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PART F

PACKAGE 3.4

REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM (RCS)

JUSTIFICATION FOR DIFFERENCES FROM IMPROVED STANDARD
TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS (NUREG-1431) AND BASES

See Part E for specific proposed wording and location of referenced deviations.

Difference
Category

PA

CL

Difference

Number
3.4-

101

102

Justification for Differences

Minor editorial improvement to make it clear that
all three parameters, pressure, temperature and
flow are DNB limits. Without this correction the title
could be interpreted that only flow is meant to be a
DNB limit.

In CTS the RCS total flow rate is specified in the
COLR; thus for consistency with current
requirements, the Pl ITS refers to the COLR for
RCS total flow rate. '

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

1 ' 12/11/00
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Difference Difference

Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 103 NUREG-1431 SR 3.4.1.3 was not included since

PI CTS do not contain this requirement and the
existing control board flow meters do not provide
sufficient resolution to measure the specified
values. These flow meters are 100% scale devices
that are intended to provide operators with
indication that RCS flow through each loop is
approximately equal, but not an exact flow
indication. Since a modification would be required
to implement this SR, a reactor trip currently exists
for low RCS flow, and RCS total flow rate is
verified following startup from each refueling
outage, this surveillance was not added.

X 104 The Note for Pl ITS SR 3.4.1.3 was modified to
require verification of RCS flow within 7 days after
reaching 90% RTP since PI CTS do not contain
any requirements on when this test must be
performed. Requiring verification within 24 hours
would place a burden on operations and reactor
engineers immediately following startup. Allowing
7 days will provide sufficient time to perform the
necessary calculations and allow any potential
RCS fluctuations following the startup to stabilize
and provide more accurate determination. Seven
days may also allow time to reach a higher power
level at which the test results will be more
accurate. Since this a new requirement in the TS it
is more restrictive on plant operations.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 -2 12/11/00
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Difference Difference
Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-

105 Not used.

PA 106 CTS does not specify a particular method for
performing the RCS flow test. Thus the phrase,
"by precision heat balance that" is not included in
ITS SR 3.4.1.3.

X 107 The CTS requirement for this surveillance requires
the test to be performed after each refueling cycle.
Since Pl intends to extend the plant refueling cycle
up to 24 months, this Frequency is also extended
to 24 months.

TA 108 This deviation implements approved TSTF-26.

TA 109 This change incorporates approved TSTF-339,
Revision 1 except for the RCS flow which is
already in the COLR per CTS. This is addressed
in CL3.4-102. Since PI ITS retains the SL curves
in Section SL 2.1.1, changes in the 3.4.1 Bases,
Applicability, last paragraph, are not included.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3 12/11/00
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Difference Difference
Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-

CL 110 Pl only has two groups of heaters to which this
Specification applies and both groups are
"required”. Since both groups are required, the
term "required" is not necessary and has been
deleted in ITS 3.4.9, Condition B.

TA 111 This change implements TSTF-27, Rev. 3.

CL 112 Since Pl is a two loop plant, "two" RCS loops has
been specified and "all" has been replaced with
"both".

CL 113 LCO, Actions, Surveillance Requirements and
Bases are revised as appropriate to reflect that Pl
is a two loop plant. In some applications, use of
"required"” is not necessary or applicable since Pl
is a two loop plant; therefore, "required” has been
deleted. (Markup did not include TSTF-263 since
Pl is a two loop plant).

CL 114 The Note to LCO 3.4.5 was modified by changing
"All" to "Both" since Pl is a two loop plant.

TA 115 This change incorporates TSTF-286, Revision 2.

TA 116 This change incorporates approved TSTF-153.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

4 12/11/00
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!
Difference Difference
Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 117 The allowed time and purpose of allowing both

pumps to be not operating was extended to 12
hours and clarified that it is "to perform preplanned
work activities". These changes were justified in a
License Amendment Request dated November 19,
1999 (This LAR was approved by License
Amendment 152/143, July 14, 2000). The
justification presented in the LAR is factored in to
the Bases. This justification argues that natural
circulation provides sufficient flow for decay heat
removal, and for boron addition requisite for
provision of shutdown margin. The justification
notes that this circulation may not be sufficient to
respond to all potential dilution events. Thus,
preplanned activities that stop forced flow must
include actions to preclude the potential for events
such as boron dilution.

TA 118 This change incorporated traveler TSTF-87, Rev.
2.

TA 119 This change incorporates TSTF-233. The specific
phrase that has been inserted is modified to
include PI specific terminology for the LTOP
system, "Over Pressure Protection System
(OPPS)."

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 5 12/11/00
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Part F
Difference Difference
Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-

PA 120 The purpose of allowing both pumps to be not
operating was clarified for the operators by
specifying that this is to perform testing.

X 121 Since this is a new SR for PI, the plant has
determined that the appropriate SG level for this
MODE is 60% on the Wide Range instrumentation.

122 Not used.

CL 123 CTS require a steam or gas bubble in the
pressurizer prior to low temperature starting of a
RCP. This requirement has been included in the
ITS for consistency with the current licensing
basis.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

6 12/11/00
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Difference
Category

TA

CL

PA

CL

Difference
Number
3.4-

124

125

126

127

128

Justification for Differences

A Note was added to Required Action B.1 to clarify
that if all RCS and RHR loops are inoperable,
Condition C should be entered, not Condition B.
With all RCS and RHR loops inoperable, this plant
condition would envelop Condition B; however,
under these circumstances, Required Action B
would be inappropriate since immediate action
would be required as provided by Required
Actions C.1 and C.2. Thus this Note was added to
direct operations to the correct Required Action.

This change incorporates TSTF-265, Revision 2.

CTS for this mode of operation require one SG to
be operable; thus "one" is specified to retain
current requirements.

Minor wording change to make the ITS wording
consistent with the NUMARC 93-03, Writer's
Guide for Restructured Technical Specifications.

LCO, Actions, Surveillance Requirements and
Bases are revised as appropriate to reflect that Pl
has only two RHR loops.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

7 12/11/00
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. Difference Difference
-/ Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-

129 Not used.
130 Not used.

CL 131 The Note has been revised to not include the
restriction on switching from one loop to another.
CTS allow both RHR pumps to be inoperable up to
1 hour without restrictions on the nature of the
required inoperability.

i\ CL 132 A Note has been included in Required Action B.2
to incorporate current licensing basis provisions.
As allowed by the CTS, a Safety Injection pump
may be operated if required to maintain adequate
core cooling and RCS inventory during reduced
RCS water inventory operations.

CL 133 The PI CTS require the pressurizer to be operable
with a steam bubble and no specific level is
specified. The bracketed level has been replaced
with the Pressurizer High Water Level Allowable
Value. Use of this level assures that the reactor
trips prior to exceeding the TS value.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 8 12/11/00
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Difference Difference
\/ Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 134 Since no specific power capacity is specified in

the CTS, this requirement has been deleted.
Approved TSTF-94 was not incorporated since the
changes were not applicable to PI. PI CTS require
two groups of heaters to be operable and this
requirement is retained in the ITS.

135 Not used.

X 136 This SR should be performed in conjunction with
the plant refueling cycle. Pl intends to extend the
refueling cycle to 24 months and accordingly this
frequency is changed to 24 months.

CL 137 As discussed in CL3.4-134, above, the CTS do not
require a specified pressurizer heater capacity.
Likewise it does not require testing of the heaters
to a specified capacity. Thus this SR is not
included in the PI ITS.

CL 138 This LCO is revised to reflect the Pl design with
two PSVs and incorporate the CTS PSV
OPERABILITY pressure range.

TA 139 AThis change incorporates TSTF-352, Revision 1.

U
' Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 9 12/11/00
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Part F
Difference Difference
Category ‘Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
140 Not used.

PA 141 The bracketed time in the Note which allows final
setting of the PSV under hot conditions allows 36
hours since Pl has two PSVs.

CL 142 Condition B is modified to account for the PI
design which has only two PSVs.

PA 143 The nominal setpoint pressure range is provided
for clarity since it is not stated in the LCO or
anywhere else in the TS.

TA 144 Incorporates TSTF-247. The portions of this TSTF
which relate to a plant with three block valves were
not included since Pl has two PORVs and two
block valves.

145 Not used.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

10 12/11/00
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S Difference Difference
-/ Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 146 Condition A and associated Required Action,
Completion Time and Bases are modified to
incorporate CTS provisions which require remedial
actions if one or both PORVs are inoperable solely
due to excessive seat leakage.
CL 147 Condition B and associated Required Action,
Completion Time and Bases are modified to
incorporate CTS provisions remedial actions if a
PORYV is inoperable for reasons other than
excessive seat leakage.
TA 148 This change incorporated TSTF-309, Revision 2
K/ with minor modifications to make it correct with

approved TSTF-247.

149 Not used.

150 Not used.

151 Not used.

CL 162 Condition E is modified to incorporate the Pl
-design which comprises two PORVs and the CTS
LCO related to inoperability due to causes other
than excessive seat leakage.

Prairie Island ,
Units 1 and 2 11 12/11/00
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: Difference Difference
\/ Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-

153 Not used.
154 Not used.
155 Not used.
156 Not used.

TA 157 This change incorporates TSTF-284, Revision 3.

CL 158 NUREG-1431 SR 3.4.11.3 and the associated
U Bases are not included since all required

subcomponent testing is included in SR 3.4.11.2.
Verification of the automatic PORV components is
not required in order to meet the definition of
PORV OPERABILITY as specified in the LCO
Bases. Therefore this SR is not included.

PA 169 The Required Action has been modified by
requiring action to "assure" a maximum of one Sl
pump is capable of injecting into the RCS in lieu of

- "verifying". Use of the term "verify" is passive and

~ inconsistent with the urgency of the situation
where the operators should immediately take
decisive action to make one pump incapable of
injecting.

U Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 12 12/11/00
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Difference Difference
Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-

160 Not used.

CL 161 NUREG-1431 SR 3.4.11.4 and the associated
Bases are not included. Since the manual PORV
function and block valves are supplied with
permanent 1E power supplies, in accordance with
the provisions of the Bases this SR is not required.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 13 12/11/00
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Difference Difference

Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 162 The applicability of this Specification has been

revised to apply only to MODE 4 -when any RCS
cold leg is less than the OPPS enable temperature
and greater than the Sl pump disable temperature
to be consistent with CTS requirements.
Accordingly, the title has been revised. Also the
name of this Section is revised by deleting
"System" to be consistent with the title of new
Specification 3.4.13. These sections are not
narrowly focused on a LTOP System but rather
provide options for low temperature protection
measures one of which is the LTOP System which
at Pl is titled, "Over Pressure Protection System
(OPPS)". Thus the title, "Low Temperature
Overpressure Protection" is more appropriate.

The provisions of this Specification which apply
when the RCS temperature is below the S| pump
disable temperature are not included since they
have been relocated to the new Specification
3.4.13.

SRs 3.4.12.4 and 3.4.12.5 have also been revised
to account for the OPPS circuitry which requires
testing to support this Specification.

Prairie Island '.
Units 1 and 2 14 12/11/00
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Difference Difference

/ Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL - 163 The PI CTS and supporting analyses require that

only one Sl pump be capable of injecting in MODE
4 when the RCS temperature is below the LTOP
enable temperature and above the Sl pump
disable temperature.

CTS and design basis analyses do not require any
restrictions on charging pump operation during
RCS low temperature operations. Thus the
bracketed requirements in NUREG-1431 LCO,
Action, Surveillances Requirements and Bases
have been deleted and NUREG-1431 SR 3.4.12.2
is not included.

Since the system which provides LTOP at Pl is the
OPPS, this has been included in the LCO
O statement. To clarify the presentation of the LCO
-/ statement, the three provisions have been
designated by a), b) and c).

The complete name, "emergency core cooling
system", is included in the LCO to make clear
which accumulators are the subject of this
Specification. The PORVs utilize back-up air
accumulators; thus to prevent confusion, this

- clarifying phrase was added to the first use of

_accumulators in this Specification and the term
"ECCS" is used thereafter.

The LCO, Required Actlons and Bases are revised
. to reflect that only the PORVs function as the RCS
~ relief valves in the LTOP function. Since the RHR
- relief valve is not used in the LTOP functlon .
NUREG-1431 SRs 3.4.12.4 and 3.4.12.7 were not

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 15 12/11/00
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Difference Difference

Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 163 (continued)

incorporated into the PI ITS. Since depressurizing
and venting of the RCS is not an option in MODE
4, paragraph b. was deleted.

CL 164 A Note is included incorporating CTS 3.3.A.3
which provides for S1 system testing (head
removal is not included since it is not a viable
option in MODE 4).

TA 165 Thi's change incorporates TSTF-243.

TA 166 The Applicability Note was relocated to the LCO
and reworded consistent with the guidance of
approved TSTF-285, Revision 1. Since Pl does
not have restrictions on charging pump operation
at low temperatures, the other portions of TSTF-
285 are not applicable and have not been

~ incorporated.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 16 12/11/00
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Difference Difference

/ Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 167 The Applicability, Actions and Bases were revised

to delete MODES 5 and 6 from this Specification
since a new Specification, 3.4.13, "Low
Temperature Overpressure Protection (LTOP) <
Safety Injection (SI) Pump Disable Temperature,"
has been included to address CTS requirements
for operation in these MODES.

PA 168 Since the LTOP requirements have been split into
two Specifications, Pl ITS Required Action E has
been split into E.1 which requires the plant to go to
MODE 5. In NUREG-1431, when depressurizing
and venting the RCS, the plant was still in a
MODE included in the Applicability. Since MODE 5

U is not applicable to Specification 3.4.12, the
' explicit requirement to change Modes is included.

CL 169 Plant specific vent area is provided in lieu of the
bracketed value. This is specified as a nominal 3
square inches since the Bases, consistent with
CTS Bases, states that the PORV opening of

~ 2.956 square inches fulfills this requirement.

170 * Not used.

U Prairie Island ‘
Units 1 and 2 17 12/11/00
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Difference
Category

CL

CL

Difference
Number
3.4-

171

172

173

Justification for Differences

ITS SR 3.4.12.2 includes a Note consistent with
the LCO Note that these ECCS accumulator
isolation SRs are only applicable when the
accumulator pressure is greater than or equal to
the maximum RCS pressure for the eX|st|ng RCS
cold leg temperature allowed in the PTLR.

