c.4. A
reference to Footnote * which states, "Isolation actuation inserumentation
response time only," is also provided. This footnote indicates that any
time delay needed for diesel generator strating is not subject to the
response time requirement since the requirement applies only to the
instrumentation.

The trip function covered by Item 1.c.4 actuates both AC powered valves and
the main steam isolation valves (MSIVs). The liSIVs 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, "Isolation system
instrumentation response time for MSIVs only. No diesel generator delays
assumed."
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10CFR50.92 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 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 clarif'ication 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.

3. 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.

1
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Proposed Channe Number 96

Add new Item 1.g, "Reactor Building Exhaust Radiation High," and
associated Instrument Numbers D12 RE N010A,B and D12 RM K609A,B to
Table 3.3.2 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 Group 6 isolation signals much earlier in 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 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 cor.tainment 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 6 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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10CF150.92 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
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.

~

2. 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 possibility of a new
accident.

3. Specifying the correct response time 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 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 Channe Number 97

Replace Instrument Number D12-RM N010A,B with Instrument Number
D12 RE-N010A,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-N010A,B
as the reactor building exhaust radiation high instrumentation. This
instrument should be identified as D12 RE N010A,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 ir.strument 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.

10CFR50.92 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 beins 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.

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 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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3. 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 which instrumentation is 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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Prooosed Chanae 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.

11111

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 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 N010A,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 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 Speciffcations.

10CFR50.92 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 identified. The list of instruments associated with the
reactor buildin,g 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 extr, ting
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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2. 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.

3. 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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Fronosed Chanee Itumber 99

Replace "and" with ";" in 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.

BA111

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.

10CF150.92 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
Sp.cifications 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
I 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 Changte Number 100 i
,

*Replace Footnote * with Footnote (c) 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 (BSEP-1 only).

,

latin

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

10CF150.92 Evaluation

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

i

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 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 i

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 :

1 consistency and clarity within the table. It does not involve a-
'

change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact
i

i on the ms.rgin of safety.
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Procosed Channe Number 101

Add "sl3(h)" under the response time column for 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 (BSEP-1 only).

Basis

Item 2.c specifies the response time requirements for the reactor vessel
water 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 radioactivity
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.c. 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 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.

10CFR50.92 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 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 is 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 6f 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 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 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 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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Pronosed Channe 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
water 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 assumeo 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.c. 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 durrently
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 secondary containment isolation dampers. This item is
consistent with the accident analysis assumptions and is sufficient to

i initiate secondary containment before any release of radioactivity following
I a LOCA. The correct response time requirements for the MSIVs are specified

under Item 1.a.2.

10CFR50.92 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 reactor vessel water level - low, l'evel 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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I

,

The MSIV closure time is 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 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.

L

2. 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 cecident analysis. Since

7
the equipment will still operate and perform its safety function as

-

before, the change does not create the possibility of a new or i
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 not previously '

ispecified 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 :
i no impact on the margin of safety.

;
'

.

i

i

:

1

e

:

l

|

i

i

5

PAGE 152
f

1

--,,---.-,n.,-,--,,n,,,.--nn.--.----n- . . - - -- -.



_ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ ___ . _ _ - . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ______ _________ __ - _________

.
.

Proposed Change Number 103

Replace Instrument Number G31 dFS-N603 1A 15 with Instrument
Number 031 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.

Maait

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 radioactivity, energy, and
inventory lost from the reactor vessel.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument
Number C31 dFS-N603 1A,18 under Item 3.a. The proposed change will revise
that number to G31 FDS N603-1A,18. 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.

10cr150.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
C31-dFS N603 1A.18 with G31 FDS N603 1A,1B. It does not change the
device which performs the specified function; it more cidarly
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 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 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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Pronosed Channa Number 104

Replace "$13" with "s45" under the response time column and add reference to
Footnote (g) 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. +

IA111

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 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 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 A 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 flow high trip function. This value does not 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 new reference to a new Footnote (g) which
states "Includes time delay added by the time delay relay C31 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.

10CTR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The a flow high instrumentation response time currently listed in
Item 3.a does not show 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, 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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2. 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.

3. 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.

.

9
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Promoned Change Number 105

Replace Instrument Number 031 TS N602 A,B,C D E.F with Instrument Number
G31 TDS N602 A,B,C D.E.F in Item 3.c. "Area Ventilation
A Temperature - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Reactor Water Cleanup Systen
Isolation on Page 3/4 3 27.

Atala

The isolation instrumentation listed in Ices 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 radioactivity, energy, and
inventory lost from the reactor vessel.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrumrnt Number
G31 TS-N602-A,B,C.D,E F under Item 3.c. The proposeo change will revise

; that number to G31 TDS N602 A,8,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 is c'onsistent with j

other plant documents, i
.

i

lQQFR50.92 Evaluation
,

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

-,

i 1. 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. It does not 4

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, not 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 existfn6 device, and make its nomenclature
consistent with that used in otier plant documents. Therefore, it

does not create the possibility of a new or dtfferent type of'

accident.

! 3. The proposed change will more cl.early 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 nueLee 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 alleviatr . It does not change the design oro
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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II22S13d Changte Ifumber 106 I

i
J. Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listingo in item 3a ,

J)"Reactor Vessel Water Level Low, Level 2 " in Table 3,3.2 3 under Reactor

Unter Clemyup System Isolation on Page 3/4 3 27 (BSEP 1 only).

h3AAAA |
'

3

Theprbposedchangesweremadesolelytoprovideconsistencywithother ;

notation throughout the section and to avoid confusion in interpretation of
'

the table. Th6 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,

lagFMO.92 Evaluation

'j 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. Thereforc, 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 chance in the
i instrument function, design, or operction. Therefore, it does not
'

create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident yreviously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It will provide;

i consistency within the table, and eliminate any confusion there may be
j as to <hether 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
j this process barrier. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of
l safety,
i

i r
,

9

I

i

i
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Pronosed Channe Number 107 -

Replace Footn'ne : * with Footnote (c) in Item 3.e, "Reactor Vessel Water
Level -- Low,14 vel 2," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Pricary Containment Isolation
on Page 3/4 3-27,qbSEP-1 only).

