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AmerGen Energy Company, LLC

A PECO Energy/British Energy Company : Three Mite Island Unit 1

Route 441 South, P.O. Box 480
Middletown, PA 17057
Phone: 717-944-7621

June 21, 2000
5928-00-20140

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attention: Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555

Dear Sir or Madam:

SUBJECT: THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 1
OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-50
DOCKET NO. 50-289
LICENSE CHANGE APPLICATION (LCA) NO. 287, REVISION 1

In accordance with 10 CFR 50.4(b)(1), enclosed is TMI Unit 1 Licensing Change Application
(LCA) No. 287, Revision 1. The purpose of this LCA is to request approval of changes
associated with operation with the Makeup and Purification System (MU)/High Pressure
Injection (HPI) as requestéd by the NRC in a letter dated March 26, 1999. Technical
Specification changes include: 1) the addition of operating limits for MUT level and pressure
2) the addition of surveillance requirements for the Makeup Tank (MUT) pressure instrument
channel and 3) revision of the calibration frequency for the MUT level instrument channel from
“Not to exceed 24 months” to "Refueling Interval (once per 24 months)” along with other
instruments in the same table as appropriate.

The purpose of this revision is 1) to provide a response to the NRC's request for additional
information (RAI) discussed in conference calls with the NRC on March 9, 2000 and

May 5, 2000, 2) to reflect changes to the figure from that provided in the original submittal, and
3) to include one additional instrument where the same calibration frequency extension is
appropriate.

Enclosure 1, “Safety Evaluation and No Significant Hazards Consideration Analysis,” addresses
the guidance contained in NRC Generic Letter (GL) 91-04, “Changes in Technical Specification
Surveillance Intervals to Accommodate a 24-Month Fuel Cycle,” dated April 2, 1991 for each of
the instruments affected by this submittal (See Enclosure 1A). The AmerGen response to the
NRC'’s RAl is provided as Enclosure 1B.

Using the standards in 10 CFR 50.92, AmerGen has concluded that these proposed changes
do not constitute a significant hazards consideration, as described in the enclosed analysis
performed in accordance with 10CFR50.91(a)(1).
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Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.91 (b)(1), a copy of this License Change Application is provided to the
designated official of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Bureau of Radiation Protection, as
well as the chief executives of the township and county in which the facility is located.

Please contact Bob Knight of TMI Licensing at (717) 948-8554 if you have any questlons
regarding this submittal.

Very truly yours,

7/ %/

John B. Cotton
Vice President, TMI Unit 1

JBC/mrk

Enclosures: 1) Safety Evaluation and No Significant Hazards Consideration Analysns
2) Technical Specifications Revised Pages
3) Hand Markup of Technical Specifications Revised Pages

cc. USNRC Regional Administrator, Region |
USNRC TMI Senior Resident Inspector
USNRC TMI Unit 1 Senior Project Manager
Chairman, Board of Supervisors of Londonderry Township
Chairman, Board of County Commissioners of Dauphin County
Director, Bureau of Radiation Protection, PA Department of Environmental Resources
File No. 87062



AMERGEN ENERGY COMPANY, LLC

Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit 1
Operating License No. DPR-50
- Docket No. 50-289
License Change Application (LCA) No. 287, Revision 1

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA | )

) SS:
COUNTY OF DAUPHIN )

This LCA is submitted in support of Licensee's request to change Appendix A to Operating
License No. DPR-50 for Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit 1. This revision provides a

- response to NRC request for additional information as discussed in conference calls on
March 9, 2000 and May 5, 2000. Also included are the proposed replacement pages for the
Appendix A Technical Specifications. All statements contained in this submittal have been

reviewed, and all such statements made and matters set forth therein are true and correct to the
best of my knowledge.

‘AmerGen Energy Company, LLC

BY: 4/%«// W

7 Vice Président, TMI Unit 1
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ary Public My Commissior £xprres Juns 5,
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TMI Unit 1 License Change Application No. 287, Revision 1
Safety Evaluation and No Significant Hazards Consideration Analysis
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License Change Application (LCA) No. 287, Revision 1
(Changes from the original submittal of Enclosure 1 to LCA No. 287 are mdlcated

by a margin bar.)

AmerGen requests that the following changed replacement pages be inserted into |
the existing TMI Unit 1 Technical Specifications (T.S.):

Pages vii, 3-21 through 3-24, 4-5a and 4-6 are belng ewsed and page 3-24ais a |
new page added to the TS. :

Revised pages (showmg the changes in bold) élong with a markup of the current
T.S. pages (with margin bars to show the changes in this revnsmn) are provided in |
Enclosure 2.

Reason For Change

The purpose of this LCA is to request approval of changes associated with
operation with Makeup and Purification (MU)/High Pressure Injection (HPI) system
as requested by the NRC in reference 5. The T.S. changes include:

1) Addition of operating limits for MUT level and pressure in a new Figure 3.3-1;
2) An additional surveillance requirement for the MUT pressure instrument
-channel;

3) A change to the frequency of calibration for the MUT level instrument from “F,”
*Not to exceed 24 months,” to “R”, “Refueling Interval (once per 24 months)”;

4) A similar change to the frequency of calibration for the HPI and Low Pressure
Injection (LPI) flow instruments and the Borated Water Storage Tank (BWST)
level instrument; and

5) Minor editorial changes.

Recent industry events, including TMI Unit 1 Licensee Event Report (LER) 98-09
(Reference 1) have highlighted the importance for Makeup Tank (MUT) level and
pressure control to maintain the reliability of the High Pressure Injection (HPI)
pumps. Consistent with the intent of Technical Specifications (T.S.) and NRC
Administrative Letter (AL) 98-10, “Dispositioning of Technical Specifications That
Are Insufficient To Assure Plant Safety,” AmerGen is proposing that new |
limits be established in the TMI Unit 1 T.S. for MUT level and pressure.

The following lists the changes proposed for each of the pagesaffected by LCA
No. 287, Revision 1 (referring to the existing T.S. page numbers): |

Page vii
The table of contents is revised to include the new Figure 3.3-1, "Makeup Tank

Pressure vs Level Limits.” As an editorial change from the onglnal submittal of
LCA No. 287, this revision designates the new figure correctly as Figure 3.3-1 in
keeping with the TMI-1 T.S. format rather than 3.3.1.

Also included is an editorial change to update the table of contents entries for
Figures 3.1-1 and 3.1-2 for the Amendment No. 208 changes. That amendment
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incorporated new pressureftemperature limits for the reactor vessel pressurization
heatup, cooldown, and inservice leak and hydrostatic test, to be effective for a
period through 17.7 Effective Full Power Years (EFPY).

Page 3-21
A new section (3.3.1.1.9) is belng added to the Limiting Condition for Opera’uon for

the Injection Systems of Emergency Core Cooling placing restrictions on operation
to assure that MUT level and pressure parameters are maintained within limits.

The new section reads as follows:
‘g. MU Tank (MUT) pressure and level shall be maintained w:thm the Unrestricted

- Operating Region of Figure 3.3-1. .

1) With MUT conditions outside of the Unrestricted Operating Region of Figure
3.3-1, restore MUT pressure and level to within the Unrestricted Operatmg
Region within 72 hours. Spec:f cation 3.0.1 applies.

2) Operation with MUT conditions in the Prohibited Region of Figure 3.3-1 is

. prohibited. Specification 3.0.1 applies.”

Editorial changes on this page include: ‘

1) Consistent use of the acronyms: “BWST" for the Borated Water Storage Tank,
a proper definition of the makeup pumps as the “Makeup and Purification
(MU)/High Pressure Injection (HPI)* pumps, and “CFT" for the Core Flooding
Tanks,

2) An additional dash, “-.“ is added to the valve nomenclature for the reactor
building sump isolation valves “DH-V-6A/B” to be consistent with labeling of
plant components, and

3) The term "operable” is shown in capital letters consistent with TMI Unit 1 T.S.
convention for those terms defined in Chapter 1 of the T.S.

4) T.S. Section 3.3.1.2.c is moved to page 3-22

Page 3-22
Editorial changes on this page include:

1) The T.S. section heading is added for clarity to show that this page is a
continuation of the Limiting Conditions for Operation for the Emergency Core
Cooling, Reactor Building Emergency Cooling and Reactor Building Spray
Systems,

2) Consistent use of the acronyms: “CFT" for Core Flood Tank and “NaOH" for
sodium hydroxide,

3) An additional dash, “-,* is added to the valve nomenclature for the CFT vent
valves “CF-V-3A~ and "CF-V-3B" to be consistent with labeling of plant
components.

4) The term “operable” is shown in capital letters consistent with TMI Unit 1 T.S.
convention for those terms defined in Chapter 1 of the T.S.

5) T S. Section 3.3.2 is moved to page 3-23.
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Page 3-23
A new paragraph is being added to the Bases pertaining to the MUT pressure and

level limits. The new paragraph reads as follows: “Maintaining MUT pressure and
level within the limits of Fig 3.3-1 ensures that MUT gas will not be drawn into the
pumps for any design basis accident. Preventing gas entrainment of the pumps is
not dependent upon operator actions after the event occurs. The plant operating
limits (alarms and procedures) will include margins to account for instrument error.”

Editorial changes on this page include:

1) The T.S. section heading is added for clarity to show that this page is a
continuation of the Limiting Conditions for Operation for the Emergency Core
Cooling, Reactor Building Emergency Cooling and Reactor Building Spray
Systems,

2) Consistent use of the acronyms “CFT" for Core Flood Tank, and

3) The term “operable” is shown in capital letters consistent with TMI Unit 1 T. S
convention for those terms defined in Chapter 1 of the Technical Specifications.

Page 3-24

1) The new paragraph from page 3-23 is carried over onto page 3-24.

2) As an editorial change, a heading is added for clarity to show that this page is a
continuation of the Bases for T.S. 3.3.