A new Specification is included to incorporate CTS
requirements that below the SI pump disable
temperature (currently 218 F) both SI pumps shall
be incapable of injecting into the RCS when it is
intact and capable of maintaining pressure. All
subsequent Specifications have been renumbered
to incorporate this new Specification. This new
Specification includes applicable portions of
approved TSTF-205 Rev. 3, TSTF-233, TSTF-243,
TSTF-271 Rev. 1; TSTF-280 Rev. 1, TSTF-284
Rev. 3 and TSTF-285 Rev. 1.

The 1 gpm SG leakage limit has not been included
since the CTS does not have this limit. The 1 gpm
limit is enveloped by the 150 gpd limit and is

- unnecessary. This change is also consistent with
- current industry initiatives to remove this limit from

NUREG-1431.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

18 12/11/00.
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Difference Difference

Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 174 Action statements A and B and the Bases have

been revised to be consistent with CTS. Two new
Action statements C and D have been included to
develop the succession of possible events from
unidentified LEAKAGE to pressure boundary
LEAKAGE existing or SG LEAKAGE not within
limits consistent with PI CTS. Supportmg changes
have also been made in the Bases.

CL 175 The CTS value of 150 gallons per day primary to
secondary leakage is included.

TA 176 Incorporates TSTF-116, Rev. 2. "Equilibrium
xenon" has been included in the Bases list of
considerations for "steady state operating
condition”, since at PI this is a significant
consideration affecting the RCS water inventory
balance.

TA 177 .. . Incorporates approved TSTF-61.

Prairie Island .
Units 1 and 2 19 12/11/00
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Difference Difference

Category Number ' Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 178 The Applicability, Surveillance Requirements and

Bases are revised to eliminate discussion
concerning the exclusion for PIVs in the RHR flow
path during the RHR mode of operation. The only
PIV in the RHR system which is governed by this
LCO is a check valve in the flow path which
provides normal plant cooldown flow into the
reactor vessel; thus this exception does not apply.

PA 179 In accordance with current industry guidance,
"Tube Surveillance" is not included in the program
title and the title has been changed to "Steam
Generator Program”. This change is also
consistent with the program title and description in
ITS 6.5.8.

180 Not used.

X 181 The second option for Required Action A.2 was
selected with the Bases revised accordingly.
Since the second option does not require use of
additional valves, SR 3.4.15.1 should not refer to
Required Action A.2.

Prairie Island ' ,
Units 1 and 2 20 | 12/11/00
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Difference Difference

g Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
PA 182 Minor change to delete reference to Condition A

which is not required since Condition A is the only
Action statement to which Condition B can apply
per the Writer's Guide.

183 Not used.

CL 184 The Frequency and Bases are revised to
incorporate the CTS requirements for testing
Frequency such as every 24 months, prior to
entering Mode 2 under the specified conditions
and prior to returning a PIV to service after

S maintenance, repair or replacement. The CTS

L/ require testing following each refueling outage;

; thus the Frequency is specified as 24 months to
accommodate 24 month refueling cycles. These
changes are acceptable since they are part of the
plant current licensing basis and assure
acceptable performance of these valves. NUREG-
1431 requirements to test the valves following
each 'use have not been included, since this is not

"-a CTS requirement.

185 ~ Notused.

\
‘ Prairie Island ‘
Units 1 and 2 21 12/11/00
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Part F
Difference  Difference |
Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 186 The bracketed Condition C for the RHR System
auto closure interlock (ACI) is not included in the
PIITS. This plant design feature is not included in
the Pl CTS and thus is notincluded in the ITS.
The associated SRs (ISTS SR 3.4.14.2 and
3.4.14.3) have not been.included. Likewise, the
Bases associated with Condition C and the
associated SR Bases have not been included.
X 187 This SR should be performed in conjunction with

the plant refueling cycle. Pl intends to extend the
refueling cycle to 24 months and accordingly this
frequency is changed to 24 months. Since this SR
is new for the Pl plant, there is no historical basis
for not performing the SR at 24 month intervals.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

22 12/11/00
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Difference Difference

Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 188 The LCO, Actions and Bases are revised to

incorporate CTS requirements which make
containment radionuclide monitoring one form of
required RCS leakage detection instrumentation.
The SRs associated with maintaining the
radionuclide monitoring instrumentation have been
included in the PI ITS. To be consistent with Pl
CTS which requires two methods for detecting
RCS Ieakage containment sump A pump run time
-monitoring is also included with appropriate
Actions, SRs and Bases.

Pl uses other methods for RCS leakage detection,
as discussed in the ITS Bases and the USAR,;
‘however, these other methods are not amenable
to incorporation into the ITS and are not part of
CTS. Operating experience for over twenty-five
years has demonstrated on numerous occasions
that the Pl leakage detection methods, TS and
non-TS, are adequate to provide early detection of
RCS leakage.

CL 189 = Pl does not have CTS requirements for
-~ containment air cooler condensate flow rate
- monitoring and does not have a system which is
amenable for inclusion in the ITS. Thus the LCO,
-Actlon SR and associated Bases are not included
in the PI ITS

190 Not used.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 23 12/11/00
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2 by

Difference Difference

Category Number Justification for Differences
34-
CL 191 The SR Note which eliminates a repetitive testing

loop is not included in the PI ITS. CTS do not
require testing of the PIVs after each use and thus
the testing requirements do not introduce the
possibility of a repetitive testing loop.

CL 192 The clause “reactor coolant pressure boundary [or
the" has not been included since the Pl system
design does not include any isolation valves in the
RCPB which will perform this function.

193 Not used.

TA 194 This change incorporates TSTF-60. Some minor
changes have been made to use PI terminology.

195 ‘Not used.
196 Not used.

PA 197 jThe LCO and Condition A wording is revised to be
' "~ consistent wnth each other and with Cond|t|on B.
. The limits are specified in the LCO statement and
- .Figure 3.4.17-1. The appropriate changes have
. also been included in the Bases. -

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 24 12/11/00
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S Difference Difference .
-/ Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-

198 Not used.
199 Not used.
200 Not used.

TA 201 This change incorporates TSTF-28.

PA 202 Condition C is revised to clarify the terminology.
c PA 203 SR 3.4.17.3 has been modified to eliminate
-/ redundancy and clarify intent.

CL 204 NUREG-1431 Specifications 3.4.17 and 3.4.18 are

not included since Pl does not have RCS loop
isolation valves.

205 Notused.

TA 206 s ‘Inc':'or:porates TSTF-108, Rev. 1.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 25 12/11/00
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\_/ Difference Difference
Category Number Justification for Differences

3.4-

207 Not used.
208 Not used.
209 Not used.
210 Not used.

PA 211 Included throughout the Bases are reference
corrections, renumbering and relettering of
paragraphs and minor wording changes which
have been made to accommodate changes to the

i _J Specifications and P! unique needs. These
changes are not identified by change numbers.

CL 212 In Bases 3.4.1, deleted discussion of a specific
DNBR limit. More than one limit is used in the PI
safety analysis, depending on the event analyzed.

TA 213 This chan'g_e incorporates TSTF-136

26 | 12/11/00
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Difference Difference

-/ Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 214 In Bases 3.4.1, revised dichs'sion»of the source of

the DNB limits to agree with their development in
the PI specific safety analysis. The safety analysis
does not use the term analytical limits. It does use
conservative assumptions for transient initial
conditions.

CL 215 In Bases 3.4.1, revised discussion of treatment of
the RCS flow uncertainty to agree with plant
specific implementation, and clarified the purpose
of the DNB parameter allowances.

\_ PA 216 In Bases 3.4.1, revised discussion to clarify the
significance of increasing vs. decreasing
transients. ‘
CL 217 Pl CTS requirements are all based on isothermal

temperature coefficient (ITC). Consistent with ITS
- Section 3.1.3, moderator temperature coefficient
' 1(MTC) is changed to ITC throughout B3.4.2.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 27 12/11/00
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Difference Difference

Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
PA 218 Pl transient analyses assume a conservatively

high or conservatively low HZP temperature,
depending on the transnent analyzed. The range
around nominal HZP is-selected to account for the
assumptions. The minimum temperature for
criticality is the lower value of this range.

PA 219 In Bases 3.4.1, Applicability, deleted the last
sentence. The sentence presents an expectation
for operator action that is not prescribed in the
Specification. Chapter 2 covers operator response
to potential SL violations.

220 Not used.

CL 221 Pl was licensed prior to issuance of 10CFR50
Appendix A. Pl did commit, to the extent
described in the USAR Section 1, to the Atomic
Energy Commission (AEC) draft General Design
Criteria (GDC) which were issued for comment
July 10, 1967. Generally the AEC GDC number is
different than the 10CFR50 Appendix A GDC
number.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 28 12/11/00
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Difference Difference

/ Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 222 Discussion of the reactor vessel material

surveillance program is revised to reflect the status
of the planned program. The USAR description of
the program and requirements is referenced to
ensure consistency with current licensing basis.

PA 223 In Bases 3.4.4, Background, removed the
secondary function that is not relevant during the
MODES of APPLICABILITY covered by this
Specification.

CL 224 In Bases 3.4.4, revised the Applicable Safety
\J Analysis discussion to more clearly represent PI
specific analyses accounting for RCS flow, DNBR
and applicable events. These changes are made
to avoid possible misinterpretation of the analysis.

225 Not used.

CL 226 In Bases 3.4.5, Appllcable Safety Analysis, deleted
- discussion of a power excursion due to rod
~ ejection. -Pl does not specifically analyze this
“transient for sub-critical conditions since it would
not result in'a power excursion and the reactor
would remain sub-critical irrespective of the
number of RC loops in operat|on

o N
Prairie Island .
Units 1 and 2 29 12/11/00
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Difference Difference

Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 227 Clarified discussion of safety analyses to more

closely represent the Pl specific analysis
methodology, assumptions, transients analyzed,
and results acceptability. The only transient
analyzed from sub-critical is accidental rod
withdrawal, which assumes both loops in
operation.

PA 228 Edited discussion of the testing campaign that is
used as the basis for the LCO Note to more
closely present that campaign as historical, is not

- expected to be repeated, and likely would require
new test procedures.

PA 229 In Bases 3.4.5, Action D, deleted second
occurrence of the sentence regarding opening
RTB's or de-energizing MG sets. This sentence is
redundant due to the change earlier in the
paragraph from TSTF-87.

230 Not used.

231 Not used.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 30 - 12/11/00
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Difference Difference

Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
PA 232 In Sections 3.4.5, 3.4.6 and 3.4.7, Bases LCO, the

statement defining an OPERABLE SG is edited.

- The terminology "...Steam Generator Tube
Surveillance Program,” is not utilized in the PI ITS.
Operability is sufficiently defined in other sections
of ITS; thus this clarification is not necessary.
The clarification that is unique to operation in the
shutdown modes of a minimum wide range level,
specified in SR 3.4.7.2, is added to Bases 3.4.7,
LCO. This is consistent with the other Bases,
3.4.5 and 3.4.6.

233 Not used.

234 Not used.

235 Not used.

236 Not used.
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Difference Difference

Category . Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 237 Section 3.4.6, 3.4.7 and 3.4.8 Bases, Applicable

Safety Analysis, is edited to recognize that while it
is acknowledged that forced RCS circulation
increases the time available, Pl does not have a
current licensing basis analysis that quantifies the
relationship to the time available.

PA 238 NUREG 1431 Section 3.4.6 Bases, Applicability,
statements regarding the purpose of requiring
forced circulation are not included in PI ITS. The
purpose of providing forced flow, and redundant
forced flow, is sufficiently discussed in the
Background and LCO discussion, phrased in a
manner that is not inconsistent with current
licensing basis. Also, providing this additional
clarification in B3.4.6 Applicability is inconsistent
with B3.4.5 Applicability.

PA 239 Added clarification in Section 3.4.6 Bases, Action
A, to emphasize the importance of immediate
restoration of an RCS or RHR loop to provide

- forced flow in the Condition where both RHR loops
are inoperable. This emphasis notes that
remaining in MODE 4 with an RCS loop providing
forced flow is more conservative than entry to a
reduced MODE that would necessitate use of
other inoperable cooling mechanisms.

240 Not used.
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Part F
Difference Difference
Category Number Justification for Differences

3.4-
241 Not used.
242 Not used.
243 Not used.
244 Not used.
245 Not used.

TA 246 Incorporated approved TSTF-114.

CL 247 NUREG Section 3.4.7 Bases, Background,
includes "protection” in the sentence defining what
constitutes an operable RHR loop. The flow and
temperature instrumentation associated with the
RHR System at Pl do not provide any form of
protection, so this term is not included in the ITS.

248-255  Not used.
Prairie Island
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Difference Difference
Category Number

3.4-
TA 256
PA 257
PA 258

Package 3.4

Justification for Differences
Incorporated approved TSTF-162.

Statements are added to Bases Section 3.4.9
Background to clarify the discussion of small
amounts of non-condensible gases. The added
statements point out that the existence of these
gases is to be expected, and that this presence is
not significant when there is a steam bubble.
These editorial additions are to improve operator
understanding.

NUREG 1431 SR 3.4.9.1 Bases statements
"...corresponds to verifying the parameter each
shift." and "...verify that operation is within safety
analysis assumptions." are not included in ITS.
Over the plant life, the operator shift duration has
varied between 8 hours and 12 hours. Including
the statement would result in the need revise this
Bases when the shift is other than 12 hours.

Although there is tacit assumption in the safety
analysis that the pressurizer is not water solid,

“there is no basis in the assumption from which to

quantify a level as a basis for any particular
surveillance criteria. Other areas 'of the Bases
discuss the purpose of the level in general terms.
These discussions provide sufficient msnght The

" NUREG statement can be mlsmterpreted as -
implying specific SR criteria. - Since it could be

misleading, and is otherwise addressed, lt is not
included in the SR Bases.

Prairie Island
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Difference Difference
Category Number Justification for Differences

3.4-

259 Not used.

260 Not used.

CL 261 NUREG 1431 Section 3.4.10 Bases, Applicable
Safety Analysis, includes the statement "Safety
valve actuation is required in events ¢, d, and e
(above) to limit the pressure increase." The set of
transients that require safety valve operation per
the Pl safety analysis is cycle specific. The results
of these analyses is documented in the cycle
specific COLR. Thus the statement is not included
in the ITS Bases.

262-266 = Not used.

TA 267 Incorporates TSTF-151. Bases Action 3.4.11 Cis
edited to delete "the power will be restored and™.
The Action does not require removal of power, and
such removal may not be necessary to affect
restoration.

Prairie Iéland '
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Difference
Category

PA

Difference
Number
3.4-

268

269

270

Justification for Differences

Bases Section 3.4.11 Applicability is edited to
emphasize the SGTR event which per safety
analysis and procedures is the event that utilizes
the PORV's for mitigation and recovery. The
secondary purpose of PORV and block valve
operability, which is not assumed in safety
analysis, is clarified to be consistent with
operational use of these valves. This is consistent
with TSTF-151.