,

DMh
. !> ,

/ This change was made solely to prcride consistency thrusghout the table.
,

lOCFR50.92 Evaluation
) -j,

The proposed change does not in'olvefa significant hazards consideration for
7

the following reasonr:
i

1. The proposed chwnge is ai admin?.strative change to the Technical
Specifications te. provide consi.9tency thro'aghout the table. The
content of the fcotnote has not d',saged unlass noticed elsewhere in
this enclosure. Tne footnoto has been changed from * to (c) to
nrovide clarity and consistency to the table. Ther(fore, it does not
. involve a sigd!ficant increece 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 providad in the table. It does not
represent a change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, it
does not creato the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any ae'cident previously evaluated,

i =
I

3. The proposad change is an administrative change. It will provide'

consistency and clarity 4fphin the table. It does not involve a
change in the content 6f thi footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.

'
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Pronosed Channe Number 108

Add "sl3(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 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 radioactivity, 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. Tne
instrumentation response time is, therefore, the greater of tha
following: 1) the measured response time of tha instrumentation by itself,

'including any time delay relays, or 2) the ctart time of the emergencys

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
isolation before any significant release of radioactivity following a LOCA.
There is no response time requirement related to an RVCU line break as the
trip function is not depended upon for mitigating that event. The correct
response time requirements for the MSIVs are specifi'ed under Item 1.a.2.
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10CFR50.92 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 reactor vessel water level - low, level 2 instrumentation.
The response time currently listed, 1.0 seconds, actually applies onlye

,
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 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 clarification 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 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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Prooosed Channe 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 radioactivity, 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
instrursntation 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 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 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 levol - 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 proposed change establishes a 13 second response time
requirement which it the correct isolation time for the valves other than
the MSIVs. This time is consistent with the accident analysis assumptions
and is sufficient to Initiate isolation before any significant release of,

radioactivity following a LOCA. There is no response time requirement
related to an RWCU line break as the trip function is not deoended upon for
mitigating that event. The correct response time requirements for the MSIVs
are specified under Item 1.s.2.
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100FR50.92 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 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 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 preposed change is a clarification 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 accfdent.

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 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.

!

|

I
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Pronosed Channe 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.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change addresses response time requirements for
instrumentation which is designed to detect an accident and not
prevent one. These requirements are cos.sistent with the accident
analysis assumptions and are similar to those for other associated
instrumentation. There is ne 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 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 aanner not previously

l assumed. It does not affact 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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3. 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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Pronosed Channe Number 111

Replace Footnote if with Footnote (e) in Item 4.a.1, "HPCI Steam Line
Flow - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation
on Page 3/4'3-28.

,
Basis

i

l 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 proiide consistency throughout the table. The
content of the footnote has not changed unless noticed elsewhere in
this enclosure: The footaote 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,

t

j 2. The proposed ch'ange 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 ;.cssibility 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 Channe Number 112

Delete reference to Footnote (a) in Item 4.a.1, "HPCI Steam Line
Flow - High," in Table 3.3.2-3 under Core Standby Cooling Sfstems Isolation
on Page 3/4 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 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 explanation of the
requirements 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. Isolation system instrumentation response time specified
includes the delay for diesel generator starting assumed 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 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. 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.

'

t

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.

*

10CFR50.02 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
the r'o11owing 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.
There fore , 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.

3. The proposed change does no't reflect a change to the design of the
plant. It more clearly states exis' si cequirements, and will

_

potentially reduce confusion and n: mretation of the
requirements. It does not changt 4,;agn or capability of the
primary containment system, nor does it change the demands placed up:n
this process barrier. Therefore, the margin of safety is not

*
decreased.
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Prooosed Channe 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.

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
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 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 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.

|
i

!
t

!

!
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Proposed Channe 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 operatrr 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 c'onsistency 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 oarrier. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of
safety.

,
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Prooosed Channe 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 Technical
Specifications imply that it monitors only the area temperature.
Item 4.a.7, "HPCI Steam Line Ambient Temperature - High," provide s the
information for the area temperature, and lists the correct operability and
surveillance requirements 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.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

| 1. The proposed change replaces the title of Item 4.a.8 witM 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

i 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.

!

! 2. 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

j 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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Prooosed Channe Number 116

Replace Instrument Number E51-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 1.s 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.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change vill replace instrument number reference
E51-dTS-N604C,D with E51 TDS-N604C,D. It does not char.ge the device;

| which performs the specified function; it more clearly identifies the
| existing device. This may reduce confusion about which device is
l 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 accident.
,

( 3. The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that
I 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 changs does
! not decrease the margin of safety.

1

i
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Pronosed Channe 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 Page 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.

*100FR50.92 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 referer.ced 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.

2. 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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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.-

.

:

I .

,

|

|
1.

!

|

!

+
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Procosed Channe Number 118-

Add new Item 4.a.10 "Drywell Pressure - High," and associated , Instrument
Numbers E11-PT N011C,D and Ell-PTS-N011C-2,D-2 to Table 3.3.2-3 under Core
Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-28.

Baala

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 pressure - low and drywell pressure - high
signals to establish primary containment. The steam line pressure - lov

,

signal indicates HPCI is isolated or no longer needed because the reactor is i

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 vacuum breunr
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 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
instr usentation for the dryvell pressure - high trip function associated
with ths 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
radioactivity from primary containment during a LOCA, so the response time
of the instrumentation is not critical or a factor in the accident analysis.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. 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 existing
instrumentation to provide additional assurance that p. ' mary
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. 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.

2. The pro' posed 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 does not provide an opportunity for
occurrence of any new accidents because no equipment, operability
requirements, or setpoints are being altered.

3. 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.

1

4

$
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Prooosed Channe 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.

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 footnotes 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 a charge in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. The proposed change in 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 Channe 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 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 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 explanation of the
requirements for determining 'nstrumentation response time in Footnote (a),
which states:

(a) The isolation system instrumentation response time shall be
measured .3ud recorded as a part of the ISOLATION SYSTai RESPONSE
TIME. Isolation systc= instrumentation response time specified
includes the delay for diesel generator starting assumed 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 system instrumentation 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 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 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 tima assumed in the accident analysis.

100FR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. 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 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.

3. 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
;cquirements. 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.

|

I
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Pronosed Channe Number 121

Replace "RCIC Steam Line High Flow Time Delay Relay" with "RCIC Steam Line
Flow - Hi h Time Delay Relay" in the title of Item 4.b.2 on Table 3.3.2-3S
under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29.