- Page 3-24a

This revision of LCA No. 287 provides a new figure “Makeup Tank Pressure vs
Level Limits” intended to preclude gas entrainment of the MU/HPI pumps. As a
change from the original submittal of LCA No. 287:

1) The portion of the figure associated with Net Positive Suction Head (NPSH)
has been deleted. The statements related to NPSH limits in the T.S. 3.3
Bases (page 3-23) and the supporting statements in Enclosure 1, *Safety
Evaluation and No Significant Hazards Conslderatlon Analysis,” Sectlon n.c
have also been deleted.

The following sentence, related to NPSH limits, has been deleted from the
originally proposed Bases insert (page 3-23): “The NPSH limit is necessary
only to preclude damage to an HPI pump if it started prior to an ES Actuation.”
Also, the following paragraph has been deleted from the safety evaluation in
Enclosure 1, Section lll.C: “The Abnormal Transient Procedure 1210-1,
‘Reactor Trip,’ includes direction to start a second MU/HPI pump after the
reactor trips to minimize the pressurizer level decrease due to RCS cooldown.
The NPSH limit will protect the running MU pump and a second MU pump
(HPI selected) if started prior to ES action. Absent this procedure, the NPSH
limit is not requured to protect any ECCS equipment. The normally running
MU pump is not required for the system to meet its ECCS performanoe
requirements including consideration of a smgle actlve failure.”

Since the original submittal of LCA No. 287, it has been determined that
NPSH limits are not appropriate for inclusion as a T.S. Limiting Condition of
Operation (LCO). Operation of a MU/HPI pump below the manufacturer's
recommended NPSH limits for a short period of time may affect pump
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performance while the NPSH shortfall exists, but would not render the pump

inoperable. The existing plant procedures will continue to provide MUT

pressure vs level operating limits that ensure the recommended NPSH would

be available for the NPSH limiting event, a High Pressure Injection Line Break
- SBLOCA.

Additionally, Abnormal Transient Procedure 1210-1, *Reactor Trip,” has been
~ changed in Revision 41 (effective May 16, 2000) to eliminate the operational
guidance that previously started a makeup pump immediately following the

reactor trip.

2) A more restrictive region of the new figure has been added. The original
- submittal of LCA No. 287 had defined a single “Restricted Region® where
operation within that region would be allowed for 4 hours. The addition of the
*Prohibited Region” differentiates between the degraded MUT conditions
where ‘operation is limited to 72 hours from the more severely degraded MUT
conditions where operation is prohibited. Specification 3.0.1 applies.

Page 4-5a ‘ .
Item No. 27 in Table 4.1-1 is revised to identify two MUT instruments, the leve!

channel and the pressure channel. The level channel calibration frequency is
changed from F, “Not to exceed 24 months,” to R, “Refueling Interval (once per 24
months)." The same surveillance requirements are added for the pressure
instrument channel as for the level instrument with a refueling interval cahbratlon

requirement.

ltem No. 29, High and Low Pressure Injection Systems, Flow Channels: The |
channel calibration frequency is changed from F, “Not to exceed 24 months,” to R,
“Refueling Interval (once per 24 months).”

Page 4-6
ltem No. 30, Borated Water Storage Tank Level lnstrument The channel

calibration frequency is changed from F, “Not to exceed 24 months,” to R,

“Refueling Interval (once per 24 months).”
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ll. Safety Evaluation Justifzing the Change

A.

Background

In LER 98-09 (Reference 1) GPU Nuclear, the previous owner of TMI Unit 1,
reported that the analysis for operation with MU/HPI pump suctions
cross-connected had been found to be non-conservative in that the analysis
had not considered the most limiting single failure resulting in operation outside
MUT pressure and level limits approximately 3% of the time since the
procedure changes were implemented for Cycle 12 Operation. Subsequently,
the NRC issued a Level IV Notice of Violation (Reference 2) of 10 CFR 50.59
for failure to identify an unreviewed safety question. The NOV stated that the
change created the possibility for a malfunction of a different type than any

previously evaluated in the UFSAR in that a new potential for failure of the “C”
MU/HPI pump due to gas entrainment from the MUT was created. GPU

Nuclear agreed to the violation and responded in references 3 and 4 that the
violation was resolved after the MUT pressure and leve! limits were revised to
correct the error. In a letter dated March 26, 1999 (Reference 5), the NRC
concluded that GPU Nuclear had provided adequate justification for continued
operation (References 3 and 4) and although there was no immediate safety
concem, changing the configuration created the possibility of an accident of a
different type than any previously analyzed in the UFSAR which requires a
license change.

As described in the meeting summary (Reference 6), GPU Nuclear met with
the NRC on July 13, 1999 to discuss the issue of a license change to resolve
the NOV in Inspection Report 98-09 along with another separate issue
involving proposed procedure changes for another system. In the meeting
GPU Nuclear proposed to 1) establish Limiting Condition for Operation (LCO)
limits for MUT pressure and level based on a more detailed model that was
under development at that time along with an appropriate action statement and
allowable outage time (AOT), 2) define the design and licensing basis with
emphasis on the single failure criterion, 3) address the instrumentation for
pressure and level measurement including their maintenance and calibration,
and 4) provide the technical basis for the pressureflevel limits. This LCA fulfills
that commitment.

Benefits of Operation with MU/HP| Cross-Connect Valves Open

The following lists some of the benefits of the change to maintain the MU/HPI
pump suction cross connect valves (MU-V-69A and MU-V-69B) open:

1. Concerns associated with maintaining an isolated MU/HPI pump suction
header filled and vented are resolved. Maintaining cross-connect valves
(MU-V-69A and MU-V-69B) open:

a. Provides greater assurance that the MU/HPI pump MU-P-1C suction
piping remains filled and vented at all times,
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" C.

b. Precludes damage to MU/HPI pump MU-P-1C if it were inadvertently
started during operation or testing without establlshung a suction path
from the MUT or the BWST,

¢. Reduces the potential for damage to Makeup Pumps MU-P-1A &
MU-P-1B due to a failure of MU-V-14A to open on emergency
safeguards (ES) actuation, and

d. Reduces the probability of MU/HPI pump damage due to improper valve
operations during testing.

2. Resolves concemns associated with over-pressurization of isolated MU/HPI

pump suction piping and components during normal or emergency
operation. The change eliminates the potential to over-pressurize the

MU/HPI pump suction piping due to leakage through recirculation line
check valves or other leakage paths on the pump discharge. With a
common suction header, any flow back through an idle pump will be picked
up by the operating pump without any significant pressure increase at the
pump suction. This change resolves over-pressurization concerns during
normal or emergency operating as identified in LER 97-03 (Reference 15).

3. Results in a lower calculated core damage frequency (CDF) due to a
reduction in the probability of Makeup Pump damage and the resulting
“increase in MU/HPI System availability. This was the conclusion of the
Probabilistic Risk Assessment (PRA) (Reference 25).

MUT Level and Pressure Limits

Analyses were performed to determine the operating limits for the pressure and
level in the makeup tank (MU-T-1). These limits are proposed to preclude gas
entrainment of the MU pumps when drawing from the MUT during any design
basis accident if the MUT conditions are maintained within the Unrestricted
Operating Region of the curve in Figure 3.3-1. The curves are based on
analysis (Reference 7) of the full spectrum of RCS breaks including an HPI line
break. The analysis used conservative assumptions based on limiting
conditions for operation and maintenance. The system valve lineup is based
on TMI Unit 1 Operating Procedure 1104-2, Revision 116, “MakeUp and
Purification System.” The system lineup includes a common MU pump suction
header (MU-V-68A/B and MU-V-69A/B "OPEN"), isolation between HPI trains
on the MU pump discharge header (MU-V-76A/B or 77A/B “*CLOSED"), and
MU-V-222 throttled.' |

The analysis inputs included: minimum initial BWST level, maximum BWST
level instrument error, un-throttled flow rates of reactor building spray (BS) and
LPI from the BWST for events where these systems may be operating, no
delay in procedure directed operator actions which might aggravate the

! The analysis to support the revised curve submitted as Figure 3.3-1 for LCA 287, Revision 1
has been revised to cormrect an error in the ¢, assumed for MU-V222 in the locked throttled
condition. The analysis now uses actual plant data to benchmark the calculations.
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potential threat to the HPI pumps, no additions to the MUT are credited
(including letdown or seal return and excluding MU pump recirculation flow),
minimum or maximum valve stroke times based on IST limits, and no operator

-actions in response to the decrease in MUT inventory. The analysis for |

potential gas entrainment allowed margin to account for the potent|a| formation
of a vortex in the MUT, which could lead to air entrainment prior to emptylng
the tank.

To obtain the upper curve of the new Figure 3.3-1, the analysis considered the |
event specific limiting single active failure for potential gas entrainment. The
failure of a MU pump suction isolation valve from the BWST (MU-V-14A or
MU-V-14B) to open on ES actuation and all other available HPl pumps (3 MU
pumps) operating was determined to be the most limiting scenario for potential
gas entrainment. The lower curve defines the boundary of a more restrictive
region where gas entrainment could occur without assuming the single fallure

of an MU-V-14 valve. .

The plant operating limits will include margins to account for instrument error.
The overall loop instrument errors were determined (References 8 and 9)
assuming a 30 month interval between calibration checks. The operating
procedure (Reference 10) specifies a normal operating band that is more
restrictive than the limits from the analysis including maximum instrument
errors. If the MUT conditions are outside of the normal operating band, a plant
process computer alarm will annunciate. If the MUT conditions move further
outside of the normal band, there are overhead annunciators, Main
Annunciator Panel (MAP) modules D-3-2 and D-3-3, and additional plant
process computer alarms if the error adjusted T.S. limit is approached. If the
error adjusted T.S. limits are exceeded, an additional plant process computer |
alarm will be activated.

Experience with the present operating limits and the presence of multiple
methods to adjust MUT conditions makes it unlikely that the T.S. limits would
be exceeded. In the unlikely event that the MUT level and pressure were
outside of the "Unrestricted Operating Region” of Figure 3.3-1, acceptable
conditions would be restored within the required time or a plant shutdown
would be required in accordance with T.S. 3.0.1.