ISTS discussion related to potential causes of
PORYV spurious opening is deleted. This
discussion is inconsistent with 2-loop plant control
system design and is extraneous. As determined
in post-TMI control system evaluation, the 2-loop
plant control system does not utilize a rate circuit
similar to the 3 and 4-loop plant control system,
thus is not susceptible to the postulated spurious
operation. The remaining discussion provides
sufficient basis to support the MODE Applicability
requirements.

These changes eliminate possible operator
confusion by clarifying the need for the valves.
This is considered an editorial change.

Not used.

Not used.

Prairie Island
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Difference Differéence
U Category Number
3.4-
CL 271

Justification for Differences

The original implementation of the LTOP
requirements at Pl involved installation of the Over
Pressure Protection System (OPPS) and air
accumulators for the PORV's. OPPS used
existing RCS parameters as inputs. OPPS
provides the algorithms, logic, and setpoints for
alarms and PORYV actuation. The input
instrumentation and the PORV's retain the original
systems assignment. Thus, an "LTOP system"
does not exist within PI terminology. The "LTOP
function" used in the ITS Specification is provided
by components assigned to multiple plant
systems. The Bases is revised throughout to
clearly identify OPPS, the functionality OPPS
provides, and the distinction between OPPS and
the components that are part of other systems.

_/ )
Prairie Island
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Difference Difference

Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 272 The LTOP requiremenfs have been split into two

Specifications based on mass input limits
established in the Pl specific analyses. Bases
Section 3.4.12 and new Bases Section 3.4.13,
Background and Applicable Safety Analyses are
edited to correlate to the Pl specific analyses. To
ensure consistency with the analyses and avoid
statements that may be inaccurate for the plant
conditions within the applicable operating regime
of each Specification, the summary purpose for
provision of low temperature overpressure
protection is replaced with CTS Bases statements.
The analyzed transients, resultant limitations and
mitigation requirements are edited to be consistent
with the PI specific analysis and LCO. NUREG-
1431 statements regarding analysis results that
are not clearly stated within the Pl analyses are
not included.

Since the Applicability split between the two
Sections is a point that does not align with the
MODE definitions in NUREG-1431, use of the term
“LTOP MODES" is not directly applicable to either
Specification. In order to provide a simple,
understandable replacement for “L.TOP MODES",
reference to the Applicability statement of the
Specification is inserted.

Prairie Island
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Difference  Difference
U Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 273 The NUREG 1431 SR 3.4.12.1 and 3.4.12.2

Bases are edited to Pl specific current license
requirements and practices. The NUREG
alternative methods for LTOP control other than
removing power from the Sl pumps. The ITS
delineates the methods provided for in CTS.
These methods are consistent with the criteria for
acceptable alternatives listed in the NUREG
bases. The method of verifying accumulator
discharge valve status is delineated.

274-296  Not used.

./ CL 297 The PIVs are included in the PI ITS as the result of
an Order for Modification of License issued by the
NRC April 20, 1981. Since the Regulations listed
in the Bases Background are not the basis for
including these valves in this Specification, they
are not included in the discussion or as references
in this Bases.

PA 298 The Background paragraph which discussed what
LCO 3.4.14 (ISTS 3.4.13) is not included since this
is not accurate for Pl and this paragraph is not
necessary in the Bases.

Prairie Island
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U Difference Difference
Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-

CL 299 The Bases Applicable Safety Analyses have been
revised to provide clarification and agree with the
USAR and CTS Bases for RCS leakage TS.

PA 300 Clarification is provided that leakage past
pressurizer safety valve seats does not meet the
definition of reactor coolant pressure boundary
leakage. This is explicitly stated since it has been
an issue with the Pl operators previously.

CL 301 Pl is not committed to R.G. 1.45 and thus the
leakage detection requirements are referenced to

o the leakage detection instrumentation

/ specification.
TA 302 This change incorporates TSTF-54, Revision 1.
CL 303 The 150 gallon per day SG primary to secondary

leakage rate is based on the Steam Generator

Voltage Based Alternate Repair Criteria approved
for Pl in License Amendments 133/125 issued
November 18, 1997.

CL 304  CTS Bases discussion of the role of 'Seal welds at
- threaded joints are included in the ITS to provide
clarification.
Prairie Island
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W, Difference  Difference
Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-

CL 305 CTS requirements have been relocated to the ITS
Bases.

CL 306 The Pl list of PIVs is in the CTS and has been
relocated to the Bases LCO discussion.
Reference to a separate list in the USAR is not
required. This list is based on the NRC study
provided in the letter from Robert A. Clark, NRC,
to L. O. Mayer, NSP, subject: "Order for
Modification of License Concerning Primary
Coolant System Pressure Isolation Valves," dated
April 20, 1981.

\_,/ CL 307 The CTS required minimum test pressure
- differential across the PIVs has been relocated to
the Bases.

CL 309 The definition of PIVs provided in these Bases is
very broad and thus the Bases are clarified to
assure that only the PIVs included in the CTS are
included in this LCO. The CTS lists PIVs'based
on the NRC study which identified the risk
significant configurations. Thus the Bases are
modified to clarify that this Specification applies to
the risk significant valves as identified in the LCO
section of the Bases. '

\
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Difference Difference
Category Number
3.4-

Justification for Differences

CL

CL

TA

TA

310

311

312

313

314

315

CTS Bases and the USAR (Ref. 2) describe
methods for leakage detection at Pl which are not
included in the ISTS. Discussion of these
methods have been included in the PI ITS Bases
to make the presentation complete. As noted in
the proposed Bases, these methods are not
required by this LCO. Reference to Regulatory
Guide 1.45 is not included since Pl is not
committed to this document.

The NUREG-1431 discussion of air cooler
condensate flow rates is not applicable to Pl and
has been replaced with a discussion of Sump A
pump run time monitoring which provides
comparable indication. Although run time
instrumentation is not required by the CTS, it is
included in the ITS.

Not used.
This change incorporates TSTF-205, Revision 3.
This change incorporates TSTF-137.

Not used.

Prairie Island
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Difference Difference
Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
TA 316 This change incorporates TSTF-154, Revision 2.
CL 317 Clarification is provided in the LCO discussion of
the Bases as to the purpose of this specification.
318 Not used.
CL 319 The discussion of humidity measurements has
been modified to reflect monitoring capabilities at
Pl.
320 Not used.
Prairie Island
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Difference Difference

Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL . 321 CTS require two methods of instrumentation to

detect RCS leakage; however, the second
method, other than radionuclide monitoring, is not
required to indicate in the control room. The ITS
includes containment sump monitoring because it
is closest to the methods given in NUREG-1431
and is one of the methods currently used at PI.
This is in addition to other indications in the control
room such as containment pressure, temperature,
humidity and pressurizer level. Some of these
parameters are required to be monitored by other
Specifications for other reasons, but would
certainly be evaluated for RCS leakage if they
indicated abnormally.

However, containment sump monitoring is not
installed instrumentation in the control room. A
physical plant modification would be required to
allow it to indicate in the control room. Therefore,
the Bases Applicable Safety Analyses discussion
references 10 CFR 50.36 (c)(2)(ii) Criterion 4 for
this instrumentation.

CL 322 Since Pl is extending the refueling cycle to 24
months through this license amendment, operating
experience with this interval does not exist.

CL 323 - Specific instruments which satisfy the
requirements of this LCO have been included for
clarity.

Prairie Island
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J Difference Difference
Category Number
3.4-
CL 324

CL 325

Justification for Differences

The NUREG-1431 discussion of the analyses
which support Specification 3.4.17 have not been
included and have been replaced by the
discussion from Pl CTS. In 1979 Pl was requested
by the NRC to incorporate RCS Specific Activity
limits which are equivalent to those in Specification
3.4.17. These limits were issued by the NRC on
December 4, 1981 (ITS Bases 3.4.17 Ref. 2).
However, NSP was not provided with the analyses
which support these limits; thus the Bases were
revised stating that the limits are based on NRC
parametric evaluations. In November 1999 NSP
requested these evaluations, but the NRC was
unable to find them. Since Pl does not have
USAR analyses which support these limits, we
continue to depend on the NRC parametric
evaluations as stated in the Bases for ITS LCO
3.4.17. to determine that the NUREG-1431 Bases
3.4.16.

NUREG-1431 does not provide a basis for
operating within the limits of Figure 3.4.17-1;
therefore, discussion from the CTS Bases is
included.

U
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Difference Difference

Category Number Justification for Differences
3.4-
CL 326 The PI CTS and ITS specify instrumentation

allowable values and do not specify setpoints.

The values of these setpoints are determined by
the Pl Setpoint Methodology Program. Therefore
the specific setpoints have been removed from the
Bases for ITS 3.4.18. Placing setpoint
requirements in the Bases is an obscure location
for them.

PA 327 The NUREG-1431 discussion of tests which will be
' performed is not included since Pl has already
performed the tests required to operate. Any tests
which may have to be performed in the future will
be defined when they are required.
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PART G
PACKAGE 3.4

REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM (RCS)

NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS DETERMINATION
AND ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS DETERMINATION

The proposed changes to the Operating License have been evaluated to determine
whether they constitute a significant hazards consideration as required by 10CFR Part
50, Section 50.91 using the standards provided in Section 50.92.

For ease of review, the changes are evaluated in groupings according to the type of
change involved. A single generic evaluation may suffice for some of the changes while
others may require specific evaluation in which case the appropriate reference change
numbers are provided.

A - Administrative (GENERIC NSHD)
(A3.4-03, A3.4-08, A3.4-14, A3.4-18, A3.4-22, A3.4-28, A3.4-39, A3.4-46, A3.4-49,
A3.4-61, A3.4-71, A3.4-73, A3.4-77, A3.4-78, A3.4-83, A3.4-99)

Most administrative changes have not been marked-up in the Current Technical
Specifications, and may not be specifically referenced to a discussion of change. This
No Significant Hazards Determination (NSHD) may be referenced in a discussion of
change by the prefix "A" if the change is not obviously an administrative change and
requires an explanation.

These proposed changes are editorial in nature. They involve reformatting, renaming,
renumbering, or rewording of existing Technical Specifications to provide consistency

Prairie Island
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U Administrative (continued)

with NUREG-1431 or conformance with the Writer's Guide, or change of current plant
terminology to conform to NUREG-1431. Some administrative changes involve
relocation of requirements within the Technical Specifications without affecting their
technical content. Clarifications within the new Prairie Island Improved Technical
Specifications which do not impose new requirements on plant operation are also
considered administrative.

1. The proposed amendment will not involvé a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

The proposed conversion of Prairie Island Current Technical Specifications to
conform to NUREG-1431 involves reformatting, rewording, changes in
terminology and relocating requirements. These changes are simply editorial, or
do not involve technical changes and thus they do not-impact any initiators of
previously analyzed events or assumed mitigation of accident or transient
events. Therefore, these changes do not involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

These proposed administrative changes do not involve physical modification of
the plant, no new or different type of equipment will be installed or removed
associated with these administrative changes, nor will there be changes in
parameters governing normal plant operation. The proposed administrative
changes do not impose new or different requirements on plant operation.
Therefore, these administrative changes do not create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

These proposed administrative changes do not impact any safety analysis
assumptions. Therefore, these changes do not involve a reduction in the plant
margin of safety.

— Prairie Island
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o M - More restrictive (GENERIC NSHD)

-/ (M3.4-04, M3.4-06, M3.4-07, M3.4-11, M3.4-12, M3.4-13, M3.4-17, M3.4-21, M3.4-26,
M3.4-31, M3.4-32, M3.4-33, M3.4-34, M3.4-37, M3.4-38, M3.4-41, M3.4-42, M3.4-43,
M3.4-44, M3.4-45, M3.4-51, M3.4-52, M3.4-54, M3.4-57, M3.4-62, M3.4-63, M3.4-64,
M3.4-72, M3.4-81, M3.4-84, M3.4-85)

This proposed Technical Specifications revision involves modifying the Current
Technical Specifications to impose more stringent requirements upon plant operations
to achieve consistency with the guidance of NUREG-1431, correct discrepancies or
remove ambiguities from the specifications. These more restrictive Technical
Specifications have been evaluated against the plant design, safety analyses, and other
Technical Specifications requirements to ensure the plant will continue to operate safely
with these more stringent specifications.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

The proposed changes provide more stringent requirements for operation of the
plant. These more stringent requirements do not result in operation that will
increase the probability of initiating an analyzed event and do not alter

\/ assumptions relative to mitigation of an accident or transient event.

These more restrictive requirements continue to ensure process variables,
structures, systems, and components are maintained consistent with the safety
analyses and licensing basis. Therefore, these changes do not involve a
significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

The proposed changes do not involve a physical alteration of the plant, that is,
no new or different type of equipment will be installed, nor do they change the
methods governing normal plant operation.

These more stringent requirements do impose different operating restrictions.
However, these operating restrictions are consistent with the boundaries
established by the assumptions made in the plant safety analyses and licensing
bases. Therefore, these changes do not create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

\./ Prairie Island
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M - More restrictive (continued)

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

The imposition of more stringent requirements on plant operation either has no
impact on the plant margin of safety or increases the margin of safety. Each
change in this category is by definition providing additional restrictions to
enhance plant safety by:

a) increasing the analytical or safety limit;

b) increasing the scope of the specifications to include additional plant
equipment;

c) adding requirements to current specifications;

d) increasing the applicability of the specification;

e) providing additional actions;

f) decreasing restoration times;

a) imposing new surveillances; or

h) decreasing surveillance intervals.

These changes maintain requirements within the plant safety analyses and
licensing bases. Therefore, these changes do not involve a significant reduction
o/ in a margin of safety.

Prairie Island
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R - Relocation (GENERIC NSHD)
(R3.4-56, R3.4-66, R3.4-67)

This License Amendment Request (LAR) proposes to relocate requirements contained
in the Current Technical Specifications out of the Technical Specifications into licensee
controlled programs. These requirements are relocated because they 1) do not meet
the Technical Specifications selection criteria defined in 10 CFR 50.36; or 2) are
mandated by current Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) regulations and are
therefore unnecessary in the Technical Specifications.