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:

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

2. The proposed change is purely administratise. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the table. Ic 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.*

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,

i

h
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Proposed Channe 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 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.

i

|
|

|

|
[
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Proposed Channe 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,"
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:

1. 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 clea rly 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 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 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.

|
!

PAGE 181

l



.

Proposed Channe Number 124

Replace "Emergency Area Cooler Temperature - High" with "RCIC Equipment Room
Ambient Temperature - High" in the title of Item 4.b.9 in Table 3'3.2 3
under Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29.

AAA11

The emergency area cooler temperature - high isolation signal isolates the
Croup 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
Croup 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 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 "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 confideration for
the following reasons:

i
i 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.

2. The proposed change revises the trip function so the appropriate trip.

function is clearly identified in the Technical Specifications. It

does not chang'e 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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3. The proposed change provides a clarification in the description of an
existing isolation funct. ion. 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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Prooosed Change Number 125
.

#

I 'Replace Instrument Number E51-dTS-N601A,B with Instrument Number
E51-TDS-N601A,B in Itea 4.b.10, "RCIC Equipment Room A Temperature - U1 h "6
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) system should there be a RCIC steam line

_

'break. i

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number
E51-dTS-N601A,B under Item 4.b.10. The propeaed change will revise that
nucler 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.

10CTPJ0.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change wit'. replace instrament 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 vleh 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.

V

2. The proposed change does not reflect any' change in plant design. It

more clearly identifies an existing device'end make its nomenclature
consistent with that used in other plc.nt doc.uments. Therefore, it

does not create the possibility of a n6w accident.

3. The proposed change will more clearly Itrntify 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 prov"de consistency

,

in nomenclature with other plant documents. By making :he'

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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Prenosed Channe Number 126

Add new Item 4.b.11, "RCIC Steam Line Tunnel Temperatute - High Time Delay
Relay," ani 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.

I Basis

The reactor core isolation coc: ling (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,

'

operability and surveillance requirements for the existing RCIC staan line

| tunnel high temperature time delay relays. The proposed change adds
' response time requirements for these relays. A specific response time

~

requirement it. not needed for these time delay relays since they are part of|
<

I 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 logic describ..' in Item 4.b.? and were not listed

| separately in the table. Thest relays do not initiate any isolution signal;
'

however, they are an important part of the inservaentation, and it has been
determined that they should be addressed separately in the table to avoid
possible confusion.

I 10CFR50.92 Evaluation

i The proposed change does not involv9 a significant hazards consideration for
the following reasons:

1. The proposed change addresses response time requirements thr
instrumentation which is designed to detect an accident and not
prevent one. These requirements are consistent w*.th the accident
analysis assumptior.s and are sitallar to those frk other associated
instrumentation. There is no change to the equipment or how the
equipment is operated; only references to existing instrumentation are
being added to the table. Since the establishment or response time
requirements does not change the design or affect the operation of the
1(atrumentation, there is no increase in the probability of an
accident, nor is there any change in the consequences of any tecident
previously evaluated.

2.< Specification of the correct response time requirements provides
additional assurance that the instrumentation will perform its

bg intended safety function. It does not change the design or operation
of any equipment or cause it to operate in c mannst not previously
assumed. It does not affect any equipment which could cause an
accident. It only affects instrumentation Jesigned to detect the
occurrence of an accident. Thus, this change does not create the
posstbilier of a new accident.

g

. s
'
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consistent withe he,other isolet. ion, instrumentation for this systemt

will not offect' or change the operation of the 'rffected equipment.
There will,be no change in the reliability, respdnse characteristics,
or setpotnts of the instrtueentation. It does not change the design or
capability of the primaty conttisment system, nor does it change the
d sme.nds placed upon this pror.cs s barrier. Therefore, there is no
changeinthemarginof' safety.C -
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Proposed Channe Number 127

Add new Item 4.b.12, "Drywell Pressure - High," and associated Instrument
Numbers Ell-PT N011A,B and Ell PTS-N01LA 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 lino
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 devulopment 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 dryvell 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 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.

The isolation logic associated with t.hese vacuum breakers requires 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 pressure - 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 system outside
containment. Closure of the Group 9 valves is not depended upon to limit
the release of radioactivity from primary containment during a LOCA, so the
response time of the instrumentation is not critical or a factor ir the
accident analysis.

f
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10CF150.92 Evaluation '

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

4

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. Tho 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.

This change adds rosponse time requirements for existing
instrumentation to provide additional assurance that primary
containment is. 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 probability of an accident, nor is there any change
in the consequences of any accident.

.

2. 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
isolation assurance. It does not provide an opportunity for any new
accidents because no equipment, operability requirements; or setpoints
are being altered.

3. 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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Pronosed Chanae Number 128
1
~

Replace Instrument Number 532 PS N018A,8 with Instrument Number
y 532 PS-N018A 1,8 in Item 5.b, "Reactor Steam Dome Pressure High," in

; Tatie 3.3.2 3 under Core Standby cooling Systems Isolation-on
Paga 3/4 3 29a.

Baala
;

The isolation instrumentation listed in Item S.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
,

332-PS-N018A,8 under Item 5.b. The proposed change will revise that number
to B32-PS-N018A-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 itsnif; it only
provides a correct reference to existing information that is consistent with
other plant documents,

i 10CFR50.92 Evalurtl2B
|

'

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

f,

1 1. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference
| B32-PS-N018A,5 with B32-PS-N018A-1,B. It does not change the device
'

which performs the specified function; it more clearly identifie; the i

existing device. This may reduce confusion about which device is'
being referenced and provide consistency with other plant documents, i

| 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 accident,
,

! 3. The proposed change will more clearly identify an instrument that
I 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 system, nor does it change the !

! demands placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does '
,

; not decrease the margin of safety,
f
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PropostI Channe Number 129

Replace "...shown in Table 3.6.3 1..." with "...shown in plant procedure
..." in Footnote (d) on Page 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
valvss 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 refercnces 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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I

a

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 |,
ithermal 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
1

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 i

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
i

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 3.673 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 prasent 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.

i
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10Cr150.92 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 remove.1 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 vill 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.

i 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 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. Therefore, the change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

J. As discussed in Items 1 and 2 above, primary containment integrity is
the function preserved by the primary containment isolation valves.
Technical Specification J.6.1.1 will continue to require primary
containment integrity while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2,i

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 capability, the proposed
change does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

,
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Procosed Channe 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
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 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 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 design function of the primary containment isolation valves is to
preserve primary containment integrity. The design function of the
secondary containment isolation dampers is similar to that for 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 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 containment isolation
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.c.1 requires the cycling of and verification of
isolation time for automatic dampers.