The new Figure 3.3-1 is not corrected for instrument errors. The plant
operating limits, as implemented in alarms and procedures, include margins
supported by calculations to account for instrument error. Corrections for
instrument errors were not included in the T.S. to permit the use of alternative
instruments where appropriate margins are supported by calculations.

MUT Level & Pressure Instruments

MUT level indication design ensures that there is no credible common mode
failure mechanism. There are redundant MUT level indicators available in the
control room. There is a recorder (MU14-LR) and a digital indicator
(MU-LT-778A). These instruments are independently powered from vital
power. Both instrument loops are indicated and recorded on the plant process
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computer. The high pressure sensing line comes from a common level tap on
the side of the tank (see Figure 1). The instruments are calibrated such that
when the level is at the lower tap, the indicated level is zero.” The low pressure
sensing line comes from a single vent line on the top of the tank. The sensing
line connection to each transmitter is routed to a drain pot. Any condensation
in the sensing line is collected below the transmitter and does not affect the
level indication. The daily operability check (Reference 20) will be performed
by comparing the two control room indications.

There is an indicator (MU17-Pi) for MUT gas pressure in the contro! room. This
instrument loop is powered from vital power. MUT pressure indication from this
instrument loop is indicated, recorded and alarmed on the plant process
computer. The daily operability check (Reference 20) will be performed by |
comparing the control room indication with the local indications of MU pump
suction header pressure (MU-P1-412, 413, or 414).

The MUT level and pressure instruments are used to maintain MUT conditions
within acceptable limits. If MUT conditions are within the Unrestricted '
Operating Region when a LOCA occurs, no additiona!l mitigating actions by the
operator are required to prevent the MUT gas from being drawn into the MU
pumps.

MUT pressure and level instruments are maintained in accordance with the
AmerGen TMI Unit 1 Appendix B QA program. MUT level is categorized |
by Regulatory Guide (RG) 1.97 as a Type D, Category 2 instrument. The

TMI-1 MUT level instruments meet the requirements for a Category 2

instrument. MUT pressure is not identified as a RG 1.97 parameter. The
transmitters for MUT pressure and level are classified as nuclear safety related
in the TMI-1 Quality Classification List.

An overall instrument loop error analysis was performed for each MUT

-instrument loop (References 8 and 9). The analysis considered the hardware

installed, calibration methodology, accuracy of the test equipment, effects on
electronics from variations in power supplies and ambient temperatures,
systematic measurement errors (elevation of the transmitter, water temperature
variation, boron concentration variation), indicator resolution and loss of
accuracy over time (i.e., drift). The analysis assumed a 30 month period
between calibrations to determine the overall loop accuracy and to determine
the acceptable "AS FOUND" tolerances. NRC GL 91-04, “Changes in
Technical Specification Intervals to Accommodate A 24-month Fuel Cycle,”
dated April 2, 1991 identifies the issues that should be addressed to provide an
acceptable basis for increasing the calibration interval for instruments that are
used to perform a safety function. These issues are addressed in

Enclosure 1A for each of the instrument channel frequency extensions.
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E.

HPI & LPI Flow and BWST Level Iinstrument Surveillance Frequency

. The performance requirements for the HPI and LPI flow instruments and the

BWST level instrument are supported by the conclusions of the baseline
calibration and instrument accuracy analysis (References 12, 13, and 22
respectively). These analyses assumed a 30 month interval between
calibration checks when determining overall loop accuracy. The instrument
design basis functions and instrument accuracy requirements for the HPI and
LPI flow and BWST level instruments are addressed in references 16, 17, and
22, respectively.

T.S. Table 4.1-1, Item No. 29 provides the calibration frequency requirement
for HPI and LP! flow instruments. T.S. Table 4.1-1, Item 30 provides the
calibration frequency requirement for the BWST level instrument. Prior to
TMI-1 T.S. Amendment No. 175, the HPI and LPI flow instruments and the

~ BWST level instrument were calibrated each refueling interval. In

Amendment No. 175, which approved 24 month operating cycles, the
calibration frequency for the HPI and LPI flow instruments and the BWST level
instrument was revised to F, “Not to exceed 24 months” since the analysis
had not been completed to support a 30 month interval between calibration
checks. That analysis has now been completed. Revision of the calibration
frequency to ‘R, Refueling Interval (once per 24 months)” is needed to permit
coordination of the instrument calibrations with biennially scheduled train
outages. The 25% extension described in Tech Spec 1.25 would not permit
extension of the surveillance interval beyond 30 months.

NRC GL 91-04, *Changes in Technical Specification Intervals to Accommodate

~ A 24-month Fuel Cycle,” dated April 2, 1991 identifies the issues that should be

addressed to provide an acceptable basis for increasing the calibration interval
for instruments that are used to perform a safety function. These issues are
addressed in Enclosure 1A for each of the instrument channel frequency
extensions.

Editorial Changes

The editorial changes described in Section Il above are clarifying in nature to
improve the consistency and readability of this T.S. section.
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IV. No Significant Hazards Consideration

AmerGen has determined that this LCA involves no significant hazards |
consideration as defined by NRC in 10 CFR 50.92:

A. The proposed changes do not represent a significant increase in the probablllty
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

The changes included in this LCA impose new requirements for MU/HPI

system operation and testing and extension of calibration frequencies for the
MUT level, HPI fiow and LPI flow instruments and BWST level instrument. |
These changes could not result in initiation of any accident previously

evaluated. Therefore, the probability of an accident could not be affected by
changes to the MU/HPI and Decay Heat Removal (DHR) systems |

As described in the list of benefits for operation with MU/HPI cross-connect
valves open, listed in Section llII.B above, the purpose of changing the
operation of the MU/HPI system was to preclude the possibility of HPl pump
damage. The addition of surveillance requirements for the MUT pressure
instrument and the addition of LCO limits on MUT level and pressure along with
appropriate action statements and required action times will ensure that gas | :
entrainment of the MUT does not occur. The proposed change in instrument
calibration frequencies will continue to maintain the required accuracy of the
MUT level, HPI flow, LPI flow, and BWST level instruments. : |

Minor editorial changes are included in this request to improve the clarity and
readability of the T.S. and could not adversely affect plant operation.

Therefore, the proposed changes will not adVersely |mpact the reliability of the
MU/HPI system and could not represent a significant i increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

- B. The proposed changes do not create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated.

This LCA does not involve the addition of any new hardware. Along with minor
editorial changes, the requested changes involve MU/HPI system operation
and changes in instrument calibration frequency which have been reviewed in
accordance with NRC guidance. Changes to MU/HPI System operation can
only affect RCS coolant inventory changes during operation and the ability to
provide protection in the event of a Loss of Coolant Accident (LOCA). The full
spectrum of LOCAs has been evaluated in the FSAR. Therefore, no new
accident scenarios have been created.

The additional controls on MUT level and pressure provided by this LCA will
ensure that a malfunction of a different type, gas entrainment of the MU/HPI
pumps, will not occur. These limits on MUT level and pressure ensure that the
initial conditions assumed for ECCS operation are maintained. The T.S. limits
‘maintain the accident analysis initial conditions such that no operator action is
required to avoid gas entrainment during ECCS operation with the postulated |
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single failure as required by the TMI-1 licensing basis (Reference 14).

Extension of the calibration frequencies for the HPI level, HPI flow, LPI flow,
and BWST level will continue to maintain the accuracy of these instruments
and could not create the potential for any new accident that has not been
evaluated. ‘

Minor editorial changes are included in this request to improve the clarity and
readability of the T.S. and could not adversely affect plant operation. -

Therefore, these changes do not create the potential for any accident different
from those that have been evaluated.

These proposed changes do not involve a signiﬁcant reduction in a margin of
safety. ‘

This LCA includes changes to MU/HPI system operation and testing and an

-extension of the calibration frequency for certain instruments. The requested

changes will serve to maintain the proper system initial conditions to ensure the
ability of the MU/HPI system to provide protection in the event of a Loss of
Coolant Accident (LOCA) and maintain the required instrument accuracy for
the instruments where changes to a refueling interval frequency are being
requested. NRC guidance for addressing the effect on increased surveillance
intervals on instrument drift and safety analysis assumptions presented in

GL 91-04 has been addressed in enclosure 1A.

Minor editorial changes are included in this request to improve the clarity and
readability of the T.S. and could not adversely affect plant operation.

These changes, which are consistent with the TMI-1 licensing and design basis
requirements, do not result in a degradation of safety related equipment, and
therefore, do not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

V. Environmental Impact Evaluation

10 CFR51.22(c)(9) provides criteria for identification of licensing and regulatory
actions eligible for categorical exclusion from performing an environmental
assessment. A proposed amendment to an operating license for a facility requires
no environmental assessment if operation of the facility in accordance with the
proposed amendment would not:

0]
(it)

(iif)

- involve a significant hazards consideration,

resultin a significant change in the types or significant increase in the
amounts of any effluents that may be released offsite, and

result in a significant increase in individual or cumulative occupational
radiation exposure. :

AmerGen has reviewed this LCA and concludes that it meets the eligibility
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Vi.

Vil

criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10
CFR 51.22(c), no environmental impact statement or environmental assessment
needs to be prepared in connection with the issuance of the proposed license
amendment for changes which, along with some editorial changes, provides
additional operating restrictions on MUT level and pressure, provides an additional
surveillance requirement for the MUT pressure instrument, and revises an existing
surveillance calibration frequency for the MUT level instrument.

Imgfementation

AmerGen requests that the amendment authorizing this change be effective
immediately, with implementation within 30 days.
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FIGURE 1
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Evaluation of Instrument Surveillance Frequency Changes
As Described in Generic Let_ter 91-04

Generic Letter 91-04, Enclosure 2, “Guidance for Addressing the Effect of Increased
Surveillance Intervals on Instrument Drift and Safety Analysis Assumptions,” identified the
issues to be addressed to provide an acceptable basis for increasing the calibration interval
for instruments that are used to perform safety functions. Each of seven issues that were
identified are addressed as follows:

1. Confirm that instrument drift as determined by as-found and as-left calibration data from
surveillance and maintenance records has not, except on rare occasions, exceeded
acceptable limits for a calibration interval.