In the NRC Final Policy Statement on Technical Specifications Improvements for
Nuclear Power Reactors (dated 7/16/93), the NRC stated:

. . . since 1969, there has been a trend towards including in Technical
Specifications not only those requirements derived from the analyses and
evaluations included in the safety analysis report but also essentially all other
Commission requirements governing the operation of nuclear power reactors. . .
This has contributed to the volume of Technical Specifications and to the
several-fold increase, since 1969, in the number of license amendment
applications to effect changes to the Technical Specifications. It has diverted
both staff and licensee attention from the more important requirements in these
documents to the extent that it has resulted in an adverse but unquantifiable
impact on safety.

Thus, relocation of unnecessary requirements from the Current Technical Specifications
should result in an overall improvement in plant safety through more focused attention
to the requirements that are most important to plant safety.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

These proposed changes relocate requirements for structures, systems,
components or variables which did not meet the criteria for inclusion in the
improved Technical Specifications, or which duplicate regulatory requirements.
The affected structures, systems, components or variables are not assumed to
be initiators of analyzed events and are not assumed to mitigate accident or
transient events. '

Prairie Island
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Relocation (continued)

These relocated operability requirements will continue to be maintained pursuant
to 10 CFR 50.59, other regulatory requirements (as applicable for the document
to which the requirement is relocated), or the Administrative Controls section of
these proposed improved Technical Specifications.

Therefore, these changes do not involve a significant increase in the probability

or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

These proposed changes do not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no
new or different type of equipment will be installed) or changes in parameters
governing normal plant operation. The proposed changes do not impose any
different requirements and adequate control of existing requirements will be
maintained. Thus, these changes do not create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

These proposed changes will not reduce the margin of safety because they do
not impact any safety analysis assumptions. In addition, the relocated
requirements for the affected structure, system, component or variables are the
same as the current Technical Specifications. Since future changes to these
requirements will be evaluated per the requirements of 10 CFR 50.59, other
regulatory requirements (as applicable for the document to which the
requirement is relocated), or the Administrative Control section of the Improved
Technical Specifications, proper controls are in place to maintain the plant
margin of safety. Therefore, these changes do not involve a significant reduction
in the margin of safety.

Prairie Island
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_ LR - Less restrictive, Relocated details (GENERIC NSHD)
\/ (LR3.4-01, LR3.4-24, LR3.4-53, LR3.4-74, LR3.4-94, LR3.4-96, LR3.4-97, LR3.4-98)

Some information in the Prairie Island Current Technical Specifications that is
descriptive in nature regarding the equipment, system(s), actions or surveillances
identified by the specification has been removed from the proposed specification and
relocated to the proposed Bases, Updated Safety Analysis Report or licensee
controlled procedures. The relocation of this descriptive information to the Bases of the
Improved Technical Specifications, Updated Safety Analysis Report or licensee
controlled procedures is acceptable because these documents will be controlled by the
Improved Technical Specifications required programs, procedures or 10CFR50.59.
Therefore, the descriptive information that has been moved continues to be maintained
in an appropriately controlled manner.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

The proposed changes relocate detailed, descriptive requirements from the
Technical Specifications to the Bases, Updated Safety Analysis Report or
licensee controlled procedures. These documents containing the relocated
requirements will be maintained under the provisions of 10CFR50.59, a program

\_/ or procedure based on 10CFR50.59 evaluation of changes, or NRC approved
methodologies. Since these documents to which the Technical Specifications
requirements have been relocated are evaluated under 10CFR50.59 or its
guidance, or in accordance with NRC approved methodologies, no increase in
the probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluate will be
allowed without prior NRC approval. Therefore, these changes do not involve a
significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

These proposed changes do not necessitate physical alteration of the plant, that
is, no new or different type of equipment will be installed , or change parameters
governing normal plant operation. The proposed changes will not impose any
different requirements and adequate control of the information will be
maintained. Thus, these changes do not create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

\—
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LR - Less restrictive, Relocated details (continued)

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

The proposed changes will not reduce a margin of safety because it has no
impact on any safety analysis assumptions. In addition, the requirements to be
transposed from the Technical Specifications to the Bases, Updated Safety
Analysis Report or licensee controlled procedures are the same as the existing
Technical Specifications. Since future changes to these requirements will be
evaluated under 10CFR50.59 or its guidance, or in accordance with NRC
approved methodologies, no reduction in a margin of safety will be allowed
without prior NRC approval. Therefore, these changes do not involve a
significant reduction in a margin of safety.

Prairie Island
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L - Less restrictive, Specific

Each CTS change which is designated as Less (L prefix) restrictive on plant operations
is provided with a specific NSHD.

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-02

CTS DNB parameter limitations are modified by a Note which does not apply
pressurizer pressure limits during power step or ramp increases. This change will delete
the “increase” limitation in the note so that the Note also applies during decreases. This
change is acceptable because DNBR increases when power is decreased; thus the
protection intended by this specification continues to be provided. This change is
consistent with NUREG-1431.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

Ramp and step decreases in power increase the DNBR since the power level is
decreased; therefore this change does not involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

Relaxing pressurizer pressure limits during a ramp or step decrease in power
does not change any plant operating parameters and does not involve any plant
modifications or new equipment; thus the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident is not created.

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

Since DNBR is increased as power decreases, allowing the pressurizer pressure
limits to be exceeded does not reduce any safety margins. Therefore this change
does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of safety.

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.
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Part G Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-05

This change will allow 6 hours to reduce power to MODE 2 when DNB limits are not
met which is 2 hours in addition to the CTS allowed completion time for this action
statement. This change is acceptable since 6 hours is a reasonable time to perform an
orderly shutdown and is consistent with other TS Required Actions requiring transition
to MODE 2. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

The time allowed by the TS for shutting the unit down in the event of an out-of-
limit DNB parameter is not a precursor of initiating event for any analyzed
accidents. Therefore the proposed change will not affect the probability of any
accident previously evaluated. Furthermore, the proposed change in the
Completion Time for performance of this Required Action does not significantly
increase the consequences of an accident because a change in the Completion
Time does not change the assumed response of the equipment in performing its
specified mitigation functions, or change the response of the core parameters to
assumed scenarios, from that considered during the original Completion Time.
Therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant increase in the
consequences of any accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

Extending the time to go to MODE 2 under these circumstances does not
change any plant operating parameters and does not involve any plant
modifications or new equipment; thus the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident is not created.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 10 12/11/00



Part G Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-05 (continued)

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

Extending the time to go to MODE 2 by 2 hours does not significantly reduce the
plant margin of safety since this change does not change any plant operating
parameters or conditions. The extended time also allows the operators additional
time to perform an orderly shutdown which may increase the margin of safety
since plant safety may be challenged if the plant is subjected to a transient
during the transition to MODE 2. Therefore, the short extension of the
Completion Time interval does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
_consideration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.
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Part G Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-16

CTS allow 6 hours to cool down below 350°F if one RCS loop is inoperable in MODE 3
or MODE 2 with k4 < 1.0. This change will allow 12 hours to cool down.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

Allowing 12 hours to go to MODE 4 does not increase the consequences of an
accident since the plant operating conditions are not changed by this Completion
Time change. Allowing an additional 6 hours to cool down to MODE 4 does not
significantly increase the probability of an accident since this is a small amount of
additional time and it is unlikely an accident would occur in this time.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

Extending the time to go to MODE 4 under these circumstances does not

change any plant operating parameters and does not involve any plant

modifications or new equipment; thus the possibility of a new or different kind of
\_/ accident is not created.

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

Extending the time to go to MODE 4 by 6 hours does not significantly reduce the
plant margin of safety since this change does not change any plant operating
parameters or conditions. The extended time also allows the operators additional
time to plan an orderly shutdown which may increase the margin of safety.

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.
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Part G Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-23

This deletes the CTS requirement to open the reactor trip breakers during the period
when both reactor coolant pumps are not operating. Both pumps are permitted to be
shut down to perform special tests. The ITS expands the special tests to include rod
drop times which can not be performed if the reactor trip breakers are open. These
tests are performed during MODE 3 when the reactor is subcritical under the guidance
of preplanned test procedures; thus adequate shutdown margin may be provided by
additional boration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

CTS requires the reactor trip breakers to be opened when both RCPs are shut
down to prevent a power excursion accident due to inadvertent control rod
withdrawal. However, for these special test circumstances, the plant would
assure that the RCS is sufficiently borated to prevent a criticality accident due to
an uncontrolled rod withdrawal. Furthermore, the TS requires these tests to be
limited to less than or equal to one hour and no operations permitted that would
cause reduction of the RCS boron concentration. Since the time for these tests

. is restricted to one hour, this change does not significantly increase the

NG probability of an accident previously evaluated. Since the boration will be
appropriate for the planned test, this change does not involve a significant
increase in the consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

The plant has been analyzed for uncontrolled rod withdrawal: thus this change
does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident.

—/
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Part G Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-23 (continued)

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

During the time that both RCPs are not operating, the plant would be under
preplanned test conditions which require adequate boration to assure the plant is
safe and any activities which would cause reduction of RCS boron concentration
are not allowed. Additionally, these tests are performed very infrequently.
Therefore, allowing the reactor trip breakers to remain closed does not
significantly reduce the plant margin of safety.

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.
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Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-36

This change will allow one RHR loop to be inoperable up to 2 hours to perform
surveillance testing.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

The RHR system is not an accident initiator; thus this change does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident. Since one RHR loop is
OPERABLE and operating and other remedial equipment, such as the S|
system, is also available to mitigate an accident the consequences of an
accident are not significantly increased by this operational change.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

Allowing one RHR loop to be inoperable during this mode of operation does not
change any plant operating parameters and does not involve any plant
modifications or new equipment; thus the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident is not created.

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

This change allows one RHR loop to be inoperable up to 2 hours to perform
required surveillance testing. This permits periodic surveillance tests to be
performed on the inoperable loop during the only time when such testing is safe
and possible. The other RHR loop is required to be in operation and since this is
a very reliable system it is unlikely to stop during this short time period.
Performance of this testing which involves taking a RHR loop out of service when
the plant is using RHR for cooling would be an unusual plant evolution which
would be performed with heightened operator awareness and close supervision.
These tests would also involve plant procedures which would require the
availability of remedial equipment such as the S! and charging pumps. Thus,
allowing one loop of RHR inoperable for surveillance testing does not
significantly reduce the margin of safety .

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.
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Part G , | ‘ Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-47

This change will delete the requirement to maintain one pressurizer safety vaive (PSV)
operable when below 350°F (MODES 5 and 6).

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

The PSV does not perform a safety function in MODES 5 and 6 since its lift
setting exceeds the allowable RCS pressure under these plant conditions. Also,
these valves are not assumed for mitigation of any accident under these plant
conditions. Thus, deletion of these requirements does not significantly increase
the probability or consequences of an accident.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

This proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant, that is,
no new or different type of equipment will be installed. This proposed change
does not introduce any new mode of plant operation or change the methods
governing normal plant operation. Thus, this change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

Deletion of the requirement for a PSV in MODES 5 and 6 does not impact any
plant safety margins since the valve will not perform a safety function under
these plant conditions. Therefore, this change does not involve a significant
reduction in the plant margins of safety.

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.
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Part G Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L.3.4-48

This change will add a Note which allows the pressurizer safety valve (PSV) lift settings
to be outside the LCO limits for the purpose of setting the PSVs under hot conditions.
This change is acceptable because the Note also requires the PSV lift settings to be set
at cold conditions prior to startup and limits the time period during which the valves may
be adjusted. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

The proposed change will allow the plant to adjust the PSV lift settings under hot
conditions. Current TS and plant practices require the PSV lift settings to be
adjusted under cold conditions prior to heatup. The new Note added by this
change also requires the PSV lift settings to be adjusted under cold conditions
prior to heatup. The PSV are not assumed accident initiators; thus this change
does not significantly increase the probability of an accident previously
evaluated. Since this Note applies when the plant is heating up, the decay heat
will likely be much lower than when the plant is operating in MODE 1, the design
basis condition for the PSVs. Since both PSVs are operable as the plant heats
up, one PSV remains operable while one valve is adjusted, the plant decay heat
load is low and the time for adjusting the PSVs is restricted by the Note, this
change does not significantly increase the consequences of an accident.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

This proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant, that is,
no new or different type of equipment will be installed. This proposed change
does not introduce any new mode of plant operation or change the methods
governing normal plant operation. Thus, this change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.
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Part G , Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-48 (continued)

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

The addition of this note may allow one PSV to be inoperable for a short period
of time to be adjusted under hot conditions. This allows the valve to be set more
accurately and thus may increase plant safety. During this time the plant has
reduced decay heat because the plant has been shutdown. Thus, overall this
change does not involve a significant reduction in the plant margins of safety.

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.
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Part G Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-50

This change will allow 12 hours to place the plant in MODE 5, depressurize and vent
the RCS, when the RCS temperature is greater than the S| pump disable temperature
and less than the OPPS enable temperature and a PORYV is not restored within the
allowed outage time or both PORVs are inoperable. CTS allows 8 hours to be in
MODE 5 with the RCS depressurized and vented through at least a 3 square inch vent.
This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431 as modified by approved
TSTF-352, Revision 1.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

The PORVs and OPPS are not assumed to be accident initiators and therefore
this change does not involve a significant increase in the probability of an
accident previously evaluated.

This change does not change the temperature or pressure of the RCS or the
condition of the coolant or fuel; it only changes the time allowed to fully
depressurize and vent the RCS. Thus, if an accident were to occur, the
consequences would not be significantly increased. This change does not

\_ involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

This proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant, that is,
no new or different type of equipment will be installed. This proposed change
does not introduce any new mode of plant operation or change the methods
governing normal plant operation. Thus, this change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.
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Part G | Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-50 (continued)

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

The CTS allowed shutdown time of 8 hours is considered by the industry to be
insufficient time to perform an orderly shutdown. An additional 4 hours will
maintain plant safety by allowing the operators to plan the shutdown and prevent
challenges to plant systems which may initiate an overpressure event which the
shutdown intends to prevent. Thus, the additional time the RCS can be
pressurized is offset by the increased safety of the shutdown process.
Therefore, overall this change does not involve a significant reduction in the
plant margin of safety.

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431 as modified
by approved TSTF-352, Revision 1.
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Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-68

This change adds action statements and remedial actions which allow the plant to
continue to operate if one means of leakage detection is inoperable. These actions and
continued operation are acceptable since the plant will be required to implement
compensatory actions which provide comparable detection capability while the leak
detection instrumentation is inoperable. This change is consistent with the guidance of
NUREG-1431.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

With this change RCS leakage will continue to be monitored by the remaining
required leakage detection equipment and leakage will also be monitored by
specified alternative means. These alternative methods usually involve
performing manual sampling or evaluation, and therefore, there may be a small
time delay in alerting operators to a leak compared to the required monitor.
However, these alternative means are generally as sensitive as the required
instrumentation. Thus this change does not involve a significant increase in the
probability of an accident.