Specification 4.6.5.2.c.2 requires verification of isolation damper
operability through the application of an isolation test signal to
verify the damper actuates properly. This testing is required
every 18 months.

First, removal of the secondary containment iiolation damper listing from
the Technical Specifications is appropriate in the context of Technical
Specification reform. The recent industry and NRC efforts to improve 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 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
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 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.c.2. 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 secondary 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.

i

!

<

|
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10CF150.92 Evaluation

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

1. Removal of the secondary containment 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 of 10CFR$0.59. 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 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 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, 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, control,
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 a new or different
kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. h. 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 :noving irradiated fuel assemblies in
j 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 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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Pronosed Channe 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 tin ( 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 footno'te. 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 * to (c), which makes it
consistent with other nomenclature throughout the table.

10CFR50.92 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. It 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 instrumentation. 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 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
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.

2. 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.

3. 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,

l

:

|
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Proposed Chanae Number 132

Replace f with (d) in the footnote listing on Page 3/4 3-29b.
,

BAA11

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

10CF150.92 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 (d) 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 involve a.

change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact
on the margin of safety.

.

|

<
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Pronosed Channe Number 133
.

Replace di with (e) in the footnote listing on Page 3/4 3-29b.

Anaia

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

10CF150.92 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 fd 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 involve a ;

change in the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no impact '

on the margin of safety.

|

|

.
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Pronosed Channe Number 134

Replace fif with (f) in the footnote listing on Page 3/4 3-29b.

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 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 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 margin of safety.
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Pronosed Channe Number 135

Add new Footnote (g), "Includes time delay added by the time delay relays
(C31 R616C D)," to the footnotes on Page 3/4 3 29b.

11111

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 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 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 a 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 a flow - high trip function. This value does not
reflect the 45 second time delay added by time delay relays G31 R6160,D, and
there fore , the response time is 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 ti8e delay relay
C31-R616C,D," which is referenced in Item 3.a.

10CFR50,92 Evaluation

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

1. The a 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 is 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 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, and there will be no change in
how the equipment operates.
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3. The proposed change does not impact the way in which the referenced
instrumentation 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 does not have any
impact on the margin of safety.
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Pronosed Channe 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.

IAE11

The isolation system response time is the sua 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, "Isolation 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 (c) which make that note applicable only to the MSIVs.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. 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 timas 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

1

increase in the probability of an accident, nor is there a change in ;
-the consequences of an accident. '

I2. 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

i 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 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 po,ssibility 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 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,i
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| Pronosed Channe 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 29c (BSEF-2 only).

AAA11

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.

10CFR50.92 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 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 L

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, 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 138

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item 1.a.2,
"Reactor t'assel Wate.r Level Low, Level 2," in Table 4.3.2 1 under Primar*y
Containn pt Isolation on Page 3/4 3 29c (BSEP-1 only).

IA111

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 pursly 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.

10CF150.92 Eysluation

I 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, not 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 noti

| create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
j 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.

.

1
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Proposed Channe Number 139
.

Add related Instrument Number D12 RE N006A,B C.D to Item 1.c.1, "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 stesa line isolation valves and drain
isolation valves. This limits the amount of radioactivity 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 N006A,B,C,D, which represents the radiation detectors, to Item 1.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 referenced
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 is subject to the requirements of
Item 1.c.1.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change adds a reference to Instrument Number
D12 RE N006A,B,C,D, which represents the radiation detectors located
in the MSIV pit, in Item 1.c.1 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
which 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 poten,tially reducing errors. Therefore, it does not
impact the probability or consequences of any accident previously
evaluated.
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2. The proposed change completes the instrument number references in '

Item 1.c.1 so the appropriate devices are clearly identified in the J

Technical Specifications in a format consistent with other plant I

documents and programs. The instrumentation performs the same
function as before for mitigating and detecting accio int conditions.
It is merely being referenced more completely and corr 6ctly. This
change will reduce the potential for misunderstanding about which
devices are associated with the isolation function, thereby reducing
the potential for errors. Therefore, no new accident possibilities
are created.

3. 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 isolation
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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J Pronosed Channe Number 140
i

Replace Footnote f with (f) in Item 1.e, "Condenser Vacuum Low," in
Table 4.3.2-1 under Primary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29d. !

!

Baala |

This change was made solely to provide consistency throughout the table, i

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 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 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 margin of safety.

,
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'Proposed Channe Number 141

Add new Item 1.g "Reactor Building Exhaust Radiation High," and
associated Instrument Numbers D12 RE N010A,8 and D12 RM K609A,B to
Table 4.3.2 1 under Primary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3 29d. *

R& Bit

The reactor building exhaust radiation high isolation signal causes the
Group 6 isolation valves, which include the containment atmospheric control i

valves, and certain containment atmospheric monitoring and post accident i

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,
dryvell 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 18 p;avides information relating to the reactor building ,

exhaust radiation high instrumentation surveillance requirements. 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 operability and surveillance requirements :

for isolation of the Group 6 valves on a signal from the reactor building
exhaust radiation - high instrumentation. These requirements are similar to
those listed for the other Grovo 6 signals specified under Item i since they
perform the same safety function.
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10CF150.92 Evaluation

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

i
1. The proposed change establishes specific surveillance requirements for ;

instrumentation which is designed to detect accident conditions, not j

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 j

'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 I

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 ;

dire:tly applicable to the Geoup 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.