~~

Response ' ' :
The history of instrument performance for the BWST level, MUT level, HPI Flow, and LPI |

Flow instruments has been reviewed. There were occasions where the instrument
calibration was found outside of the tolerance required by procedure, however no incidents
were identified where drift or time dependent variability resulted in the instrument being
inoperable.

2. Confirm that the values of drift for each instrument type (make, model, and range) and
application have been determined with a high probability and a high degree of confidence.
Provide a summary of the methodology and assumptions used to determine the rate of
instrument drift with time based upon historical plant calibration data.

Response
The historical data for instrument drift of the BWST level, MU tank level, HPI Flow & LPI |

Flow instruments were compared with the published manufacturer specifications. In each
case the historical data were similar to or better than the published rate of drift. The
manufacturer’s published rate of drift for 95% statistical confidence was used in the
determination of the overall loop accuracy.

3. Confirm that the magnitude of instrument drift has been determined with a high probability
and a high degree of confidence for a bounding calibration interval of 30 months for each
instrument type (make, model number, and range) and application that performs a safety
function. Provide a list of the channels by TS section that identifies these instrument
applications.

Response ‘
The following instruments have been evaluated for extension of the calibration frequency

from F, “Not to exceed 24 months,” to R, “Refueling Interval (once per 24 months):

T.S. Table 4.1-1, Item No. Instrument Channel Tag Nos.
27. Makeup Tank Level MU14-LT
MU-LT-778
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T.S. Table 4.1-1, ltem No. Instrument Channel Tag Nos.

29. High and Low Pressure MU-FT-1126
Injection Systems Flow MU-FT-1127
Channels MU-FT-1128

MU-FT-112¢
DH-DPT-0802
DH-DPT-0803

30. Borated Water Storage DH-LT-0808
Tank Level Indicator DH-LT-0809

Overall loop accuracy for each instrument loop (MU14-LT, MU-LT-778, DH-DPT-0802,
DH-DPT-0803, MU-FT-1126, MU-FT-1127, MU-FT-1128 and MU-FT-1129) was
determined based upon a 30 month period between surveillance checks. The overall loop
error was determined based upon a maximum “AS LEFT" error and drift for 30 months.
The safety analyses that are dependent upon these instruments used bounding values or
have been revised using the overall loop errors based upon a 30 month interval. There
are no explicit operability requirements in T.S., Section 3 for any of these instrument loops.

Overall loop accuracy for each BWST level Instrument loop (DH-LT-0808 and
DH-LT-0809) was determined based upon a 30 month period between surveillance
checks. The overall loop error was determined based upon a maximum “AS LEFT”
error and drift for 30 months. The safety analyses which are dependent upon these
instruments used bounding values or have been revised using the overall loop
errors based upon a 30 month interval. T.S. 3.3.1.1.e requires that both BWST level
channels be operable when the reactor is critical.

4. Confirm that a comparison of the projected instrument drift errors has been made with the
‘ values of drift used in the setpoint analysis. If this results in revised setpoints to
accommodate larger drift errors, provide proposed TS changes to update trip setpoints. If
the drift errors result in a revised safety analysis to support existing setpoints, provide a
summary of the updated analysis conclusions to confirm that safety limits and safety
analysis assumptions are not exceeded.

Response .

MUT Level: _ _

The MUT level instrument is used to maintain the conditions in the MUT in order to
preclude potential MU pump NPSH or gas entrainment problems as described in this LCA.
The MUT level instrument also provides a primary indication of RCS leakage both as an
early indicator of significant leaks which are within the MU system capability and for
detection of very small leaks. In each of these functions the MUT instrument is used as a
relative measurement, where the absolute level measurement is not critical. The
surveillance interval extension does not affect the instrument error assumptions in the
existing analysis. _
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HPI Flow:

The accuracy requirements for the HPI flow instruments are based on the need for the
operator to throttle HPI flow to prevent pump runout in a specific LOCA scenario as
described in reference 16. The Emergency Operating Procedure (EOP) direction that
“HPI must be throttled to prevent pump runout (515 gpm/pump)” is based on the
instrument accuracy at the end of 30 months.

LPI Flow. .

The accuracy requirements for the LPI flow instruments are based on the need for the
operator to throttle LPI flow to maintain adequate pump NPSH when taking suction from
the Reactor Building (RB) sump as described in reference 17. All other safety analyses
that account for LPI flow (LOCA analysis, EQ/Long term cooling, MHA dose consequence,
etc.) have been reviewed and revised as required based on the revised instrument
accuracy at 30 months.

BWST Level:

The accuracy requirements for the BWST level instruments are based on

maintaining the minimum available inventory for ECCS and on providing the

indication to control transfer of the LPI & BS pump suction source from the BWST
- to the RB sump. The operating limit for the BWST minimum required level and the

analysis of the BWST switchover (Reference 21) both use an instrument accuracy

based on a 30 month survelllance interval. '

No Tech Spec setpoints or margins for setpoints in TS are affected by these surveillance
extensions.

5. Confirm that the projected instrument errors caused by drift are acceptable for control of
plant parameters to affect a safe shutdown with the associated instrumentation.

Response

As discussed in item No. 4 above, the critical instrument accuracy requirements for BWST
level, LPI flow and HPI flow are based on post accident control functions. The MUT level
instruments do not have a required post accident control function.

6. Confirm that all conditions and assumptions of the setpoint and safety analyses have been
checked and are appropriately reflected in the acceptance criteria of plant surveillance
procedures for channel checks, channel functional tests, and channel calibrations.

Response
The overall instrument loop accuracy was determmed based on the “AS LEFT" tolerance

requirements in the surveillance procedure. The surveillance procedure “AS FOUND"
tolerance is based on the same methodology used to determine the “OVERALL" loop
accuracy. The consistency between the instrument accuracy analysis (References 8, 12,
13, and 22), and the surveillance procedures (References 18, 19, and 23) has been
verified. The criteria for the operability checks for MUT level (References 20 and 24) are
consistent with the overall loop accuracy required. .
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7. Provide a summary description of the progrém for monitoring and assessing the effects of
increased calibration surveillance intervals on instrument drift and its effect on safety.

Response
The instrument surveillance program triggers evaluations of the instrument performance

whenever the instrument is found outside the “AS LEFT" tolerance (i.e., anytime an
adjustment is required). The maintenance assessment program records these events and
repetitive occurrences are identified for further evaluation. These evaluations include
consideration of the instrument function and its effect on safety.
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Response to NRC Request for Additional Information Regardmg the Ongmal
Submittal of LCA No. 287, Dated October 29, 1999

NRC Question No. 1:
How are the sources of gas connected to the make-up tank (MUT) disconnected from the
tank during normal operation? How &are normal gas additions performed? Are these
- sources of gas controlled administratively/physically by requirement? Is there any credible
way that gas could be inadvertently injected to the MUT? [The regulatory basis for this
question is to establish the adequacy of the TS curves proposed by the licensee in response
to the NRC letter dated March 26, 1999.]

Response to Question No. 1: _
There are two sources for gas additions to the MUT. Hydrogen is used to control Reactor

Coolant System (RCS) dissolved oxygen and nitrogen is used as a dilution gas to transition
between a hydrogen overpressure and air. During normal power operation both sources of
gas are isolated from the tank by at least two valves in series - one is a manual valve and
the other is a solenoid-operated valve which closes on loss of power.

The operating procedures for additions of hydrogen or nitrogen require that ‘any time the gas
addition valve is opened, a dedicated operator remain at the valve until it is closed.

1) Operating Procedure 1102-12, “Hydrogen Addition and Degassification,” contains a
caution statement in step 3.2.2 that reads: "At all times when the H; header is lined up to
the H; bottle and the reactor is critical. An Operator in communication with the Control
Room will be stationed at the H bottle isolation valves. IF the addition is interrupted for
any reason, the Operator will isolate the H; header from the bottle before leaving.”

2) Operating Procedure 1104-26, “Nitrogen Supply System,” contains a statement in the
~ Limits and Precautions, Section 2.2.5 that reads: “At all times when the reactor is critical
and NI-V-22 is open, an operator in Communication with the Contro! Room will be

stationed in the vicinity of NI-V-22 (considering ALARA principlals[sic]). If the N, addition

to the MU Tank is interrupted the operator will close NI-V-22 before leaving.”
This precludes the potential for lnadvertent additions of gas to the MUT.

NRC Question No. 2

There is industry experience with gas binding and common-cause farlure of the charging
pumps associated with make-up tank level and pressure instrumentation problems and the
introduction of gas into the pump suction. Some of these failures have been described in
Information Notices (INs) 83-77 and 88-23 and their supplements, INs 94-29 and 97-38, and
SECY-85-384 (regarding a 1985 Palo Verde event). How has this and other operating
experience been considered for this proposed design and operational change? Explain why
you believe that the design and proposed operation will prevent or minimize the likelihood of
common cause failure such as described in the above references. [The regulatory basis for
this question is to verify meeting GDC 35 single failure criteria.]
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Response to Question No. 2: .
The design was evaluated for the problems described in the following operatlng experience
‘reports: NRC Information Notices (Ins) 88-23, 83-77, 94-29 & 97-38 and the Institute of
Nuclear Power Operations (INPO) Significant Operating Experience Report (SOER) 97-1,
“Potential Loss of High Pressure Injection and Charging Capability from Gas Intrusion.”
Each of the failure mechanisms described in the operating experience reports was
considered. High Pressure Injection (HPI) is protected from these potential problems by
control of the gas addition sources and control of the MUT gas volume. The MUT pressure
vs. level curves proposed to be incorporated into the TMI Unit 1 technical specifications are
designed to prevent the MUT gas from entering the pump suction in the most limiting design
basis event. The analysis includes an assumed single failure.

Operating experiences as described in INs 83-77, 88-23 & 97-38 were summarized and
addressed in response to SOER 97-1 as documented in the TMI Corrective Action Process
(CAP T1997-0911). The SOER response addressed the reliability of the MUT
instrumentation; training of operations, maintenance and engineering personne! on the
concern with gas intrusion; control of gas intrusion pathways; a system design review for
potential gas accumulation locations; and a review of operating, maintenance, surveillance
and emergency procedures.