This change does not change the plant conditions or potential for accident
releases thus it does not involve a significant increase in the consequences of an
accident.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

This proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant, that is,
no new or different type of equipment will be installed. The alternative means of
monitoring leakage are not new methods since they are currently in use at PI.
This change will recognize these monitoring methods in the TS to allow
continued operation of the plant for a specified time. Thus, this change does not
create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.
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Part G Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-68 (continued)

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

This change does not involve a significant reduction in the margin of safety since
alternative measures are required which will alert operators to RCS leakage on
timely, but somewhat delayed, basis.

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.
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Part G Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-79

This change provides a new Action Statement which allows 4 hours to isolate a PIV
flow path with excessive leakage and 72 hours to restore the PIV to operability. CTS
allows one hour to initiate plant shutdown and 6 hours to be in MODE 3. This change is
acceptable because it is unlikely that a PIV will fail completely during the additional 3
hours allowed to isolate the flow path. Once the flow path is isolated, the safety
function of the PIV is met. The 72 hour limit is consistent with allowed outage time for
other safety equipment repairs and may also be limited by the specifications for other
systems made inoperable when the PIV flow path is isolated. This change is consistent
with the guidance of NUREG-1431.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

This proposed change will allow 4 hours to isolate a PIV flow path by closing a
valve which meets the PIV leakage limits. This proposed change will also allow
the plant to continue to operate for 72 hours with the PIV flow path isolated. The
TS allowed leakage limits are set conservatively low; therefore, a PIV that
exceeds the TS limit is not near complete failure. Once the PIV flow path is
isolated, the safety function is met. Therefore this change does not involve a
significant increase in the probability of an accident. Allowing an additional
option to isolate the PIV flow path and allowing an additional 3 hours to take
action does not change the consequences of an accident and therefore does not
involve a significant increase in the consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

This proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant; that is,
no new or different type of equipment will be installed. Thus, this change does
not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 23 12/11/00



\/,

Part G | Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-79 (continued)

3.

The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

This proposed change will allow 4 hours to isolate a PIV flow path by closing a
valve which meets the PIV leakage limits. CTS allows plant operation for 1 hour
and 6 hours to be in MODE 3 with PIV leakage in excess of the limits. The CTS
requirements allow plant operations at normal operating pressures forup to 7
hours, during the completion time to be in MODE 3, with reliance on the leaking
PIV. Thus the proposed ITS allows the plant to rely on the leaking PIV for less
time than CTS and therefore, this change does not involve a significant reduction
in the margin of safety. Once the PIV flow path is isolated by a valve which
meets the PIV leakage limits, the safety function of the PIV is met and continued
plant operation for 72 hours does not involve a significant reduction in the margin
of safety.

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.
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Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-82

This change will delete RCS activity limits when the RCS is < 500°F and above cold
shutdown (200°F).

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

The purpose of this specification is to limit the offsite doses following a SGTR to
a small fraction of 10CFR100. When the RCS temperature is less than 500°F the
release of radioactivity is unlikely since the saturation pressure of the reactor
coolant is below the lift pressure settings of the main steam safety valves. Thus,
eliminating the RCS activity limits in MODE 3 below 500°F and in MODES 4 and
5 does not involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

This proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant; that is,
no new or different type of equipment will be installed. Thus, this change does
not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

Since there is a very low probability of radioactive releases in the modes affected
by this change, the change does not involve a significant reduction in the margin
of safety.

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.
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Part G Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-86

This change will extend the surveillance interval to 24 months in support of planned
refueling cycles of up to 24 months. CTS require SR each refueling outage or at 18
month intervals and allow this to be extended to 24 months under the provisions of CTS
4.0.A. CTS also specify that intervals between tests scheduled for refueling shutdowns
shall not exceed two years and proposed SR 3.0.2 will retain this restriction. The
specific change addresses extending the test interval for pressurizer PORV operability
and pressurizer heater emergency power supply operability.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

This change will clarify and codify the acceptability of repeatedly performing
these surveillances at 24 month intervals when CTS require them to be
performed every 18 months or each refueling cycle. As discussed above, the
maximum surveillance interval is not changed by this proposed specification.
Thus these changes do not involve a significant increase in the probability of an
accident.

Changing surveillance intervals does not change any plant conditions which
would contribute to accident releases; therefore, these changes do not involve a
significant increase in the consequences of an accident.’

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

These proposed changes may increase plant equipment surveillance intervals
and do not involve a physical alteration of the plant; that is, no new or different
type of equipment will be installed. Thus, these changes do not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.
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Part G Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-86 (continued)

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

For any particular refueling cycle this change does not impact any margins of
safety because CTS allows a maximum surveillance interval for all affected
surveillances. Over many years of operation with the proposed specifications,
these surveillances may be performed less times; that is, over the remaining
licensed life of the plant these surveillances may be performed 2 times less than
with CTS. Thus these changes do not involve a significant reduction in the
margin of safety.

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. This proposed change is consistent with the guidance of NRC issued
Generic Letter 91-04.
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Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-87

This change replaces the CTS 1.0 gpm PIV leakage rates with a new limit of 0.5 gpm
per inch of nominal valve size up to 5 gpm maximum. This change is acceptable since
it assures leakage is limited to a small, acceptable rate while it does not unduly penalize
larger valves and require unwarranted repairs and associated radiation exposures.

This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

The proposed change revises the allowable pressure isolation valve leakage limit
to a variable limit based on valve size which may allow more intersystem
leakage. Revising the allowable intersystem leakage limits may in some cases
permit a slightly higher leakage rate, but does not pose a threat to the integrity of
the RCS or containment. The systems which could potentially receive the RCS
leakage are appropriately protected with relief devices, thus ensuring the
structural integrity of these systems. Thus, this change will not contribute to the
failure probability of any plant structure, system or component. Because the
probability of failure of plant equipment is not affected, there is no impact on the
probability of occurrence of a previously analyzed accident.

The allowable leakage through the PIVs is bounded by the accident analyses;
thus the change does not involve an increase in the consequences of an
accident previously evaluated. This change does not involve an increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

This proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant; that is,
no new or different type of equipment will be installed. The proposed change
introduces no new mode of plant operation or changes in the methods governing
normal plant operation. Intersystem leakage will be accounted for as either
identified or 'unidentified leakage, both of which are limited to acceptable values
by applicable LCOs. Therefore, this change does not create the possibility of a
new or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.
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Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-87 (continued)

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

The margin of safety is established through equipment design, limitations on
operating parameters, and the setpoints at which automatic actions are initiated.
No equipment design features are impacted by this change, no operating
parameters are revised, and no change is proposed to the actuation setpoints.
Appropriate Technical Specification controls remain which will ensure that the
operational limits and equipment necessary to maintain the design margins are
not unacceptably degraded. Therefore, this change does not involve a
significant reduction in a margin of safety.

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.

\_/
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Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-88

This change will extend the interval for verifying RCS gross specific activity from 5 times
per week to once per week. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-
1431.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

Verifying RCS gross specific activity is not considered as an initiator for any
accidents; therefore, this change does not significantly increase the probability of
a previously analyzed accident.

The proposed change does not further degrade the capability of the plant to
identify fuel failures since other indications, such as radiation alarms, are
available; therefore this change does not involve a significant increase the
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

This proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant; that is,
no new or different type of equipment will be installed. The proposed change
does not introduce a new mode of plant operation or changes in the methods
governing normal plant operation. Thus, this change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

This change in a surveillance interval does not degrade the capability of the plant
to identify gross fuel failure since other indications are available. Therefore, this
change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.
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Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-89

This change increases the surveillance interval for performing an RCS water inventory
balance from daily to once every 72 hours. This change is consistent with the guidance
of NUREG-1431.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

Verification of RCS water inventory is not considered as an initiator for any
accidents; therefore, this change does not significantly increase the probability of
a previously analyzed accident.

The proposed change does not further degrade the capability of operations to
identify leakage in the RCS since other indications, including letdown, are
available. Thus, this change does not involve a significant increase the
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

This proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant; that is,
no new or different type of equipment will be installed. The proposed change
does not introduce a new mode of plant operation or changes in the methods
governing normal plant operation. Thus, this change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

This change in a surveillance interval does not degrade the capability of the plant
to identify leakage in the RCS since other indications are available. Therefore,
this change does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.
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Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-91

The requirement to sample the RCS for isotopic analysis every four hours when 100/E
exceeds its limit is not included in the CTS. This change is acceptable since the plant is
required to be shutdown within 6 hours of discovery of this condition. This change is
consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.

1. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant increase in the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

Performing RCS isotopic analysis is not considered as an initiator for any
accidents; therefore, this change does not significantly increase the probability of
a previously evaluated accident.

Additional TS required performance of RCS isotopic analysis when 100/E limits
are exceeded does not change the level of activity in the RCS or change the
plant actions since under these conditions the plant is required to shut down.
Therefore, the consequences of an accident previously evaluated are not
significantly increased.

2. The proposed amendment will not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously analyzed.

This proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant; that is,
no new or different type of equipment will be installed. The proposed change
does not introduce a new mode of plant operation or changes in the methods
governing normal plant operation. Thus, this change does not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 32 12/11/00
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Part G Package 3.4

Specific NSHD for Change L3.4-91 (continued)

3. The proposed amendment will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

Performance of RCS isotopic analysis when 100/E limits are exceeded does not
change the level of activity in the RCS or change the plant actions since under
these conditions the plant is required to shut down. Thus, removal of this
requirement does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

Therefore it is concluded this proposed change does not involve a significant hazards
consideration. This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 33 12/11/00
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Part G Package 3.4

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

The Nuclear Management Company has evaluated the proposed changes and
determined that:

1. The changes do not involve a significant hazards consideration, or

2. The changes do not involve a significant change in the types or significant
increase in the amounts of any effluents that may be released offsite, or

3. The changes do not involve a significant increase in individual or cumulative
occupational radiation exposure.

Accordingly, the proposed changes meet the eligibility criteria for categorical exclusion
set forth in 10 CFR Part 51 Section 51.22(c)(9). Therefore, pursuant to 10 CFR Part 51
Section 51.22(b), an environmental assessment of the proposed changes is not
required.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 34 12/11/00
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Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section

CTSTable Section Type ITS Section

Item Number

ITS Table
lt_em Number

b 5555
SRS

3.1.A.1.a (1)

- LCO

344
3.1.A.1.a (1) LCO 3.4.18
3.1.A1.a(2) LCO 344
New SR 3.4.18.1
New SR 3.4.18.2
New SR 34.4.1
3.1.A1b LCO 3.4.5
New LCO 345
New SR 3.4.5.1
New SR 3.4.5.2
New SR 3.4.5.3
3.1.A1.c LCO 3.4.6
3.1.A1.c LCO 3.4.7
3.1.A1.c (Partial) Relocated -
Bases
New LCO 3.4.7
New SR 3.4.6.1
New SR 34.6.2
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.1-1 12/11/00
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Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section

CTS Section ITS Table
Item Number Item Number
New SR 3.4.6.3
New SR 3.4.7.1
New SR 3.4.7.2
New SR 34.7.3
3.1.A1.d(1) LCO 3458
3.1.A1.d(1) (Partial) Relocated -
Bases
3.1.A.1.d(2) LCO 3.4.8
3.1.A.1.d(2) LCO 3.4.13
New LCO 3.4.8
New SR 3.4.8.1
New SR 3.4.8.2
3.1.A2.a(1) LCO 3.4.9
3.1.A.2.a(1) (Partial) Relocated -
Bases
New LCO 3.4.9
3.1.A2.a(2) LCcO 3.4.9
3.1.A.2.a(3) LCO 34.9
New LCO 34.9
New SR 3.4.9.1
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.1-2 12/11/00
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Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Table

CTS Section Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
Item Number Item Number
3.1.A.2.b (1) LCO 3.4.10
New LCO 3.4.10
3.1.A.2.b (2) Deleted
3.1.A2.c(1) LCO 3.4.11
3.1.A.2.c (2) LCO 3.4.12
3.1.A2.c(2) (Partial) Relocated -
Bases
New LOC 3.4.12
New SR 3.4.12.1
New SR 3.4.12.2
New SR 3.4.12.3
3.1.A.2.c(3) LCO 3.4.13
3.1.A.2.c (3) (Partial) Relocated -
Bases
New LCO 3.4.13
New SR 3.4.13.1
New SR 3.4.13.2
New SR 3.4.13.3
New SR 3.4.13.4
3.1.A3 Relocated -
TRM
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.1-3 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
Item Number Item Number

New LCO 34.2

New SR 3.4.2.1

3.1.B.1.a LCO 34.3

3.1.B.1b LCO 34.3

New LCO 3.4.3

New SR 3.4.3.1

3.1.B.2 Relocated -
PTLR

3.1.B.3 Relocated -
PTLR

3.1.C1 LCO 3.4.16

New LCO 3.4.16

New SR 3.4.16.1

New SR 3.4.16.2

New SR 3.4.16.3

New SR 3.4.16.4

3.1.C.2.a LCO 3.4.14

3.1.C.2b LCO 3.4.14

3.1.C.2b (Partial) Relocated -
Bases

3.1.C.2c LCO _ 3.4.14

Prairie Island

Units 1 and 2 3.1-4

12/11/00
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Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section

CTS Section ITS Table
Item Number item Number
3.1.C.2d LCO 3.4.14
3.1.C2e LCO 3.4.14
3.1.C.2.e SR 3.4.14.2
3.1.C.3 LCO 3.4.15
New LCO 3.4.15
3.1.D.1 LCO 3.4.17
3.1.D.2 LCO 3.4.17
New LCO 3.4.17
3.1.D0.3 Deleted
3.1.E Deleted
3.1.F.1 LCO 3.1.3
3.1.FA1 (Partial) Relocated -
COLR
3.1.F.2 LCO 3.1.3
3.1.F.2 (Partial) Relocated -
COLR
3.1.F.3.a LCO 3.1.3
3.1.F.3.b Relocated -
Bases
3.1.F.3.c Deleted
New LCO 3.1.3
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.1-5 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section ITS Table

Item Number Item Number
New SR 3.1.3.1
New SR 3.1.3.2
New SR 3.1.3.3

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.1-6 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

U CTS Section CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
Item Number . .Item Number