,

2. 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
i 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 possibility of a new

accident.
' 3. 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,

i 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,

i

4

.

i

!
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Proposed Change Number 142 j,

Replace * with (e) in Item 2.a. "Reactor Building Exhaust Radiation . Hign,"
in Table 4.3.2 1 under Secondary Containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3 29e.,

&&A11

; This change was made solely to provide consistency throughout the table. /
10CF150.92 Evaluation l

7/s

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

,

'j
1. The proposed change is an odministrative change to the Technical r

Specifications to provide consistency throughout the table. The
content of the footnote has not changed unless specified elsewhare in (~this enclosure. The footnote has been changed from * to (e) to

3
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 conseo;.tences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. The proposed change is purely adrainistrative. It will provide
consistency with other entries provided in the tab 1'. It does note
represent a ch.ange in the dontent of the footnotes. Therefore, it -'

does not create the possibility of a new or dif,ferent kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed change is an administrative change. It.will provide
consistency and clarity within the hable It does not involve a
change in the content of the footnote's. Therefore, there is no impact

'on the margin of safety.

.

]

I

(.
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Pronosed Ch1DERJumber 143

Replace Instrumont Number D12 RM N010A,B with Instrument Number
D12 RE N010A,B in Item 2.a. "Reactor Buildin6 Ixhnust Radiation - High," in
Table 4;3.2-1 under Secondary containment Isolation on Page 3/4 3 29e.

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 conjuretion with
the standby gas treatment system to establish a. negative pressure in the
reactor building and a controlled vent path throu6h the standby gas
treatment system filters and the stack. Secondary containment isolction
would occur during a loss of coolant accident (IDCA) 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 19c2 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 N010A,B
as the reactor building exhaust radiation - hi h instrumentation. Thisb
instrument should be identified as D12 RE N010A,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 instrunent loop
being more clearly and completely identified in the Technical
Specifications, and reduce the possibility of confusion concerEing which
instrument channel is subject to those Technical Specification requirements.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for
?.ha 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 J.evices 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 sn 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 it represents; this change will only revise the instrument
number to match that listed in other documentatiin. 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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{radidioh, high instrumentation being more correqtly identified in
the Technical ep cifications. The nomenclature s111 be consistent ,

with that used in other plant documents and programs and therefore,

ieduce confusion about which instrumentation is being referenced.,

There is no physical change to the instrumentation; only its number is
being revised in the Technical. Spas.ific.eyions. Therefore, this change
has no impact on the margin of safety.
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Prorosed Chan2e Number 144
,

Add related Instrument Number D12-RM-K609A,B to Item 2.a, Reactor Building
Eahaust 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 occur during a loss of coolant accident (LOCA) due to a reactor vessel
water level - low, level 2 or dryvell pressure - high signal. 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-N010A,B. It
should also list the radiation monitor drawer D12-RM-KG09A,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 Specifications.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does rot 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 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 existing
instrumenttcion. 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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2. The existing instrument number listed under Item 2.a does not
completely represent the instrumentation associated with the isolation
instrumentation. There is no change to the instrumentation
represented; the proposed change will only add an additional
instrument number to completely reference the instrumentation
currsntly listed. This change may reduca misunderstanding about which
devices are associated with the isolation function'. Thus, this change
does not create the pessibility of a new accident.

3. 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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Procosed Channe Number 145

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item 2.c,
"Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," in Table 4.3.2-1 under
Secondary Containment 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 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.

100FR50.92 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 V 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, nor does it change the demands placed upon this
process. Therefore, there is no impact on the margin of safety.
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Pronosed Channe Number 146

Replace Instrument Number G31 dFS-N603-1A,lB with Instrument Number
G31-FDS N603-1A,lB in Item 3.a. "A Flow - High," in Table 4.3.2 1 under
Reactor Water Cleanup System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-20e..

Basis

The isolation instrumer,tation listed in Item 3.a isolates the reaccor 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 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:

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 cliarly
identifies the existing device. This may reduce confusion about which
device is being referenced and provide consistency with other plant
docunents. 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 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 tog number is being revised to provide consistency
in nomenclature with other plant documents. By making the
nomenclature consiste.nt, 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 Channe Number 147

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
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 radioactivity, energy, and
inventory lost from the reactor 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 that
number to G31-TDS-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 is consistent with
other plant documents.

10CFR50.92 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 refer 2nced and provide consistency with
other plant documents. Therefor 9, there is no impact on the
consequences of an accident, ne t is there any change in the
prcbability 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.

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 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

3 placed upon this process barrier. Therefore, this change does not
decrease the margin of safety.
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Prooosed Channe Number 148
.

Replace "and" with ";" in the instrument number listings in Item 3.e,
"Reactor Vessel Water Level - Low, Level 2," in Table 4.3.2-1 under Reactor
Water Cleanup System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29e.

Aaala

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
invo?ve a change in the consequences of an acciden't 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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Prooosed Channe 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 Vater 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 RUCU
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
operability and surveillance requirements for the existing RUCU
a flow - high time delay rela.vs. 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 confusion.

.

,
100FR50.92 Evaluation

1

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 which is designed 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 operatiaa of the instrumentation, there is no
increase in the probability of an accident, nor is there any change in

j the consequences of any accident previously evaluated.

1

|
|
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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
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.

3. 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.

.

1
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Pronosed Channe 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.

Aaala

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

P

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
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.

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.
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, 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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Pronosed Channe Number 151 1

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 correct instrument number.

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 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.

2. 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. The re fore , 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.

1
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Proposed Channe 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. 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 in 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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Egooosed Channe Number 153

Replace Instrument Number E51-dTS-N604C,D with Instrument Number
E51-TDS N6040,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 S'pecifications list Instrument Number
E51 dTS-N604C,D under Item 4.a.S. 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.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. 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 18entifies 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 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 Channe 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
(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.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change will change the description cf a trip function to
more clearly identify the area the instrumentatic.a monitors. The
current wording, "Emergency Area Cooler," does nt t 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.

2. 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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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 Channe Number 155

Add new Item 4.a.10, "Drywell Pressure - High," and associated Instrument
Numbers Ell-PT-N0 llc,D and Ell-PTS-N011C-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 isolation 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 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 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 r aun breaker

J

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. Surveillance requirements for the actuation instrumentation
are addressed 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. The specified
requirements are the same as for similar instrumentation for this
application and are sufficient to ensure reliability.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. 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 ateam 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
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.

2. 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 doas not provide an opportunity for
occurrence of any new accidents because no equipment, operability
requirements, or setpoints are being altered.

3. 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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Pronosed Channe 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 sole.ly 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:

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
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.
Therefore, it does not creace 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, 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 Channe 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 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. There fore , 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. Inerefore, 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.