. The TMI-1 response to SOER 97-1 stated that:
1. Gas intrusion is prevented by control of isolation valves for gas sources and by
maintaining MUT pressure within the defined operating limits, and
2. Gas stripping or desorption can only occur where MU system pressure is less than MUT
pressure. All sections of the MU system piping are maintained above MUT pressure,
except:

a) The fluid pressure |mmed|ately prior to entenng a running MU pump may be less
than MU tank pressure. In this condition there is no accumulation of gas due to the
flow.

b) The fiuid pressure in the °C* & ‘D" HPI lines is slightly less than MUT pressure.
There is not a continuous flow of water to this lower pressure piping; therefore the
potential quantity of gas out of solution is small. Thls gas would not threaten HPI
system performance

¢) The MU pump minimum recirculation flowpath is back to the MU tank. Any gas
coming out of solution would be carried back to the MUT by the recirculation fiow.

- IN 94-29 was concerned with inadequate suction pressure due to multlple pumps operatmg
from a common suction supply. Operation of all three MU pumps from the MUT is prohibited
by Operating Procedure 1104-2, "Makeup and Purification System,” Limit and Precaution
Section 2.1.2.10 which states: “Do not run three MU Pump taking suction from the MU tank
alone, unless an evaluation to confirm adequate MU Pump NPSH has been performed.”
There would always be adequate NPSH for three MU Pumps taking suction from the BWST.
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NRC Question No. 3: :
The amendment requests approval of a Technical Specification (TS) for a curve that
identifies the acceptable and unacceptable regions of the pressure vs. level curve in the
MUT, however, the methodology used for deriving the curve is not presented. Please
provide a description of the methodology including how the MUT cover gas is modeled to
expand, how the gas is assumed to come out of solution from the MUT liquid, how the
pressure drops for different flow resistances are calculated and what is the expected
accuracy of the calculation. [The regulatory basis for this question is to establish the
adequacy of the TS curves proposed by the licensee in response to the NRC letter dated -
March 26, 1999.]

Response to Question No. 3:
The MUT pressure vs level curve is based on a detailed analysis of the Makeup (MU)

System with RELAPS. This model includes the normal injection path from the MUT to the
Reactor Coolant System (RCS), all the High Pressure Injection (HPI) injection paths, and the
MU pump recirculation path back to the MUT. In addition, the fiow path from the Borated
Water Storage Tank (BWST) to the MU pump suction header was also modeled. The RCS
was modeled as a boundary condition, with the pressure profile supplied by existing Loss-
Of-Coolant Accident (LOCA) analyses. The resistance values used in this model were

- obtained from a design-verified resistance calculation and the configuration is based on as-
built drawings. The model was benchmarked against existing plant data. A series of Large-
Break (LB) and Small-Break (SB) LOCA transients were run with various combinations of
initial pressure and leve! in the MUT. The acceptable combinations of initial pressure and
level were used to generate the limit curve.

The flow from the MUT is calculated from the applied boundary conditions. The MU system
is dynamically modeled, i.e., decreasing RCS pressure, stroking of the various valves, MU
pump coast-up, etc. The code determines the pressure drop based on the calculated flow
conditions.

The gas in the MUT was modeled using the RELAPS non-condensable model. In RELAPS,
the non-condensable component is present only in the gaseous phase. The properties for
the gaseous phase are calculated assuming a modified Gibbs-Dalton mixture of steam (real
gas from steam table data) and an ideal non-condensable gas.

The RELAP5 model does not explicitly account for dissolved hydrogen gas in the MUT
water coming out of solution as the tank pressure decreases for these various transients.
Dissolved hydrogen is only a potential concern for the gas entrainment limits, because these
limits are based on a minimum tank leve! at the time of recirculation. The effect of hydrogen
coming out of solution is judged to be small compared to other conservatism in the
evaluation of the gas entrainment limits. The approach used for determining the MUT limits
used bounding and conservative assumptions such that this degree of conservatism would
bound any non-conservative effects of hydrogen coming out of solution.

In order to evaluate the degree of conservatism, the calculation evaluated the conservatism
resulting from the assumption of both LPI trains injecting at a rate of over 9,000 gpm for the
entire transient. Using the LB LOCA transient with both the high HPI and Low Pressure
Injection (LPI) flows to determine the gas entrainment limits is very conservative because
HPI would not be required after there is sufficient LPI flow. It was demonstrated in the
calculation that the effect of this conservative LPI flow assumption on the volume of liquid
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remaining in the MUT bounds the maximum liquid volume that could be potentially displaced
by hydrogen coming out of solution. Therefore, it was concluded that the conservatism built
into the model bounds any non-conservative effects resulting from gas coming out of
solution. '

A statistical accuracy evaluation was not done for the ana!ysns However, conservative
values were used for the boundary conditions, the assumed LPI and Reactor Building Spray
(BS) flows and the valve stroke times. Furthermore, conservative assumptions were made
regarding operator actions. Therefore, it can be concluded that the resulting limit curve is
conservative and bounding. _

NRC Question No. 4:

The submittal indicates that the TS values do not include instrument uncertainties, however,
the procedures used by the operators will. This could permit operation that is outside of the
TS curve for safe operation. The allowable value in the TS should consider uncertainties
and should be modified. Please describe how the instrument uncertainties will be calculated
and how they will be accounted for in establishing the acceptable limits for operation. [The

- regulatory basis for this question is the Standard Review Plan which states that allowable .
values should include instrument uncertainties.] _

Response to Question No. 4:
Instrument errors are not included in Figure 3.3-1 because instrument error has been

- incorporated the within the applicable plant operating procedure (Reference 10), and the
determination of these errors meets the requirements of Regulatory Guide 1.105. The
operating crew utilizes the limits provided in the operating procedure to evaluate and control
the MUT conditions. The TS curve has been annotated to clarify that instrument errors are
not included and ensure that values taken from the curve will not be used directly. Including
multiple limits in the T.S. that are instrument string (loop) dependent could unnecessarily
limit the licensee's ability to use new or altemate instrumentation.

Operating limits implemented by plant procedure include Instrument uncertainties that are
supported by calculations (References 8 and 9). These calculations were performed in
accordance with GPU Nuclear Engineering Standard ES-002, “instrument Error Calculation
and Setpomt Determination.” This standard, currently AmerGen Engineering Standard
ES-002T, is consistent with the methods and reqmrements of ISA-S67.04-1982, “Setpoints
for Nuclear Safety-Related Instrumentation Used in Nuclear Power Plants,” in accordance
with the clarifications and exceptions defined by Regulatory Guide 1 105, “Instrument
Setpomts for Safety-Related Systems,” Revision 2 (February 1986 )2

?The definition of “allowable value” in the latest revision of Regulatory Guide 1.105, Revision 3
(December 1999) was compared with the revision referenced in ES-002T and found to be

equivalent. _ .
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NRC Question No. 5: '
Explain why the failure (drift out of tolerance) of the s:ngle pressure instrument is not
credible. The submittal indicates that a daily operability check of the single MUT pressure
instrument is performed with the local indicators at the make-up pump suction. How is the
pressure at the pump suction compared (or adjusted) to the pressure in the cover gas of the
tank? Is the accuracy of this measurement sufficient to detect an out of tolerance condition
on the MUT pressure indicator? [The regulatory basis for this question is to establish the
adequacy of the TS curves proposed by the licensee in response to the NRC Ietter dated
March 26, 1999.]

Resgonse to Question No. 5:
The MU pump suction pressure instrument is a 0 to 60 psig gauge with calibration tolerance

of 0.3 psig. The calibration of the gauge is within the Appendix B QA program due to its use
in the Inservice Test (IST) program. The daily check (Reference 20), which compares MUT
pressure with MU pump suction pressure as an operability check, would detect any
significant drift of the MUT pressure instrument. In this comparison, 3 psig is added to the
MU pump suction indication of an idle MU pump (to account for elevation and line loss), and
this value is then compared with MUT pressure indication in the control room.

The nominal 3 psig adjustment, which represents mostly static head, was determined
empirically. The elevation difference between the indicators equates to 3.2 psig. This then
allows line loss to be no more than a small fraction (< 10%) of the total head loss, whuch is
consistent with the low flow conditions during the check.

NRC Question No. 6:
What is the basis for your proposed action statement? Specifically, why is a 4-hour LCO
being applied for the situation when the plant is not operating within the acceptable region of
the pressure vs. level curve? Generally, the standard technical specifications apply & 1-hour
LCO when both trains of HPI are compromised. [The regulatory basis for this question is to
establish the adequacy of the proposed allowed outage time associated with the proposed
TS changes.] .

Response to Question No. 6:
Being outside the unrestricted region of the MUT pressure vs. level limits curve in the

proposed Figure 3.3-1 does not by itself compromise the HPI function. The MUT limits are
based on a having a LOCA along with the occurrence of the most limiting single failure
(failure of one of the MU-V-14 valves to open). With certain exceptions, T.S. 3.2.2 allows
72 hours to restore an ECCS train to operable if removed from service for maintenance.
This time is based on the probability of the occurrence of an accident that would require the
system and the probability of a single failure occurring in the operable train. Operating in
the restricted portion of the MU tank pressure and level curve places the HPI system into a
similar condition (an accident and most limiting single failure will cause the loss of function).

If MUT level and pressure were allowed to degrade sufficiently far into the restricted region,
it could result in an initial condition where a loss of function could occur without the most
limiting single failure. A four (4) hour AOT had been chosen to ensure that action would be
taken promptly enough to recover MUT conditions in a timely fashion and preclude or
greatly limit any operation in this region. An alternate approach would have been to
establish two curves for analysis with and without assuming the most limiting single failure.