T T
'CTS Sect 38 crannd

New SR 3.54.1
3.3A.1.a SR 3.5.4.1
3.3A.1.a SR 3.54.2
3.3.A.1b LCO 3.5.1
3.3.A.1.b.(1) | SR 3.5.1.1
New SR 3.5.1.1
| New SR 3.5.1.2
- 3.3.A.1.b.(2) SR 3.5.1.2
3.3.A.1.b.(3) SR 3.5.1.4
3.3.A.1.b.(4) SR 3.5.1.3
New SR 3.5.1.3
New SR 3.5.1.5
3.3A1c | LCO 3.5.2
3.3.A1.d LCO 3.5.2
3.3A1e LCO 3.5.2
New LCO 3.5.3
o/

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.3-1 12/11/00
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Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Table Section Type ITS Section ITS Table

CTS Section
item Number Item Number
New SR -3.5.2.1
New SR 3.5.2.2
New SR 3.5.2.3
New SR 3.5.2.8
New SR 3.5.3.1
3.3.A1f LCO 3.5.3
3.3.A1S (Partial) Relocated -
Bases
3.3.A1.g (1) SR 3.5.2.1
3.3.A1.g (1) SR 3.5.2.3
3.3.A.1.g (1) (Partial) Relocated -
TRM
3.3.A.1.9 (2) SR 3.5.2.1
3.3.A1.9(2) SR 3.5.2.3
3.3.A1.9(2) (Partial) Relocated -
TRM
3.3.A.1.g(3) Deleted
3.3.A.1.g (4) Relocated -
TRM
3.3.A2 LCO 3.56.2

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

3.3-2

12/11/00




Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
Item Number Item Number
3.3.A2.a Relocated -
Bases
3.3.A.2.b Relocated - .
Bases
3.3.A2.c Relocated -
Bases
3.3.A.2d Relocated -
Bases
3.3.A2.e LCO 3.5.1
New LCO 3.5.1
3.3.A2f LCO 3.5.2
3.3.A2.g Relocated -
TRM
New LCO 3.54
3.3.A3 LCO 34.12
3.3.A.3 LCO 3.4.13
3.3.A4 LCO 3.4.13
3.3.A5 LCO 3.4.12
3.3.A5 LCO 3.4.13
3.3.B.1.a LCO 3.6.5
3.3.B.1.b LCO 3.6.5
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.3-3 12/11/00
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Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section

CTS Section ATS Table
Item Number Item Number
3.3.B.1.c LCO 3.6.6
3.3B.1.c (Partial) Relocated -
Bases
3.3.B.1.d Relocated -
Bases
3.3.B.1.e Relocated -
Bases
New LCO 3.6.5
New LCO 3.6.6
3.3.B.2.a LCO 3.6.5
3.3.B.2.b LCO 3.6.5
New SR 3.6.5.1
3.3.B.2.c LCO 3.6.6
New SR 3.6.6.1
New SR 3.6.6.2
3.3.C.1.a LCO 3.7.7
3.3.C.1.a.1 LCO 3.7.7
3.3.C.1.a.2 Relocated -
Bases
3.3.C.1b LCO 3.7.7
3.3.C.1.b.1 LCO 3.7.7
3.3.C.1.b.2 Relocated -
Bases
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.3-4 12/11/00
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Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
Item Number Item Number
New SR 3.7.7.1
3.3.C.2 Relocated -
Bases
3.3.D.1 LCO 3.7.8
3.3.D.1.a Relocated -
Bases
3.3.D.1.b Relocated -
Bases
3.3.D.1.c Relocated -
Bases
3.3.D0.1d LCO 3.7.8
New LCO 3.7.8
New SR 3.7.8.3
3.3.D.2 LCO 3.7.9
3.3.D.2 LCO 3.7.8
3.3.D.2.a LCO 3.7.8
3.3.D.2.a.(1) Relocated -
SFDP
3.3.D.2.a.(2) Relocated -
SFDP
3.3.D.2.a(3) LCO 3.7.8
3.3.D.2b LCO 3.7.8
3.3.D.2.b(1) Relocated -
' SFDP
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.3-5 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

v CTS Section CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
Item Number Item Number
3.3.D.2.b(2) LCO 3.7.8
3.3.D.2.b(2) (partial) Relocated -
SFDP
New SR 3.7.8.1
3.3.D.2.c LCO 3.7.9
3.3.D.2d LCO 3.7.9
3.3.D.2.e LCO 3.7.9
New SR 3.7.9.1
-/ Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.3-6 - 12/11/00
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Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section ITS Table

CTS Section
item Number Item Number
TS :

3.10.A.1 LCO 3.1.1

3.10.A.1 Relocated -
COLR

3.10.A.2 LCO 3.1.1

3.10.A.3 LCO 3.1.1

New SR 3.1.1.1

New LCO 3.1.2

New SR 3.1.2.1

3.10.B.1 LCO 3.2.1

3.10.B.1 LCO 3.2.2

3.10.B.1 (Partial) Relocated -
COLR

3.10.B.2 SR 3.2.11

3.10.B.2 SR 3.2.1.2

3.10.B.2 SR 3.2.2.1

3.10.B.2 SR 3.2.3.2

3.10.B.3.a LCO 3.2.1

3.10.B.3.a LCO 3.2.2

3.10.B.3.a (Partial) Relocated -
COLR

- Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.10-1 12/11/00




Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
Item Number Item Number
New LCO 3.2.1
New LCO 3.2.2
3.10.B.3.b LCO 3.2.1
3.10.B.3.b (Partial) Relocated -
COLR
New LCO 3.2.1
3.10.B.3.c LCO 3.2.2
3.10.B.3.d SR 3.21.2
3.10.B.3.d (Partial) Relocated -
COLR
3.10.B.4 LCO 3.2.3
New LCO 3.2.3
3.10.B.5 LCO 3.2.3
3.10.B.6 LCO 3.2.3
New LCO 3.2.3
3.10.B.7 LCO 3.2.3
3.10.B.8 LCO 3.2.3
3.10.B.9 Relocated -
TRM
New SR 3.2.3.1
3.10.C.1 LCO 3.24
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.10-2 12/11/00
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Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section

CTS Section ITS Table
Item Number Item Number

New LCO 3.24

New SR 3.24.1

3.10.C.2 Deleted

3.10.C.3 Deleted

3.10.C4 SR 3.24.2

3.10.C4 LCO 3.31D

3.10.C.4 (Partial) Relocated -
Bases

3.10.D1 LCO 3.1.5

New LCO 3.1.5

New SR 3.1.5.1

3.10.D.2 LCO 3.1.6

New LCO 3.1.6

New SR 3.1.6.1

New SR 3.1.6.2

New SR 3.1.6.3

3.10.D.3 LCO 3.1.5

3.10.D.3 LCO 3.1.6

3.10.D.3 LCO 3.1.8

Prairie Island

Units 1 and 2 3.10-3

12/11/00
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Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section | ITS Table
Item Number Item Number
New LCO 3.1.8
New SR 3.1.8.1
New SR 3.1.8.2
New SR 3.1.8.3
New SR 3.1.8.4
3.10.E.1 LCO 3.14
3.10.E.2 Deleted
3.10.F.1 LCO 3.1.7
3.10.F.1 (Partial) Relocated -
Bases
3.10.F.2 LCO 3.1.7
3.10.F.3 LCO 3.1.7
3.10.F4 LCO 3.1.7
3.10.F.5 LCO 3.1.4
New LCO 317
3.10.G.1 Relocated -
Bases
3.10.G.2 LCO 3.14
3.10.G.3 LCO 3.14
3.10.G4 LCO 3.14
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.10-4 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

\_J CTS Section CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section ITS Table

ltem Number Item Number
3.10.G.5 LCO 3.14
3.10.G.5 (Partial) Relocated -
Bases
3.10.G.6 LCO 3.14
New LCO 3.14
3.10.H SR 3.14.3
3.10.1.1 ' Relocated -
TRM
3.10.1.2 Relocated -
TRM
3.10.1.3 Relocated -
TRM
: 3.10.J LCO 34.1
/
3.10.J (Partial) Relocated -
‘ COLR
3.10.J SR 3.4.1.1
3.10.J SR 34.1.2
3.10.J SR 3.4.1.3
-/ Prairie Island

Units 1 and 2 3.10-5 ' 12/11/00




Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
Item Number Item Number

drnee Séﬁ%ﬁgﬁw‘%& 5

4.3 SR 3.4.15.1

New SR 3.4.15.1

4.3 (Partial) Relocated -
Bases

Prairie Island

Units 1 and 2 4.3 -1 - 12/11/00
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Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section

CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section
Item Number

ITS Table
ltem Number

46.A1.b SR 3.8.3.1
4.6.A.1.c SR 3.8.3.2
46.A.1d SR 3.8.1.5
46.A.1.e SR 3.8.1.2
- 46.A.1.e SR 3.8.1.3
New SR 3.8.1.1
New Notes SR 3.8.1.2
Notes
New Notes SR 3.8.1.3
Notes
46.A.2.a SR 3.8.1.6
4.6.A.2.b Relocated -
TRM
46.A.2.c SR 3.8.1.6
46.A3.a Relocated -
TRM
4.6.A.3.b.1 SR 3.8.1.10
46.A.3.b.2 SR 3.8.1.10
4.6.A.3.b.3 Relocated -
TRM
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 4.6-1 12/11/00
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Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section
Item Number

ITS Table
Item Number

46.A3.c SR 3.8.1.9
46.A3.c (Parﬁal) Relocated -
Bases
4.6.A.3.d SR 3.8.1.7
4.6.A.3.e SR 3.8.1.8
New SR 3.8.2.1
New SR 3.8.5.1
New SR 3.8.6.1
New SR 3.8.6.5
New SR 3.8.6.6
New SR 3.8.8.1
New SR 3.8.9.1
New SR 3.8.10.1
4.6.B.1 SR 3.8.6.2
4.6.B.1 SR 3.8.6.4
4.6.B.1 ' (Partial) Relocated -
TRM
New SR 3.8.4.1
46.B.2 SR 3.8.6.3
46.B.2 (Partial) Relocated -
TRM
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 4.6-2 12/11/00
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Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section ITSA Table
Item Number Item Number
4.6.B.3 Relocated -
TRM
46.B4 SR (Notes) 3.84.3
46.B4 (Partial) Relocated -
TRM
4.6.B.5 Relocated -
TRM
New SR 3.84.2
New SR 3.84.3
New SR 3.8.7.1
46.C SR 34.9.2
4.6.C (Partial) Relocated -
Bases
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 4.6-3

12/11/00
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Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
Item Number - Item Number

4.18 Relocated -
TRM

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 4.18 -1 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

\_J CTS Section CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
Item Number

Iltem Number

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

Figure-1

§
Figure 2.1-1 FIGURE 2.1.141
Figure 3.1-3 FIGURE 3.4.17-1
Figure 3.8-1 FIGURE 3.7.17-1
Figure 3.8-2 FIGURE 3.7.17-2
Figure 3.10-1 Relocated -
COLR
Figure 4.4-1 Relocated -
TRM

Figure 5.6-1 FIGURE 4.3.1-1

o Figure 5.6-2 FIGURE 4.3.1-2

-/
Figure 5.6-3 FIGURE 4.3.1-3
Figure 5.6-4 FIGURE 4.3.1-4
Figure 5.6-5 FIGURE 4.3.1-5
Figure 5.6-6 FIGURE 4.3.1-6
Figure 5.6-7 FIGURE 4.3.1-7
Figure 5.6-8 FIGURE 4.3.1-8
Figure 5.6-9 FIGURE 4.3.1-9
Figure 5.6-10 FIGURE 4.3.1-10
Figure 5.6-11 FIGURE 4.3.1-11

N\

12/11/00




Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section

CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section

Item Number

ITS Table
Item Number

Figure 5.6-12

FIGURE

43.1-12

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

Figure-2

12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

U CTS Section CTS Table Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
, [tem Number .. ltem Number

SR

TABLE Table 1.1-1

Table 1-1 Note * LCO 3.9.1

New LCO 3.9.1

Table 1-1 Note * (Partial) Relocated -

COLR

Table 1-1 Note ** Deleted

Table 3.5-1 9 TABLE 3.3.5-1 Note ¢

Table 3.5-1 1 TABLE 3.3.2-1 1c
o Table 3.5-1 2a TABLE 3.3.2-1 2c
N\

Table 3.5-1 2b TABLE 3.3.2-1 4b

Table 3.5-1 3 TABLE 3.3.2-1 1d

Table 3.5-1 4 TABLE 3.3.2-1 1e

Table 3.5-1 4 TABLE 3.3.2-1 Note b

Table 3.5-1 5 TABLE 3.3.2-1 V 4c

Table 3.5-1 6 ) . TABLE 3.3.2-1 4d

Table 3.5-1 7 SR 3.6.8.1

Table 3.5-1 8 Relocated -

TRM

Table 3.5-1 9 TABLE 3.3.5-1 3

U Prairie Island

Units 1 and 2 Table -1 12/11/00




Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
Item Number ltem Number

Table 3.5-1 10 SR 3.3.4.2

Table 3.5-2A 1 TABLE 3.3.1-1 1

Table 3.5-2A 2a TABLE 3.3.1-1 2a

Table 3.5-2A 2b TABLE 3.3.1-1 2b

Table 3.5-2A 3 TABLE 3.3.1-1 3a

Table 3.5-2A 4 TABLE 3.3.1-1 3b

Table 3.5-2A 5 TABLE 3.3.1-1 4

Table 352A 6 TABLE 3.3.1-1 5

Table 3.5-2A 7 TABLE 3.3.1-1 6

Table 3.5-2A 8 TABLE 3.3.1-1 7

Table 3.5-2A 9 TABLE 3.3.1-1 8a

Table 3.5-2A 10 TABLE 3.3.1-1 8b

Table 3.5-2A 11 TABLE 3.3.1-1 9

Table 3.5-2A 12 TABLE 3.3.1-1 10

Table 3.5-2A 13 TABLE 3.3.1-1 14

Table 3.5-2A 14 "TABLE 3.3.1-1 13

Table 3.5-2A 15 TABLE 3.3.1-1 12

Table 3.5-2A 16a TABLE 3.3.1-1 11a

Table 3.5-2A 16b TABLE 3.3.1-1 11b

Prairie Island '

Units 1 and 2 Table -2 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
ltem Number Item Number