I

l

l
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Proposed Channe Number 158

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," 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 cooling (RCIC) system should there be a RCIC steam line break.

Currently, the Technical Specifications list Instrument Number E51-dTS-N604A,B
- under Ites 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 hazard: consideration for the
following reasons:

1. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference E21-dTS-N604A,B
with E51-TDS-N604A,B. It does not change the device which performe the
specified function; it more clearly identifies the existing device. Tnis
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
posaibility 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
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.

i
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Prooosed Channe 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 3 29h.

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-N60ia.3
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. .

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference 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. The re fore , chere is no impact on
the consequences of an accident, nor is there any change in the probability
of an accident.

2. The proposed :hange 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, 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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Prooosed Channe Nu:aber 160

Add new Item 4.b.11, "RCIC Steam Line Tunnel Temperature - High - Time Delay
Relay," and associated Instrument Number E51-KC-h602A,B to Table 4.3.2-1 under
Core Standby Cooling Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-29h.

EM11

The reactor core isolation cooling (RCIC) stema line tunnel temperature - high,
time delay relay instrumentation is part of the instrumentation that 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 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 tequirements 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 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 isolation signal; however, they are an
important part of the instrumentation, and it has been oetermined that they should
be addressed separately in the table to avoid possible confusion.

10CFR50.92 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 is designed to detect an accident and not prevent one.
These requirements are consistent with the accident analysis assumptions .tnd
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.

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 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.
;

1

PAGE 235

|

|



3. 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
containment, nor does it change the demands placed upon this process
barrier. Therefore, there is no change in the margin of safety.

.

2
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Prooosed Channe Number 161

Add new Item 4.b.12, "Drywell Pressure - High," and associated Instrument Numbers
E11-PT-N011A,B and E11-PTS-N011A-2,B-2 to Table 4.3.2-1 under Core Standby Cooling
Systems Isolation on Page 3/4 3-291.

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 relitf 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 coolant accident (LOCA) exists and
primary containment isolation is needed.

~

The current Technical Specifications specify operability and maintenarce
requirements for the Group 5 isolation 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 exhaust vacuum breakers E51-F062 and
E51-F066.

The isolation logic associated with these vacuum breakers requires a signal frem
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 addressed
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 sufficieat to ensure
reliability.

| 10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

,

1. 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

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 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.

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.

3. 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 Channe Number 162

Replace Instrument Number B32-PS-N018A,B with Instrument Number B32-PS N018A-1,B |
in item 5.b, "Reactor Steam Dome Pressure - High," in Table 4.3.2-1 under Shutdown
Cooling System Isolation on Page 3/4 3-291.

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 operating in shutdown cooling mode. This minimizes reactor inventory
loss.

Currently, the Techn3 cal Specifications list Instrument Number B32-PS-N018A,B
under Item 5.b. The proposed change will revise that number to B32-PS N018A 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 documents.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. The proposed change will replace instrument number reference B32 PS N018A,B
with B32-PS-N018A-1,B. It does not change the device which performs the
specified function; it more clearly identifies the existfhg device. This
may reduce confugien about which device is being referenced and provide
consistency with othe r 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 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 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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'Prooosed Channe Number 163 b

Replace *with(e)andmoveitto$heendofthefootnotetableonPage3/4329j.

Basis

This change was made solely'to provide consistensv throughout the table.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hczar'ds consideration for the
.

'following reasons: ,

1. The proposed change is an administrative change to the Technical
Specifications to provide consistency thr6ughout the table. The content of
the footnote has not chang,ed unless noticed elsewhere in this enclosure.
The footnote has been changed from~ w 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 chenge is an administrative change. It will~ provide
consistency and clarity within the table. It does not involve a ch.inge in
the content of the footnotes. Therefore, there is no imp *act on the margin
of safety.

,

,

k 3

n

\|
s

i 1

'

PAGE 240

_ __ . _____ _, __ _ _ _ _ __ __ _ _ __ _ .



\'
'

''( .
.

'

,i

^)
,

Pronosed Channe Number 'l64

Replace i with (f) and move it.ta the end of the footnote table on Page 3/4 3 29j.
'

RaA11 t

1
'

This (ch'a' ge was made solely to provide consistency throughcat the table.-if n
/

1Q.QFR50.92 Evaluation
7

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 (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 a change in
the consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

'e
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's. Therefore, it does not create the possibility

Iof a tunt 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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Fronosed Chante Numbor'165

Delete the reference to Table 3.6.3-1 in Spe-ification 3. .1.1 on Page 3/4 6-1.
)

,

\

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 surveillar.ces:

Specification 4.6.'3.1 requires that primary containment isolation valves be
demonstrated operable by cycling and isolation tin:e' testing fo: lowing

'maintenance, repair, or replacensent work. I c
'

/ ,/

Specification %.6.3.2 requires verification of isolation, valve' operability
through the application of an isolation test signa.?. to yerify the valve
actuates properlyn> TM s cesting is required every'18 sonths.

'

3

Specificrtion 4.6.3.3 require's verification of the isolation time for
power-operated and autdmatic valves. ! f 5

*
, ,

Specification 4.6.4.4 requires that reactor instrumentation system isolation
valves be de.nonstrated opgrable byf cycling the valve every 18 months.

Specification 4'6.7. 2.d requires Type B and C leak testing of primary
containment itclatich valves,<

(i

The Company has completed a review of' the primary cont Mnment isolation,

system (PCIS) Technical Specificatiot.a and determined M.at cerfain changes to
Table 3.6.31 are needed to accuratelf reflect the. as built design of the primary
contain-ent isolation sptem. Howeviti rather than propose changes to the table,
CP&L believes it is more appropriate to request removal of T4 1e 3.6.3-1 from the
Technical Specification., and replace references to the table 5.ith references to
valve listings contained in planc procedures (the Company yill provide a specific
procedure reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifi;at!sns via a subsequent
submittal). Our reasons for this ' determination are descri d 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
11 stings as ftems for remoeal from the Technical Specifications because they do
not directly contribute to plant safety. In addition, the level of detail of such
listings his resulted in frequent requests for license amendments. This process
has resulted in inherent inacesrucies in the Technical Specifications due to the
delays in recc.iving license amendments brought about by the current regulatory
environment. The NRC has already recommended ano; approved removal of the
analogous snubber listing from the Technical Specifications. In addition, tables
relating to fire protection devices and contattunent 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 instru:nentation response times, and reactor trip system