5928-00-20140
Enclosure 1B
Page 6 of 8

The required action time for operation outside of the “Unrestricted Operating Region” of
Figure 3.3-1 has been revised from the original submittal of LCA No. 287 by providing two
curves based on analysis with and without the most limiting single-failure. The two curves
define three regions of the figure. Operation within the “Restricted Region” of Figure 3.3-1
assures that gas entrainment of the MU pumps will not occur without the occurrence the
most limiting single failure, assuming no operator action. Inadvertent operation within the
*Restricted Region” of Figure 3.3-1 requires that action be taken to restore MUT leve!l and

' pressure to within the “Unrestricted Operating Region” within 72 hours or the shutdown
provisions of T.S. 3.0.1 apply. A new curve has been added to Figure 3.3-1 to define a
*Prohibited Region” where the HPI system function would not be maintained without
operator action even without the occurrence of a single-failure. Operation within the
*Prohibited Region” of Figure 3.3-1 is prohibited, requiring plant shutdown in accordance
with T.S. 3.0.1.

The selected actions and times are within acceptable standards based on the low probability
of occurrence of a LOCA during this period, the conservatism of the analysis used to
generate these limits, the low likelihood of the most limiting single failure, alarms before
exceeding the Ilmlts of T.S. Figure 3.3-1, and operating guidance to restore MUT level and
pressure.

NRC Question No. 7:
The license amendment will allow the two redundant trains of the high pressure m;ectlon
(HPI) system to be cross-connected. Cross-connecting the HPI system will transform the
two separate and independent HPI trains to one train with redundant components. The loss
of independence represents a reduction in a layer of defense-in-depth. The submittal states
that the use of the cross-connection improves overall system reliability. However, operating
experience indicates that a cross-connected system can be more vuinerable to common
cause failures. Because the proposed cross-connection was not in your initial licensing
basis, please evaluate the potential for common cause failure and provide a description of
your evaluation to the staff. How much more (if any) is the system vulnerable to failure? Is
the system more vulnerable to long-term passive failures? Can the system withstand a
long-term pass:ve failure? [The regulatory basis for this question is GDC 35 and the SRP
which requires cons:deratlon of long term passive failures to demonstrate compliance with

' GDC 35]

Resgonse to Question No. 7:

As stated in the origina! Safety Evaluation dated July 11, 19873: “The Three Mile Island

Unit 1 plant was designed and constructed to meet the intent of the AEC’s General Design -
Criteria, as originally proposed in July 1967. The appropriate reference is TMI Unit 1
Updated FSAR Section 1.4.37 through 1.4.44. The licensing basis for TMI does not require
consideration of a passive failure in the HPI system. Long term operation of HPI is only
required as a result of an active failure in the short term. (Reference 14)

The reliability of HPI is improved by opening the suction cross connect valve between
Makeup Pumps MU-P1B & MU-P1C. This assertion was evaluated using quantitative PRA
techniques. The conclusion of the PRA is reasonable. The reliability of train A" is
improved. It was always subject to the potential problems associated with loss of control of
MUT gas pressure. The reliability of train “A” is improved by having MU-V-14B as an
optional HPI suction path.
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The evaluation of the change in reliability of Train “B” shows an increase in reliability due to
the elimination of potential active component failures and a decrease in reliability due to the
probability of additional passive failures (initial conditions or pipe failures).

The probability of failure of HPI train “B” is improved by eliminating the reliance on operation
of BWST suction valve MU-V-14B to protect the “B" train pump. The active failures are
more of a threat and the overall reliability is improved by the change.

The following is a summary of the design changes and their effects on HPI reliability since
the NRC Design Inspection (50-289/96-201), of late 1996 and early 1997:

1. MUT pressure and level limits analysis has been revised to include more limiting
scenarios within the design basis (HPI line break vs. crack assuming a single failure), to
correct errors associated with system resistance values, and to provide additional
margin to account for potential MUT vortex formation.

2. The MU system \)alve lineup was changed to operate with MU-V-69A/B open

3. The MU/HPI surveillance test procedures were revised to ehmlnate operation of
MU-V-68A/B & MU-V-69A/B for system testing.

4. The surveillance program requirements were revised to ihcorporate the new instrument
error analysis for MUT Level & Pressure instruments.

5. The MUT pressure instrument was added to the Appendix B calibration program.

6. Administrative controls were implemented to require two valve isolation of all gas
sources to the MU tank.

7. Daily operability checks of MUT pressure indication were established (Reference 20).

8. This amendment application establishes Technical Specification limits for MUT pressure
and level. _

9. The Control Room overhead alarm limits were revised to alarm within the proposed MUT
pressure and level limits.

10. The alarm response procedures were revised to incorporate actions to close the MUT
isolation valve or shut down MU pumps if MUT level is very low.

The effects of the above changes has been evaluated based on the impact on HPI reliability.
This evaluation shows that any decrease in HPI reliability due to the vulnerability-of
MU-P-1C to loss of control of MUT gas overpressure events is more than offset by
increased HPI reliability resulting from the following:

1. A reduced potential for loss of control of MUT gas overpressure events resutting from:
¢  multiple barriers (two valves) and strict administrative controls over MUT gas
sources.
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improvements in MUT pressure & level instrumentation.

nested alarm limits for MUT pressure & level (steady state alarm limits, abnormal
alarm limits) within the proposed Technical Specification limits.

The proposed Technical Specification limits for MUT pressure & level.

Improved MUT analysis methodology and correction of previous errors.

2. The vulnerability of a MU pump (MU-P-1A/B/C) to a failure of either BWST suction valve
{MU-V-14A or MU-V-14B) to open has been ejiminated.

3. Periodic exposure of the MU suction piping to pressures in excess of design pressure
has been eliminated. [Reference: LER 1997-03-01, "Potential Overpressurization Of
Makeup Pump Suction Piping Due To Inadequate Test And Operating Procedures.”]

4. The potential for Makeup pump (MU-P-1A/B/C) damage due to valve mis-positioning has
been reduced.

- 5. Corrective actions have beén added to the alarm response procedures for events
beyond design basis.

6. The potential for voiding in the suction piping of a MU pump due to an isolated suction
source has been eliminated.
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3.3 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING, REACTOR BUILDING EMERGENCY COOLING AND
REACTOR BUILDING SPRAY SYSTEMS

!
Applicability ,
Applies to the operating status of the emergency core cooling, reactor building emergency
cooling, and reactor building spray systems.

Objective
To define the conditions necessary to assure immediate availability of the emergency core
cooling, reactor building emergency cooling and reactor building spray systems.

Specification

3.3.1 The reactor shall not be made critical unless the following conditions are met:

3.3.1.1 Injection System

a. The borated water storage tank (BWST) shall contain a minimum of 350, 000 gallons |
of water having a minimum concentration of 2,500 ppm boron at a temperature not
less than 40°F. If the boron concentration or water temperature is not within limits,

_ restore the BWST to OPERABLE within 8 hrs. If the BWST volume is not within
limits, restore the BWST to OPERABLE within one hour. Specification 3.0.1 applies.

b. wa Makeup and Purification (MU)/High Pressure Injection (HPI) pumps are
OPERABLE in the engineered safeguards mode powered from independent
essential buses. Specification 3.0.1 applies.

c. Two decay heat removal pumps are OPERABLE Specification 3.0.1 applies. |

d. Two decay heat removal coolers and their coohng water supplies are OPERABLE. |
(See Specification 3.3.1.4) Specification 3.0.1 applies.

e. Two BWST level instrument channels are OPERABLE. ' |

f. The two reactor building sump isolation valves (DH-V-6A/B) shall be remote-
manually OPERABLE.
Specification 3.0.1 apphes

g. MU Tank (MUT) pressure and ievel shall be malntained within the Unrestricted

Operating Region of Figure 3.3-1.

1) With MUT conditions outside of the Unrestricted Operating Region of
Figure 3.3-1, restore MUT pressure and level to within the Unrestricted
Operating Region within 72 hrs. Specification 3.0.1 applies.

2) Operation with MUT conditions within the Prohibited Region of Figure
3.3-1 is prohibited. Specification 3.0.1 applies.

3.3.1.2 Core Flooding System -

a. Two core flooding tanks (CFTs) each containing 940 +30 ft* of borated water at |
600 +25 psig shall be available. Specification 3.0.1 applies.

b. CFT boron concentration shall not be less than 2,270 ppm boron. |
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3.3 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING, REACTOR BUILDING EMERGENCY COOLING
AND REACTOR BUILDING SPRAY SYSTEMS (Contd.)

c. The electrically operated discharge valves from the CFT will be assured open by |
administrative control and position indication lamps on the engineered safeguards
status panel. Respective breakers for these valves shall be open and conspicuously
marked. A one hour time clock is provided to open the valve and remove power to
the valve. Specification 3.0.1 applies.

d. One CFT pressure instrumentation channe!l and one CFT level instrumentation -
channel per tank shall be OPERABLE.

e. CFT vent valves CF-V-3A and CF-V-3B shall be closed and the breakers to the CFT |

vent valve motor operators shall be tagged open, except when adjusting core ﬂood
tank level and/or pressure. Specification 3.0.1 applies. _

3.3.1.3 Reactor Building Spray System and Reactor Building Emergency Cooling System
- The following components must be OPERABLE:

a. Two reactor building spray pumps and their associated spray nozzles headers and
two reactor building emergency cooling fans and associated cooling units (one in
each train). Specification 3.0.1 applies.

b. The sodium hydroxide (NéOH) tank shall be maintained at 8 ft. +6 inches lower than
the BWST level as measured by the BWST/NaOH tank differential pressure
indicator. The NaOH tank concentration shall be 10.0 +.5 weight percent (%). If the
NaOH concentration is not within limits, restore to OPERABLE within 72 hours. If the
BWST/NaOH tank level differential is not within limits, restore to OPERABLE within
72 hours.

c. All manual valves in the discharge lines of the NaOH tank shall be locked open. |

3.3.1.4 Cooling Water Systems - Specification 3.0.1 applies.

a. Two nuclear service closed cycle cooling water pumps must be OPERABLE.

- b. Two nuclear service river water pumps must be OPERABLE.

c. Two decay heat closed cycle cooling water pumps must be OPERABLE.

d. Two decay heat river water pumps must be OPERABLE.

e. Two reactor building emergency cooling river water pumps must be OPERABLE.