Table 3.5-2A 17 TABLE 3.3.1-1 15

Table 3.5-2A 18 TABLE 3.3.1-1 19

Table 3.5-2A 19 TABLE 3.3.1-1 17

Table 3.5-2A 20 TABLE 3.3.1-1 17

Table 3.5-2A New Func TABLE 3.3.1-1 16

Table 3.5-2A New Func TABLE 3.3.1-1 18

Table 3.5-2A Act 1 LCO 3.3.1B

Table 3.5-2A Action 1 LCO 3.3.1M

Table 3.5-2A Action 2 LCO 331D

Table 3.5-2A Action 2 LCO 3.31E

Table 3.5-2A Act 2 SR 3.24.2

Table 3.5-2A Act 2c SR 3.24.2

Table 3.5-2A Act 3 LCO 331F

Table 3.5-2A New Action LCO 331G

Table 3.5-2A Action 4 LCO 3.3.1H

Table 3.5-2A New Action LCO 3.3.11

Table 3.5-2A Action 5 LCO 3.3.1J

Table 3.5-2A Action 6 LCO 331E

Table 3.5-2A Action 6 LCO 3.3.1K

Prairie Island

Units 1 and 2 Table -3 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Table

Section Type ITS Section

CTS Section ITS Table
Item Number Item Number

Table 3.5-2A Action 6 LCO 3.3.1N

Table 3.5-2A Action 7 LCO 3.310

Table 3.5-2A Act 8 LCO 331C

Table 3.5-2A Action 9a LCO 3.3.18

Table 3.5-2A Action 9a LCO 3.3.1.P

Table 3.5-2A Action 9b LCO 33.1P

Table 3.5-2A Action 10 LCO 3.31C

Table 3.5-2A Act 10 LCO | 3.3.1P

Table 3.5-2A Action11 LCO 3.3.1L

Table 3.5-2A New Action LCO 3.3.1Q

Table 3.5-2A New Action LCO 3.3.1R

Table 3.5-2A New Action LCO 3.3.1S

Table 3.5-2A Note a TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note a

Table 3.5-2A Note b TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note b

Table 3.5-2A Note c TABLE 3.3.1-1 Noted

Table 3.5-2A Note d TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note i

Table 3.5-2A New Note TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note e

Table 3.5-2A New Note TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note f

Table 3.5-2A°  New Note TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note g

Prairie Island

Units 1 and 2 Table -4 - 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Table

CTS Section Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
ltem Number Item Number

Table 3.5-2A New Note TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note h

Table 3.5-2A New Note TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note j

Table 3.5-2B 1a TABLE 3.3.2-1 1a

Table 3.5-2B 1b TABLE 3.3.2-1 1c

Table 3.5-2B 1c TABLE 3.3.2-1 1e

Table 3.5-2B 1d TABLE 3.3.21 1d

Table 3.5-2B 1e TABLE 3.3.2-1 1b

Table 3.5-2B 2a TABLE 3.3.2-1 2a

Table 3.5-2B 2b TABLE 3.3.2-1 2¢

Table 3.5-2B 2c TABLE 3.3.2-1 2b

Table 3.5-2B 3a TABLE 3.3.2-1 . 3c

Table 3.5-2B 3b TABLE 3.3.2-1 3a

Table 3.5-2B 3c TABLE 3.3.2-1 3b

Table 3.5-2B 4a TABLE 3.3.5-1 5

Table 3.5-2B 4b TABLE 3.3.5-1 1

Table 3.5-2B 4c TABLE 3.3.5-1 6

Table 3.5-2B 4d TABLE 3.3.5-1 4

Table 3.5-2B 4e TABLE 3.3.5-1 3

Table 3.5-2B 4f TABLE 3.3.51 2

Prairie Island

Units 1 and 2 Table -5 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Table

Section Type ITS Section

CTS Section ITS Table
item Number Item Number
Table 3.5-2B 5a LCO 3.7.2
Table 3.5-2B 5b TABLE 3.3.2-1 4b
Table 3.5-2B 5c TABLE 3.3.2-1 4d
Table 3.5-2B 5d TABLE Not used
Table 3.5-2B 5e TABLE 3.3.2-1 4a
Table 3.5-2B 6a TABLE 3.3.2-1 5b
Table 3.5-2B 6b TABLE 3.3.2-1 5c
Table 3.5-2B 6¢c Relocated -
TRM
Table 3.5-2B 6d TABLE 3.3.2-1 5a
Table 3.5-2B 7a Relocated -
TRM
Table 3.5-2B 7b TABLE 3.3.2-1 6b
Table 3.5-2B 7c TABLE 3.3.2-1 6d
Table 3.5-2B 7c TABLE 3.3.2-1 Note f
Table 3.5-2B 7d TABLE 3.3.2-1 6e
Table 3.5-2B 7d* TABLE 3.3.2-1 Note g
Table 3.5-2B 7e TABLE 3.3.2-1 6¢c
Table 3.5-2B 7f TABLE 3.3.2-1 6a
Table 3.5-2B 8a LCO 3.3.4.a
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 Table -6 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
{tem Number Item Number

Table 3.5-2B 8b LCO 3.34.b

Table 3.5-2B 9 Deleted - LAR

Table 3.5-2B Act 20 LCO 3.3.2C

Table 3.5-2B Act 21 LCO 3.3.2D

Table 3.5-2B Act 21 LCO 3.3.2E

Table 3.5-2B Act 22 LCO 3.3.5A

Table 3.5-2B Act 23 LCO 3.3.2B

Table 3.5-2B Act 24 LCO 332D

Table 3.5-2B Act 24 LCO 3.32G

Table 3.5-2B Act 25 LCO 3.32F

Table 3.5-2B Act 26 LCO 3.3.21

Table 3.5-2B Act 27 LCO 3.7.2

Table 3.5-2B Act 28 LCO 3.32F

Table 3.5-2B Act 29 LCO 3.32D

Table 3.5-2B Act 29 LCO 3.3.2H

Table 3.5-2B Act 30 LCO 3.3.21

Table 3.5-2B Act 31 LCO 3.34 A

Table 3.5-2B Act 32 Deleted

Table 3.5-2B Act 33 LCO 3.34B

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 Table -7 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table Section Type ITS Section ITS Table

~ Item Number Item Number
Table 3.5-2B Act 34 Deleted - LAR
Table 3.5-2B New Action LCO 3.34C
Table 3.5-2B New Action LCO 3.34D
" Table 3.5-2B Act 35 Deleted - LAR
Table 3.5-2B Act 36 Deleted - LAR
Table 3.5-2B Note a TABLE 3.3.2-1 Note a
Table 3.5-2B Note b TABLE 3.3.5-1 Note a, b
Table 3.5-2B Note c TABLE 3.3.2-1 Note c
Table 3.5-2B Note c LCO 3.7.2
Table 3.5-2B Note d TABLE 3.3.2-1 Note c,d
Table 3.5-2B New Note = TABLE 3.3.2-1 Note e
Table 3.15-1 1 TABLE 3.3.3-1 1A
Table 3.15-1 2 TABLE 3.3.3-1 2
Table 3.15-1 3 TABLE 3.3.3-1 3
Table 3.15-1 4 TABLE 3.3.3-1 4
Table 3.15-1 5 TABLE 3.3.3-1 5
Table 3.15-1 6 TABLE 3.3.3-1 6
Table 3.15-1 7 TABLE 3.3.3-1 7

Table 3.15-1 8 | TABLE 3.3.3-1 8

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 Table -8 12/11/00



Current Techn[cal Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Table

Section Type ITS Section

CTS Section ITS Table
Item Number i{tem Number

Table 3.15-1 9 TABLE 3.3.3-1 9

Table 3.15-1 10 TABLE 3.3.3-1 10

Table 3.15-1 11 TABLE 3.3.31 11

Table 3.15-1 12 TABLE 3.3.3-1 12

Table 3.15-1 13 TABLE 3.3.31 13

Table 3.15-1 14 TABLE 3.3.3-1 14

Table 3.15-1 15 TABLE 3.3.3-1 15

Table 3.15-1 16 TABLE 3.3.3-1 16

Table 3.15-1 Action a LCO 3.3.3

Table 3.15-1 Action a1 LCO 3.3.3A

Table 3.15-1 Action a1 LCO 3.3.3C

Table 3.15-1 Action a2 LCO 3.3.3D

Table 3.15-1 Action a2 LCO 3.3.31

Table 3.15-1 Action a3 LCO 3.3.3D

Table 3.15-1  Actiona3  LCO 3.3.3J

Table 3.15-1 Action a4 LCO 3.33E

Table 3.15-1 Action a4 ALCO 3.3.31

Table 3.15-1 Action a5 LCO 3.3.3B

Table 3.15-1 Action a5 LCO 3.33C

Prairie Island

Units 1 and 2 Table -9 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Table

CTS Section Section Type ITS Section - ITS Table
ltem Number [tem Number

Table 3.15-1 Action a5 LCO 3.3.3

Table 3.15-1 Action a6 LCO 3.3.3F

Table 3.15-1 Action a6 LCO 333G

Table 3.15-1 Action a6 LCO 3.3.31

Table 3.15-1 New Cond LCO 3.3.3H

Table 3.15-1 Action b TABLE 3.3.3-1 Note a

Table 3.15-1 Action c TABLE 3.3.3-1 Note b

Table 3.15-1 New Note TABLE - 3.3.3-1 Note c

Table 4.1-1A 1 TABLE 3.3.1-1 1

Table 4.1-1A 2a TABLE 3.3.1-1 2a

Table 4.1-1A 2a TABLE 3.3.1-1 6

Table 4.1-1A 2a TABLE 3.3.1-1 7

Table4.1-1A ~ 2b TABLE 3.3.1-1 2b

Table 4.1-1A 3 TABLE 3.3.1-1 3a

Table 4.1-1A 4 TABLE 3.3.1-1 3b

Table 4.1-1A 5 TABLE 3.3.1-1 4

Table 4.1-1A 6 TABLE 3.3.1-1 5

Table 4.1-1A 7 TABLE 3.3.1-1 6

Table 4.1-1A o 8 “TABLE 3.3.1-1 7

Prairie Island

Units 1 and 2 Table -10 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Table

Section Type ITS Section

CTS Section ITS Table
Iitem Number ltem Number

Table 4.1-1A 9 TABLE 3.3.1-1 8a

Table 4.1-1A 10 TABLE 3.3.1-1 8b

Table 4.1-1A 11 TABLE 3.3.1-1 9

Table 4.1-1A 12 TABLE 3.3.1-1 10

Table 4.1-1A 13 TABLE 3.3.1-1 14

Table 4.1-1A 14 TABLE 3.3.1-1 13

Table 4.1-1A 15 TABLE 3.3.1-1 12

Table 4.1-1A 16a TABLE 3.3.1-1 11a

Table 4.1-1A 16b TABLE 3.3.1-1 11b

Table 4.1-1A 17 TABLE 3.3.1-1 15

Table 4.1-1A 18 TABLE 3.3.1-1 19

Table 4.1-1A 19 TABLE 3.3.1-1 17

Table 4.1-1A 20 TABLE 3.3.1-1 17

Table 4.1-1A New Func TABLE 3.3.1-1 16

Table 4.1-1A New Func TABLE 3.3.1-1 18

Table 4.1-1A Note 1 TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note a

Table 4.1-1A Note 2 TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note d

Table 4.1-1A Note 3 TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note b

Table 4.1-1A Note 4 SR- 3.3.1.8

Prairie Island

Units 1 and 2 Table -11 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
ltem Number item Number
Table 4.1-1A Note 4a SR 3.3.1.15
Table 4.1-1A Note 5 SR 3.3.1.2
Table 4.1-1A Note 6 SR 3.3.1.3
Table 4.1-1A Note 7 SR 3.3.1.3
Table 4.1-1A Note 7 SR 3.3.1.11
Table 4.1-1A Note 8 SR 3.3.1.6
Table 4.1-1A Note 9 SR 3.3.1.4
Table 4.1-1A Note 9 SR 3.3.1.5
Table 4.1-1A Note 10 SR 3.3.1.8
Table 4.1-1A Note 10 (Partial) Relocated -
Bases
Table 4.1-1A Note 11 SR 3.3.1.9
Table 4.1-1A Note 11 SR 3.3.1.15
Table 4.1-1A Note 12 TABLE 3.3.1-1 18
Table 4.1-1A Note 13 Relocated -
Bases
Table 4.1-1A Note 14 Relocated -
Bases
Table 4.1-1A Note 15 TABLE 3.3.1-1 17
Table 4.1-1A Note 16 TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note i
Table 4.1-1A New Note SR 3.314
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 Table -12 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table Section Type ITS Section ITS Table

Item Number ltem Number
Table 4.1-1A Note 17 SR 3.3.1.8
Table 4.1-1A Note 18 Relocated -

TRM

Table 4.1-1A New Note SR 3.3.1.16
Table 4.1-1A New Note TABLE 3.3.141 Note ¢
Table 4.1-1A New Note - SR 3.3.1.16
Table 4.1-1A New Note SR 3.3.1.10
Table 4.1-1A New Note SR 3.3.1.11
Table 4.1-1A New Note SR 3.3.1.12
Table 4.1-1A New Note TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note e
Table 4.1-1A New Note TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note f
Table 4.1-1A New Note TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note g
Table 4.1-1A New Note TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note h
Table 4.1-1A New Note TABLE 3.3.1-1 Note j
Table 4.1-1B 1a TABLE 3.3.21 1a
Table 4.1-1B 1b TABLE 3.3.2-1 1c
Table 4.1-1B 1c TABLE 3.3.2-1 1e
Table 4.1-1B 1d | TABLE 3.3.21 1d
Table 4.1-1B 1e - TABLE 3.3.2-1 1b
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 Table -13 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
ltem Number Item Number