,
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instrumentation response times have been removed from the Technical Specifications
for the Shearon Harris Plant and references to plant procedures incorporated. The
use of componer.t lis;:ings through reference to plant procedures ensures that

| timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.
1

,
Second, changes to these plant procedures are strictly controlled

| under 10CFR50.59. In addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to
I 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 10C m50, Appendix J requirements (Technical Specification 3.6.1.2) are
maintained. Only the listing of valves would be subject to licensee control
under 10c m50.59. 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 10CFR50.59. These plant procedures cover testing (to or
beyond the presant Technical Specification requiremants) for *.he valves currently
included in Table 3.6.3 1. A complete listing of containment fsolation 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 tre Technical Specifications under Specification 3/4.4.7.

lq.FR50.92 EvaluationQ

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

| 1. Removal of the primary contalement isolation valve listing from the
Technical Specifiestions is appropriate in the context of Technical
Specification reform. Recent induscry 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 isolatien 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
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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 accident4

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 integrity4

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 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, 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 operator confusion. Since there is no change in
j containment design or pressure retaining capability, the proposed change

does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of s'afety. ;
a

.

I

I

*
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i

Prooosed Channe Number 166 i
,
c

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,

'

IA111

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 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 i

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.

,

i 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

i

Technical Specifications and replace references to the table with references to
, valve listings contained in plant procedures (the Company will provide a specific
i procedure reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subsequent
! submittal). Our reasons for this determination are described below,
t

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 icems for removal from the Technical Specifications because they do
not directly contribute to plant aafety. 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

j breakers have been removed from the Technical Specifications for other dockets.
For example, listings relating to containment isolation valves, snubbers,

I 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 instrumentaticn 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, chanEes to these plant procedures are strictly controlled
under 10CF150.59. 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
maintsined. 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. 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 tho above requirements are
appropriately integrated into plant procedure (s) which are subject to change only
under requirements of 10CFR50.59. These plant procedures covel testing (to or
beyond the present Technical Speelfication 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:

' 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 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 req.. ice primary containment integrity while
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operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper,

'
'

identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropria:e 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
analysos; 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 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.

3. 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. Furtnermore, 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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Pronosed Channe 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 .

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 requiros that reactor instrumentation system isolat;on
valves be demonstrated operable by cycling the valve every 18 months.

.

Specification 4.6.1.2.d requires Ture 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 primar
containment isolation system. However, rather than propose changes to the tablo ,

; 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 contain J fn plant procedures (the Company will provide a speciff.
procedure reference for inclusion in the Technical Specifications via a subseruenti

submittal). Our reasons for this determination are described below.

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. 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
! 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. 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
valtes 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.

10CFR50.92 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 i

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 contoinment
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.

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 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.

3. 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 possible operator confusion. Since there is no change in
containment Jesign or pressure retaining capability, the proposed change
does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of, safety,

;

;

;

,
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Procosed Channe 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 containrint isolation valves be
demonstrated operable by cycling and isolation timo 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 fsolation
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 ta 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
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
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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 mechanises 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

j 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 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
i
; The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
I 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 reference to plant procedures will ensure that'

timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.
Changes to these procedures will be controlled under t,he requirements

i
' 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
i
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identification, control, and periodic testing of the appropriate containment

isolation valves). Relocation of the primary containment 'tolation 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.

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 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.

3. 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 possible operator confusion. Since there is no change in

i containment design or pressure retaining capability, the proposed change
does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of safety.
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Procosed Channe Number 169

Add a reference to plant procedure in Action b 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 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 prinary 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,
CP6L 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 amendmencs 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 Cire protection devices and containment penetration protection circuit,

| breakers have been removed from the Technical Specifications for other dockets.
For exemple, listings relating to containment isolation valves, snubbers,

'

. containment penetration protection devices, motor operated valve thermal overload
i

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. 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 montrols 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 tiaing 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
bevond the present Technical Specification requirements) for th*e 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:

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 au 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 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 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.

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 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.

3. 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 oporating 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 Channe Number 170

Replace the references to Table 3.6.3 1 with references to plant procedure
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 containment isolation valves
(PCIVs). The Brunswick Plant Technical Specifications currently reqaire 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

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 Technical Specifications for other dockets.
For exemple, 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 10CFR50.59. In addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to

i 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. In addition, Technical Specification 4.3.2.2 requires -

i once per cycle performance of a logic system functional test for most of the
j valves currently listed in Table 3.6.3 1. All the above requirements are

Ii appropriatelyintegratedintoplantprocedure(s)whicharesub{ecttochangeonly
under requirements of 10CFR50.59. These plant procedures cover testing (to or

{ beyond the present Technical Specification requirements) for the valves currently
j 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
j 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 ;
j

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

! 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
j Technical Specifications have identified component listings as an item for j
j removal because they do not directly contribute to plant ::afety. 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
,
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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 contairmient 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.

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 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 doas 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, 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 isolati.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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Prooosed Channe Number 171
_

Delete Footnote * under Specification 4.6.3.4 (BSEP-1 only) on Page 3/4 6-13,
,

which states the following:

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 be
. operated in Operational Conditions 1, 2, or 3 until the surveillance

requirements listed below have been completed. Upon accomplishment of the j
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?l-F047C, B21-F047D, B21 F049C, and B21-F049D.

Basis

Footnote * was added to the Technical Specifications via Amendment 72 to provide a
one time extension of the 18 month surveillance interval for four ret.ctor
instrumentation system isolation valves. This extension was applicable until
November 2, 1984; 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
folloping 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.

2. The referenced footnote no longer applies to BSEP-1. The unic was shutdown
prior to expiration of the footnote, 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.

3. 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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Pronosed Che me Number 172

Delete Table 3.6.3 1, "Primary Containment Ir 'no s," which is currentlys

located on Pages 3/4 6-14 through 3/4 6-17, c .e existing Pages 3/4 6 18-

through 3/4 6 30 to accommodate its deletion

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 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

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

j 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,

i 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

j 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 10CTR50.59. 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 requiremer ' (Technical Specification 3.6.1.2) are
maintained. Only the listing of valves would be subject to licensee t ntrol
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 requiremenes 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.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

The proposed change does not involve a significant hazards consideration for the
i

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 reference to plant procedures will encore that
timely information is maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.
Changes to these procedures will be controlled under the requirements
of 10CFR50. 59. Primary containnent integrity is tha 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
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.