3.3.1.5 Engineered Safeguards Valves and Interlocks Associated with the Systems in

Specifications 3.3.1.1, 3.3.1.2, 3.3.1.3, 3.3.1.4 are OPERABLE. Specification 3.0.1
applies.

322
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3.3 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING, REACTOR BUILDING EMERGENCY COOLING
~ AND REACTOR BUILDING SPRAY SYSTEMS (Contd.)

3.3.2 Maintenance or testing shall be allowed during reactor operation onh any component(s) in
the makeup and purification, decay heat, RB emergency cooling water, RB spray, GFT
pressure instrumentation, CFT level instrumentation, BWST level instrumentation, or
cooling water systems which will not remove more than one train of each system from
service. Components shall not be removed from service so that the affected system
train is inoperable for more than 72 consecutive hours. [f the system is not restored to
meet the requirements of Specification 3.3.1 within 72 hours, the reactor shall be placed
in a HOT SHUTDOWN condition within six hours.

3.3.3 Exceptions to 3.3.2 shall be as follows:
a. Both CFTs shall be OPERABLE at all times. , |

b. Both the motor operated valves associated with the CFTs shall be fully open atall |
times.

¢. One reactor building cooling fan and associated cooling unlt shall be permitted to be
out-of-service for seven days.

3.3.4 . Prior to initiating maintenance on any of the oomponents the duplicate (redundant)
component shall be verified to be OPERABLE.

Bases

The requirements of Specification 3.3.1 assure that, before the reactor can be made critical,
adequate engineered safety features are operable. Two engineered safeguards makeup

pumps, two decay heat removal pumps and two decay heat removal coolers (along with their
respective cooling water systems components) are specified. However, only one of each is
necessary to supply emergency coolant to the reactor in the event of a loss-of-coolant accident.
Both CFTs are required because a single CFT has insufficient inventory to reﬂood the core for |
hot and cold line breaks (Reference 1).

The operability of the borated water storage tank (BWST) as part of the ECCS ensures thata -
sufficient supply of borated water is available for injection by the ECCS in the event of a LOCA
(Reference 2). The limits on BWST minimum volume and boron concentration ensure that 1)
sufficient water is available within containment to permit recirculation cooling flow to the core,
and 2) the reactor will remain at least one percent subcritica! following a Loss-of-Coolant
Accident (LOCA).

The contained water volume limit of 350,000 gallons includes an allowance for water not usable
because of tank discharge location and sump recirculation switchover setpoint. The limits on
contained water volume, NaOH concentration and boron concentration ensure a pH value of
between 8.0 and 11.0 of the solution sprayed within containment after a design basis accident.
The minimum pH of 8.0 assures that iodine will remain in solution while the maximum pH of
11.0 minimizes the potential for caustic damage to mechanical systems and components.
Redundant heaters maintain the borated water supply at a temperature greater than 40°F.

Maintaining MUT pressure and level within the limits of Fig 3.3-1 ensures that MUT gas
will not be drawn into the pumps. Preventing gas entrainment of the pumps is not

3-23
Amendment No. 149, 464, 465, 448 .



.
{

Bases (Contd.)

dependent upon operator actions after the event occurs. The vplant operating limits
(alarms and procedures) will include margins to account for instrument error.

The post-accident reactor building emergency cooling may be accomplished by three
emergency cooling units, by two spray systems, or by a combination of one emergency cooling
unit and one spray system. The specified requirements assure that the required post-accident
components are available.

The iodine removal function of the reactor building spray system requires one spray pump and
sodium hydroxide tank contents.

The spray system utilities common suction lines with the decay heat rémoval system. If a single
‘train of equipment is removed from elther system, the other train must be assured to be
_operable in each system.

When the reactor is critical, maintenance is allowed per Specification 3.3.2 and 3.3.3 provided
requirements in Specification 3.3.4 are met which assure operability of the duplicate
components. The specified maintenance times are a maximum. Operability of the specified
components shall be based on the satisfactory completion of surveillance and inservice testing
. and inspection required by Technical Specification 4.2 and 4.5.

-The allowable maintenance period of up to 72 hours rhay be utilized iffhe operability of
equipment redundant to that removed from service is verified based on the results of .
surveillance and inservice testing and inspection required by Technical Specification 4.2
and 4.5.

In the event that the need for emergency core cooling should occur, operation of one makeup
pump, one decay heat removal pump, and both core flood tanks will protect the core. In the
event of a reactor coolant system rupture their operation will limit the peak clad temperature to
less than 2,200 °F and the metal-water reaction to that representing less than 1 percent of the
clad.

Two nuclear service river water pumps and two nuclear service closed cycle cooling pumps are
required for normal operation. The normal operating requirements are greater than the
emergency requirements following a loss-of-coolant.

REFERENCES

1) UFSAR, Section 6.1 - "Emergency Core Cooling System”

(2) UFSAR, Section 14.2.2.3 - "Large Break LOCA"
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, TABLE 4.1-1 (Continued)
CHANNEL DESCRIPTION CHECK TEST CALIBRATE REMARKS
27. Makeup Tank Instrument Channels:
a Level D(1) ~ NA - R(1) (1) When Makeup and Purification System is
in operation.
b. Pressure : D(1) NA R
28. Radiation Monitoring Systems*

a. RM-G6 (FH Bridge #1 Aux) W(1)(2) M(2) Q(2) (1) Using the installed check source when

TIT ‘28t ‘92t ‘19t ‘98t ‘001 '8¢ ‘YT "SON uswpuswy

background is less than twice the expected
b. RM-G7 (FH Bridge #2 Main) W(1)}2) . M(2) Q(2) increase in cpm which would resutt from the
3 v check source alone. Background readings
Q ¢. RM-G9 (FH Bridge-FH Bldg) W(1)(3) M(3) E(3) greater than this value are sufficient in
'S ' themselves to show that the monitor is
o d. RM-A2P (RB Atmosphere particulate) W(1)(4)  M(4) "E(4) functioning.
e. RM-A2| (RB Atmosphere iodine) W(1)(4) M(4) Q(4) (2) RM-G6 and RM-G7 operability requirements
- ‘ are given in T.S. 3.8.1. Surveillances are be
f. RM-A2G (RB Atmosphere gas) W(1)(4) M(4) E4) required to current only when handling
: iradiated fuel.

(3) RM-G9 operability requirements are glven

inT.S. 3.8.1.
(4) RM-A2 operablhty requurements are given
inT.S. 3.1.6.8
29. High and Low Pressure . N/A N/A R
Injection Systems: ;
Flow Channels

* Includes only monitors indicated under this item. Other T.S. required radiation monitors are included in specifications 3.5.5.2,
4.1.3, Table 3.5-1 item C.3.f, and Table 4.1-1 item 19e.
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CHANNEL DESCRIPTION

30.

31.

32.

33.

35.

36.
37.

Borated Water Storage
Tank Level Indicator

Boric Acid Mix Tank:
a. Level Channel
b. Temperature Channel

Reclaimed Boric Acid .
Storage Tank:

a. Level Channel
b. Temperature Channel
Containment Temperature

Incore Neutron Detectors

Emergency Plant Radiation
Instruments '

(DELETED)

Reactor Building Sump
Level .

TABLE 4.1-1 (Continued)

CHECK TEST CALIBRATE - REMARKS
W NA R
NA NA F
M NA F
NA NA F
M NA F
‘NA NA F
M(1) NA NA (1) Check functioning: including function of

M(1)

NA

NA -

NA

computer readout or recorder readout
when reactor power is greater than
15%.

F (1) Battery Check.
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| o 33  EMERGENCY CORE COOLING, REACTOR BUILDING EMERGENCY COOLING
| AND REACTOR BUTLDING SPRAY SYSTEMS }

li ! -l L3 I A . : . . .
Applies to the operaung status of the emergency core cooling, reactor building emergency cooling,
and reactor building spray systems. -

jective
To define the conditions necessary to assure immediate availability of the emergency core cooling,
reactor building emergency cooling and reactor building spray systems.

Specificati
3.3.1  The reactor shall not be made critical unless the following conditions are met:

33.1.1 Injection Svstems CBusT)

a.  The borated water storage tank shall contain a minimum of 350,000 gallons of
water having ammknmnconcenuaﬁonon,SOOppmboronnatempemmrenot
‘less than 40°F. If the boron concentration or water temperature is not within
limits, restore the BWST to OPERABLE within 8 hrs. If the BWST volume is
|smt wlghm hm;!so, llutore the BWST to OPERABLE within one hour.
and fum‘ﬁ I'CC{'.“(";’&)/H.‘JA Pl‘tuu‘? rn;“*"ﬂ[lﬂr) .

R

b. Two P, PuImps are & engineered mode powered
from independent . opecification 3.0.1 applies. :
, ' OPERABLE
“c.  Two decay heat removal pumps areﬁpcnl;Mk Specification 3.0.1 applies.

d TwodcathnmovalcoolmandtbeircooﬁngwaicrmppﬁamoPE .BLE

(See Specification 3.3.1.4) Specification 3.0.1 applies.
- L
e. Two BWST level instrument channels are q»ﬁA BLE

£  Thetwo W sump isolation valves (DH-\:ESAIB) shall be remote-

manually pecification 3.0.1 applies.
o ne @
3312 3 X7 Pyt
- (erme)

a.  Two core flooding tanks each containing 940 + 30 ft* of borated water at 600 25
psig shall be available. Specification 3.0.1 applies.

b. Gurggﬂrmm boron concentration shall not be less than 2,270 ppm boron.

¢.. The electrically operated discharge valves from the oerctsofd-mk will be assured
open by administrative control and position indication lamps on the engineered
safeguards status panel. Respective breakers for these valves shall be open and
conspicuously marked. A one hour time clock is provided to open the valve and
remove power to the valve. Specification 3.0.1 applies.

Amendment No.21 98 178, 203, 211 3-21



t/

INSERT
Page 3-21

MU Tank (MUT) pressure and level shall be maintained

within the Unrestricted Operating Region of Figure 3.3-1.