2. 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 operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, and 3 (and thus the proper
identification, control, avi 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.

3. 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 isciation 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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Prooosed Channe Number 173

Delete references to Table 3.6.5.2 1 in Technical Specification 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 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 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 design function of the primary
containmer.t isolation valves is to preserve primary containment integrity. The
design function of the secondary containment isolation dampers is similar to that
for 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 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. In
addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to maintain * secondary
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 modifications.

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 4.6.5.2.a 4.6.5.2.b, 4.6.5.2.c.1 and 4.6.5.2.c.2. In 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
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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 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.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. Removal of the secondary containment 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
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 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 probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. 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, control, and periodic testing of the
apptcpriate secondary containment 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.

3. 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 in the secondary containment.
Furthe rmore , 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 operator confusion. Since there is no
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change in containment design or pressure retaining capability, the praposed
change does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of safety.
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Procosed Channe Number 17A

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 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 repisce 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 containment integrity. The
design function of the secondary containment isolation dampers is similar to that
for 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 believs 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. In
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 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 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 environment. The use of component listings
through reference to plant procedures will ensure that timely information is
maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.

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 4.6.5.2.a. 4.6.5.2.b, 4.6.5.2.c.1 and 4.6.5.2.c.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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isclation dampers currently listed in Table 3.6.5.2 1. In addition, Technical

Specification 4.3.2.1 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 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 isolation dampers currently included in Tabic 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 the
following reasons:

1. Removal of the secondary containment 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 enntribute 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 da'mpers. 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 is necessary. Relocation of the
secondary containment isolation damper listing from the Technical
Specifications to plant procedures does affect any of the accident analyses;
therefore, the proposed change does not it.volve a significant increase in
the probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. As discussed in Item 1 above, secondary t.on*ainment integrity is the
function preserved by the secondary contalment isolation dampers.
Technical Specification 3.6.5.1 will continue to require necondary
containment integrity while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, 3, 5
and when moving irradiated fuel assemblies in the sectndary containment (and
thus the proper identification, control, 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 create the possibility of a new
or different kind of accident from any aceident 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 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.
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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Proposed Channe Number 175

Delete Technical Specification Table 3.6.5.2-1, "Secondary Containment Automatic
Isolation Dampers," from Page 3/4 6-24.

Basis

The Company requests the removal of Table 3.6.5,2-1 from the Technical
Jpecifications 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 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 .9

containment isolation system, dowever, 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 valver is to preserve primary containment integrity. The
design function of the secondary containment isolation dampers is similar to that
for 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 it is also appropriate to request removal of the
Table 3.6.5.2-1 from the Technical Soecifications.

Changes to these plant procedures are strictly controlled under,10CFR50.59. In

addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to maintain secondary
certainment integrity (Technical Specification 3.6.5.1) are maintained. Only the

v.ing of valves would be subject to licensee control under 10CFR50.59. Plant4

,.ocedures 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 ? Is resulted in inherent inaccuracies in the
Technical Specifications due to the detays in receiving license amendments brought
about by the current regulatory environment. The use of component listings
through reference to plant procedurea will ansure that timely information is
maintained that reflects recent plant modifications.

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
Specifica ions 4.6.5.2.a, 4.6.5.2.b, 4.6.5.2.c.1 and 4.6.5.2.c.2. In addition,

Technical Specification 4.3.2.2 requires once per cycle performance of a logic
system funt ' tonal test for the dampers currently listed in Table 3.6.5.2-1. All

the above im e l'ements are appropriately integrated into plant procedure (s) which
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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 Spec.ification
requirements) for the secondary 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.

10CFR50.92 Evaluation

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

1. Removal of the secondary containment isolation damper listing frc,2 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 list:ings 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 10CFR50.59. Secondary containment integrity is the function preserved by
the secondarv 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 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; rherefore, 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, 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 inte5rity while operating in Operational Conditions 1, 2, 3, 5
and when moving irradiated fuel assemblics in the secondary containment (and
thus the proper identification, control, and periodic testing of the

i appropriate secondary containment isolation dampers). Thus, relocation of
the secondary containment isolation dr.mper 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,

I function preserved by the secondary containment isolation dampers.
.

Technical Specification 3.6.5.1 will continue to require secondary

| conta ument inte6 4 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 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 operator confusion. Since there is no
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Proposed Channe Number lin

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 of 10CFR50.59.

h6 -"

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 tu plant procedures (the Company will provide a specific
procedure reference for inclusion 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 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.

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 use of component listings through reference to plant procedures
will ensure that timely information is maintained that reflects recent plar.t
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. In addition, Appendix J
of 10CFR50 (implemented through Technical Specification 3/4.6.1.2) specifies leak
rate tist 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 requiremenen of 10CFR50.59. These plant
procedures cover testing (to or beyond the present Technical Specification
requitoments) for the valves currently included in Table 3.6.3-1. A complete
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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 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 Channe 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 requirement to maintain a listing at the plant of
secondary concainment isolation dampers and to assure that changes to the list are
made in accordance with the requirements of 10CFR50.59.

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 precedures. 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 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 design function of the primary
containment isolation valve's is to preserve primary containment integrity. The
design function of the secondary containment isolation dampers is similar to that
for the primary containment isolation valves (i.e. , preservation of secondary
containment integrity). Since the Company is preposing 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. In
~

addition, the Technical Specifications requirement to maintain primary containment
integrity (Technical Specification 3.6.1.1) are maintained. Only the listing of
valves would be subject to licensee control under 10CFF.50.59. Plant procedures
are auditable and subject to inspection by the NRC.

Removal of the secondary containscnt 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 modifications.

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 4.6.5.2.a 4.6.5.2.b, 4.6.5.2.c.1 and 4.6.5.2.c.2. In addition,

Technical Specification 4.3.2.1 requires once per cycle performance of a logic
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system functional test for the dampers currently listed in Table 3.6.5.21. 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 secondary 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.

10CFR50.92 Evaluatign

The proposed change revises the BASES section consistent with the relocation of
the listing of secondary 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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