1) With MUT conditions outside of the Unrestricted

Operating Region of Figure 3.3-1, restore MUT

pressure and level to within the Unrestricted

Operating Reglon within 72 hrs. Specification 3.0.1

: applies. ~
2) Operation with MUT conditions within the

Prohlbited Region of Figure 3.3-1 Is prohibited.

Specification 3.0.1 applies.
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G EMERGENCY COOLIN,

33.13

pressure instrumentation channel and mﬁﬁ&w

level instrumentation channel per tank shall be m’ﬁ! LE
Core-fiood-tank LJFD’{em valves CF-\I{EA and CF-V;B shall be cldsed and the

LS L MERGENCY CORE COOLNG REAL ToR BU2LDIN EHIRCEN Cpge e
S SONTROLLED GOPY &

: ) Oaig.

- _S)d'Tb d Oumﬂau&cﬁ . Co

breakers to the CFT vent valve motor operators shall be tagged open, except when

adjusting core flood tank level and/or pressure. Specification 3.0.1 applies.

ildi v ildi rgen i m

The following componeats must be OPERABLE:

C.

two reactor building emergency cooling fans and associated cooling units (one in
each train). Specification 3.0.1 applies.

The sodium hydroxide (NaOH) tank shall be maintained at 8 ft. 46 inches lower
than the BWST leve! as measured by the BWST/NaOH tank differential pressure
indicator. The NaOH tank concentration sha!l be 10.0+.5 weight perceat (%). If
the NaOH concentration is not within limits, restore to OPERABLE within 72
hours. If the BWST/NaOH tank level differential is not within limits, restore to
OPERABLE within 72 hours. ,

Na OM

All manual valves in the discharge lines of the sedrem-ydroxide tank shall be

3.3.1.4 Cooling Water Systems - Specification 3.0.1 appliu_.

T a
b.
c.
.d.

c.

Two auclear service closed cycle cooling water pumps must be OPERABLE.
Two puclear service river water pumps must be OPERABLE.

Two decay heat closed cycle cooling water pumps must be OPERABLE.
Two decay heat river water pumps must be OPERABLE. |

Two reactor building emergency cooling river water pumps must be OPERABLE.

33.1.5 Engineered Safeguards Valves and Interlocks Associated with the Systems in Specifications
3.3.1.1,33.1.2,3.3.1.3, 3.3.1.4 are OPERABLE. Specification 3.0.1 applies.

332 Maintenance or testing shall be allowed during reactor operation on any component(s) in the
mhqundpmiﬁclﬁomdeayhmksuwgencycoolmgmmk_aspny.ﬂfrpmm
'Mon.mkvdinmummﬁon.BWSThvelimmmmomorpoolmguw
_Wwﬁchwinnamovemoremnmemofachsymm&ommge: . :
Components shall not be removed from service so that the affected system train is inoperabl

for more than 72 coasecutive hours. If the system is not restored to meet the requirements of

Specification 3.3.1 within 72 bours, the reactor shall be placed in a HOT SHUTDOWN
condition within six hours. .

.22
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31.3.3 ‘Exceptions to 3.3.2 shall be as follows:

CFTs 0P E
4. Both Mool-nmu shall be & at all timaes.

b. Both the motor operated valves associated with the «g—‘;ﬁd

Sanks sh;ll be fully open at all times.

€. One reactor building cooling fan and assoctiated coolin nit
shall be permitted to be out-of-service for seven dlys? v

~3.3.4°  Prior to inftiating maintenance on any of the compon
duplicate (redundant) component shall’bt nrifimo.gz’- the ‘
: OFERABLE

\

Bases

The requirements of Specificatfon 3.3.1 assure that, defore the reactor

be made critical, adequate engineered safety features are operadie. Tuo“n
enginesred safeguards sakeup pumps, two decay heat removal pumps and two

decay heat removal coolers (along with their respective cooling water

systeas components) are specified. However, only one of each is necessary

to supply emergency coolant to the reactor in the event of a loss-of-coolant
accident. Both are required because a single core- CA 7
Rooding—tank has insufficient\{nventory to reflood the core for hot and

cold Tine breaks (Reference 1). crr

The operability of the borated water szor:go tank (BWST) as part of the ECCS
ensures that a sufficient supply of borated water is available for injection
by the ECCS in the event of a LOCA (Reference za. The limits on BWST
ainisum volume and boron concentration ensure that 1) sufficient water is
available within containment to perait recirculation cooling flow to the
core, and 2) the reactor will remain at least one percent subcritical
following a Loss-of-Coolant Accident (LOCA).

- The contained water volume 1iait of 350,000 gallons includes an allowance
for water not usadble because of tank discharge location and sump
recirculation switchover setpoint. The limits on contained water volume,

NaOH concentration and boron concentration ensure a pH value of between 8.0
and 11.0 of the solution sprayed within containment after a design basis
accident. The minimum pH of 8.0 assures that fodine will remain in
solution while the maximum pH of 11.0 ainiaizes the potential for caustic
damage to mechanical systems and components. Redundant heaters saintain the
borated water supply at a temperature greater than &40°F.

et Inser?”
Vex7 page
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Maintaining MUT pressure and level within the limits
of Fig 3.3-1 ensures that MUT gas will not be drawn
into the pumps for any design basis accident.
Preventing gas entrainment of the pumps Is not
dependent upon operator actions after the event
occurs. The plant operating limits (alarms and |
procedures) will include margins to account for
instrument error.
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The post-accident reactor building emergency cooling bs accomplished b

u,n:.:llm;cz o:??ilnq ‘1'2“:3 by two spray :ystu%‘.‘. wby :icoﬁination c¥
one ng unit and one spray systea. specified requirement
assure :gzgctho required post-accident components are ls:ilabic. q :

The fodine removal function of the reactor building spray system requir
one spray pump and sodium hydroxide tank contcnts?’ pray sy Quires

The spray system utilities cosmon syction linu' with the decay heat remo
system. If a single train of equipment is removed from cithn¥ systea, t::‘
other train must be assured to be operadle in each systea. '

- When the reactor is critical, maintenance is allowed per Specification 3.3.:
and 3.3.3 provided requirements in Specification 3.3.2.1"%! which usunz
operability of the duplicate components. The specified maintenance times
are a saximum. Operability of the specified componants shall be based on
the satisfactory completion of surveillance and inservice tasting and
inspection required by Technical Specification 4.2 and 4.S.

The allowable maintenance period of up to 72 hours may be utilized if the
operadility of equipment redundant to that removed from service 1s verified
based on the results of surveillance and inservice testing and inspection
required by Technical Specification 4.2 and 4.8.

In the event that the need for emergency core cooling should occur,
operation of one makeup pump, one decay heat removal pump, and both core
flood tanks will protect the core. In the event of a reactor coolant systea
rupture their operation will 1imit the peak clad temperature to less than
2,200°F and the metal-water reaction to that representing less than 1
percent of the clad. :

Two nuclear service river water pumps and tio nuclear service closed cycle
cooling pumps are required for normal operation. The normal operating

requirements are greater than the emergency requirements following a
» 10§s-of-coolmt. .

BEEERENCES |
(1) UFSAR, Section 6.1 - *Emergency Core Cooling Systea®

(2) UFSAR, Section 14.2.2.3 - "Large Break LOCA®

3-24
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FIGURE 3.3-1

Makeup Tank Pressure vs Level Limits
{Instrument Error NOT Included)
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TABLE 4.1-1 (Continucd)

C!ME__ESQ .g_IQN CHECK TEST CALIBRATE B.EMAB_ILS_
InsFeamenl
21. Makeup Tk ovek Channcls I[D(l) I@A _[E’}? (1) When Makeup and Purification
: g. PQ v;‘ér Systemmnopcratmn
r & [} '
28 Radiation Monit ! 4 b ( ) m R
a. RM-G6(FHB "l Aux) , W(IX2) M(2) Q@) ()] Using the installed check source when
b. RM-G7 (FH Bndge #2 Main) W(IK2) MQ2) Q2) background is less than twice the expected
~ increase in cpm which would result from
'c. RM-G9 (FH Bridge-FH Bldg) - W(IX3) M(3) E(3) the check source alone.
d. RM-A2P (RB Atmosphere particulate)  W(1)(4) M@)  E@ : Background readings greater than this
¢. RM-A2l (RB Atmosphere iodinc) W(IN4) M(4) Q) , value are sufficient in themselves to
f RM-A2G (RB Atmosphere gas) W(IK4) M(4) E(4) show that the monitor is finctioning.

(2) RM-G6 and RM-G7 operability require- .
~ mentsaregivenin T.5.3.8.1.
Surveiltances are required to be current
only when handling irradiated fuel.

(3) RM-G9 operability requirements are given
inTS. 38.1.

. (4) RM-A2 operability reqmrcments are gwen
: ‘ inTS. 3168 .
29.  Highand Low Pressure N/A nvA R §

eg-p 23ed

.

~
-
~

Injection Systems:
Flow Channels
\

*Includes only monitors indicated under this item. Other T.S. required radiation monitors are included in specifications 3.5.5.2,4.1.3, ,-<
Table 3.5-1 item C.3.f, and Tablc 4.1-1 item 1%¢. _




30.

3.

32

13
3.
3s.

36.
37.

CHANNEL DESCRIPTION

Borated Water Storage
Tank Level Indicator

Boric Acid Mix Tank
a.  Level Channel
b.  Temperature Channel

Reclaimed Boric Acid
Storage Tank

a.  Level Channel
b.  Temperature Channel
Containment Temperature

Incore Neutron Detectors

Emergency Plant Radiation
Instruments

(DELETED)

Reactor Building Sump
Level

Amendment No: §38, 212

NA

NA

NA
M)

M)

NA

TABLE 4.1-1 (Continued) .

TEST ~ CALIBRATE

NA /R

NA
NA

NA
NA
NA
NA

NA

NA

Paged-6

NA m

REMARKS

Check functioning; including functioning of com:

readout or recorder readout when reactor power is

greater than 15%,

Ba"etj check,

- kOO TIOHLNOD