Table 4.1-1B 2a TABLE 3.3.2-1 2a

Table 4.1-1B 2b TABLE 3.3.2-1 2c

Table 4.1-1B 2c TABLE 3.3.2-1 2b

Table 4.1-1B 3a TABLE 3.3.2-1 3c

Table 4.1-1B 3b TABLE 3.3.2-1 3a

Table 4.1-1B 3c TABLE 3.3.2-1 3b

Table 4.1-1B 4a TABLE - 3.3.5-1 5

Table 4.1-1B 4b TABLE 3.3.5-1 1

Table 4.1-1B 4b SR 3.3.54

Table 4.1-1B 4c TABLE 3.3.5-1 6

Table 4.1-1B 4d TABLE 3.3.5-1 4

Table 4.1-1B 4e TABLE 3.3.5-1 3

Table 4.1-1B 4e SR 3.3.5.1

Table 4.1-1B 4e SR 3.3.5.3

Table 4.1-1B 4e SR - 3.3.55

Table 4.1-1B 4f TABLE 3.3.5-1 2

Table 4.1-1B 4f SR 3.35.2

Table 4.1-1B 5a SR 3.7.21

Table 4.1-1B 5a (partial) Relocated - IST

Prairie Island _

Units 1 and 2 Table -14 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
item Number Item Number
Table 4.1-1B 5b TABLE 3.3.2-1 4b
Table 4.1-1B 5c TABLE 3.3.2-1 4d
Table 4.1-1B 5d TABLE 3.3.2-1 4c
Table 4.1-1B 5e TABLE 3.3.2-1 4a
Table 4.1-1B 6a TABLE 3.3.2-1 5b
Table 4.1-1B 6b TABLE 3.3.2-1 5c
Table 4.1-1B 6¢c Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-1B 6d TABLE 3.3.2-1 5a
Table 4.1-1B 7a Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-1B 7b TABLE 3.3.2-1 6b
Table 4.1-1B 7c TABLE 3.3.2-1 6d
Table 4.1-1B 7c TABLE 3.3.2-1 Note f
Table 4.1-1B 7d TABLE 3.3.2-1 6e
Table 4.1-1B 7e TABLE 3.3.2-1 6¢c
Table 4.1-1B 7f TABLE 3.3.2-1 6a
Table 4.1-1B 8 SR 3.34.2
Table 4.1-1B 8 SR 3.34.1
Table 4.1-1B Note 20 SR 3.3.25
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 Table -15 12/11/00



Current Technical SpecifiCation Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
Item Number {tem Number

Table 4.1-1B Note 21 TABLE 3.3.2-1 Note a
Table 4.1-1B Note 22 SR 3.3.2.2
Table 4.1-1B Note 23 TABLE 3.3.2-1 Note ¢
Table 4.1-1B Note 23 LCO 3.7.2
Table 4.1-1B Note 24 TABLE 3.3.5-1 Note d
Table 4.1-1B Note 25 Deleted
Table 4.1-1B Note 26 LCO 3.3.5-1
Table 4.1-1B New Note TABLE 3.3.2-1 Note e
Table 4.1-1B 7d TABLE 3.3.2-1 Note g
Table 4.1-1C 1 Relocated -

TRM
Table 4.1-1C 2 SR 3.1.4.1
Table 4.1-1C 2 SR 3.1.7.1
Table 4.1-1C 2 (Partial) Relocated -

TRM
Table 4.1-1C 2 (Partial) Deleted
Table 4.1-1C 3 Relocated -

TRM
Table 4.1-1C 4 Relocated -

TRM
Table 4.1-1C 5 Deleted - Boric

Acid LAR

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

Table -16

12/11/00 l



Current Technical Specification Cross-Referencé

CTS Section CTS Table Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
ltem Number item Number
Table 4.1-1C 6 Relocated -
7 TRM
Table 4.1-1C 7 Deleted - Boric
Acid LAR
Table 4.1-1C 8 SR 3.3.3.1
Table 4.1-1C 8 SR 3.3.3.2
Table 4.1-1C 9 Deleted - Boric
_ Acid LAR
Table 4.1-1C 10 SR 3.6.8.1
Table 4.1-1C 10 SR 3.6.8.2
Table 4.1-1C 11 SR 3.3.4.1
Table 4.1-1C 12 Deleted - Boric
Acid LAR
Table 4.1-1C 13 Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-1C 14 CTS Deleted
Table 4.1-1C 156 Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-1C 16 Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-1C 17 Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-1C 18 SR 3.3.1.12
Table 4.1-1C 19 Relocated -
TRM
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 Table -17 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Referénce

CTS Section CTS Table  Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
Item Number Item Number
Table 4.1-1C 20 Relocated -
| TRM
Table 4.1-1C 21 SR 3.3.3.1
Table 4.1-1C 21 SR 3.3.3.2
Table 4.1-1C 21 SR 3.3.3.3
Table 4.1-1C 22 CTS Deleted
Table 4.1-1C 23 CTS Deleted
Table 4.1-1C 24 Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-1C 24 SR 3.3.6.5
Table 4.1-1C 24 SR 3.3.6.2
Table 4.1-1C 25 SR 34124
Table 4.1-1C 25 SR 3.4.12.5
Table 4.1-1C 25 SR 3.4.13.5
Table 4.1-1C 25 SR 3.4.13.6
Table 4.1-1C 26 Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-1C 27 Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-1C 28 Relocated -
: TRM
Table 4.1-1C 29 SR 3.3.3.1
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 Table -18

12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
ltem Number ltem Number
Table 4.1-1C 29 SR 3.3.3.2
Table 4.1-1C 29 (Partial) Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-1C 30 Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-1C 31 Relocated -
. TRM
Table 4.1-1C Note 30 SR 3.1.71
Table 4.1-1C Note 31 Deleted
Table 4.1-1C Note 32 ‘Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-1C Note 33 Deleted - Boric
Acid LAR
Table 4.1-1C Note 34 Deleted
Table 4.1-1C Note 35 Deleted
Table 4.1-1C Note 36 Deleted
Table 4.1-1C Note 37 Deleted
Table 4.1-1C Note 38 SR 3.4.12.4
Table 4.1-1C Note 38 SR 3.4.13.5
Table 4.1-1C Note 39 SR 3.6.8.2
Table 4.1-1C Note 39 SR 3.6.8.1
Table 4.1-1C New Note SR 3.3.3.3
Prairie Island .
Units 1 and 2 Table -19 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Referelnce

CTS Section CTS Table Section Type ITS Section ITS Table

Item Number Item Number
Table 4.1-2A 1 SR 3.1.4.3
Table 4.1-2A 1 (Partial) Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.12A 2 SR 3.1.4.2
Table 4.1-2A 3 SR 3.4.10.1
Table 4.1-2A 4 SR 3.7.1.1
Table4.1-2A 5 SR 3.9.2.1
Table 4.1-2A 6 SR 3.4.11.1
Table 4.12A 7 SR 3.4.11.2
Table 4.1-2A 8 CTS Deleted
Table 4.12A 9 SR 3.4.14.1
Table 4.1-2A 10 CTS Deleted
Table 4.1-2A 11 Relocated -
TRM
Table4.12B 1 SR 3.4.17.1
Table 4.12B 2 SR 3.4.17.2
Table 4.1-2B 3 | SR 3.4.17.3
Table 4.1-2B  4a LCO 3.4.17
Table 41-2B  4b SR 3.4.17.2
Table 4.1-2B 5 Relocated -
TRM

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 Table -20 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Section CTS Table Section Type ITS Section ITS Table
ltem Number [tem Number
Table 4.1-2B 6 Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-2B 7 Deleted in CTS
Table 4.1-2B 8 Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-2B 8 SR 3.9.1.1
Table 4.1-2B 9 SR 3.54.2
Table 4.1-2B 10 Deleted by Boric
Acid LAR
Table 4.1-2B 11 SR 3.6.6.3
Table 4.1-2B 12 SR 3.5.14
Table 4.1-2B 13 SR 3.7.16.1
Table 4.1-2B 14 Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-2B 15 SR 3.7.14.1
Table 4.1-2B 16 Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-2B Note 1 SR 3.4.17.3
Table 4.1-2B Note 2 Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-2B Note 3 SR 3.9.1.1
Table 4.1-2B Note 4 Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.1-2B Note 5 Deleted
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 Table -21 12/11/00



Current Technical Specification Cross-Reference

CTS Table

Section Type ITS Section

CTS Section ITS Table
Item Number Item Number
Table 4.1-2B Note 6 Relocated -
TRM
Table 4.2-1 1 G 5.5.6
Table 4.12-1 G 5.5.8
Table 4.12-2 G 55.8
Table 4.13-1 Relocated -
TRM
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 Table -22 12/11/00



PACKAGE 3.4

REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM (RCS)

CROSS - REFERENCE

IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS
TO

CURRENT TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

Section Cross - Reference

Section 3.4

PRAIRIE ISLAND NUCLEAR GENERATING PLANT
UNITS 1 AND 2

Improved Technical Specifications
Conversion Submittal



Improved Technical Specification Cross-Reference

ITS Section ITS Table Section Type CTS Section CTS Table

item Number ~ Item Number

3.4.11 SR 3.10.J

3412 SR 3.10.J

3413 SR 3.10.J

34.2 LCO New

3.4.2.1 SR New

343 LCO 3.1.B.1.a

3.4.3 LCO 3.1.B.1.b
U 3.4.3 LCO Figure 3.1-1

3.4.31 SR New

344 LCO 3.1.A.1.a (1)

344 LCO 3.1.A.1.a(2)

3441 SR New

34.5 LCO -~ 3.1.A1D

3.4.5.1 SR New

3452 SR New

3453 | -~ SR New

U Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.4-1 - 12/11/00



Y

Improved Technical Specification Cross-Reference

ITS Table

ITS Section Section Type CTS Section CTS Table
item Number Item Number
3.4.6 LCO 3.1.A1c
3.4.6.1 SR New
3.4.6.2 SR New
3.4.6.3 SR New
3.4.7 LCO 3.1.A1.c
3474 SR New
3.4.7.2 SR New
3.4.7.3 SR~ New
34.8 LCO 3.1.A.1.d(1)
34.8 LCO 3.1.A.1.d(2)
3.4.81 SR New
3.4.8;2 SR New
34.9 LCO 3.1.A2.a(1)
3.4.9 LCO 3.1.A.2.a(2)
34.9 LCO 3.1.A.2.a (3)
3.4.9.1 SR New
3.4.9.2 SR 46.C
3.4.10 LCO 3.1.A.2.b (1)
3.4.101 SR Table 4.1-2A 3
Prairié Island
Units 1 and 2 3.4-2 12/11/00



Y

o/

Improved Technical Specification Cross-Reference

ITS Section ITS Table Section Type CTS Section CTS Table
Item Number ' Item Number
3.4.11 LCO 3.1.A2.c (1)
34.11.1 SR - Table 4.1-2A 6
34.11.2 SR Table 4.1-2A 7
3.4.12 LCO 3.1.A2.c(2)
3.4.12 LCO 3.3.A3
3.4.12 LCO 3.3.A5
3.4.12.1 SR New
3.4.12.2 SR New
3.4.12.3 SR New
3.4.124 SR Table 4.1-1C 25
3.4.124 SR Table 4.1-1C Note 38
3.4.125 SR Table 4.1-1C 25
3.4.13 L}\CO 3.1.A1.d (2)
3.4.13 LCO 3.1.A2.c(3)
3.4.13 LCO 3.3.A3
3.4.13 LCO 3.3.A4
34.13 LCO 3.3.A5
3.4.13.1 SR New
3.4.13.2 SR  New
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.4-3 12/11/00



Improved Technical Specification Cross-Referehce'

ITS Table

L ITS Section Section Type CTS Section CTS Table
-/ Iltem Number ‘Item Number
3.4.13.3 SR New
34.134 SR New
34.13.5 SR Table 4.1-1C 25
34.13.5 SR Table 4.1-1C Note 38
3.4.13.6 SR Table 4.1-1C 25
3.4.14 LCO 3.1.C2.a
3.4.14 LCO 3.1.C.2b
3.4.14 LCO 3.1.C.2c
34.14 LCO 3.1.C.2d
U/ 3.4.14 LCO 3.1.C.2.e
3.4.14 .1 SR Table 4.1-2A 9
3.4.14.2 SR 3.1.C.2e
3.4.15 LCO 3.1.C3
3.4.15.1 SR 4.3
3.4.16 LCO 3.1.C.1
3.4.16.1 SR New
| 3.4.16.2 SR New
3.4.16.3 SR New
3.4.16.4 ‘SR New
l \J Prairie Island
{ Units 1 and 2 12/11/00



Improved Technical Specification Cross-Reference

U ITS Section ITS Table Section Type CTS Section CTS Table
Iitem Number Item Number
3.4.17-1 FIGURE Figure 3.1-3
3.4.17 LCO 3.1.D.1
3.4.17 LCO 3.1.D.2
3.4.17 LCO Table 4.1-2B 4a
3.4.17.1 SR Table 4.1-2B 1
3.4.17.2 SR Table 4.1-2B 2
34.17.2 SR Table 4.1-2B 4b
34.17.3 SR Table 4.1-2B 3
3.4.17.3 SR Table 4.1-2B the 1
U 3.4.18 LCO 3.1.A1.a (1)
3.4.18.1 SR New
3.4.18.2 SR New
O Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.4-5 12/11/00
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5. Part E Markup of ISTS and Bases
6. Part F JD from ISTS
7. Part G NSHD for changes to PI CTS
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LICENSE AMENDMENT REQUEST DATED December 11, 2000
Conversion to Improved Standard Technical Specifications

3.5
PART A

Introduction to the Discussion of the proposed Changes to the Current Technical
Specifications, Justification of Differences from the Improved Standard Technical
Specifications, and the supporting No Significant Hazards Determination

Pursuant to 10 CFR Part 50, Sections 50.59 and 50.90, the holders of Operating
Licenses DPR-42 and DPR-60 hereby propose changes to the Facility Operating
Licenses and Appendix A, Technical Specifications, as follows and as presented in the
accompanying Parts B through G of this Package.

BACKGROUND

Over the past several years the nuclear industry and the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) have jointly developed Improved Standard Technical Specifications
(ISTS). The NRC has encouraged licensees to implement these improved technical
specifications as a means for improving plant safety through the more operator-oriented
technical specifications, improved and expanded bases, reduced action statement
induced plant transients, and more efficient use of NRC and industry resources.

This License Amendment Request (LAR) is submitted to conform the Prairie Island
Nuclear Generating Plant (PINGP) Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to NUREG-
1431, Improved Standard Technical Specifications, Westinghouse plants, Revision 1
issued April 1995 (ISTS).: The resulting new Technical Specifications (TS) for Prairie
Island (P!) are the Pl Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) which incorporates the Pl
plant specific information.

NUREG-1431 is based on a hypothetical four loop Westinghouse plant. Since Pl is
similar in design and vintage to the R.E. Ginna Nuclear Power Plant which has already
completed conversion to improved technical specifications, this amendment request
relies on the Ginna ITS. ‘

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 1 12/11/00




Part A o L 3.5 Introduction

This LAR is also supported by Parts B through G. Part B contains a "clean" copy of the
proposed Pl ITS and Bases. Part C contains a mark-up of the Pl CTS. Part D is the
Description of Changes (DOC) to the Pl CTS. Part E is a mark-up of the ISTS and
Bases which shows the deviations from the standard incorporated to meet P plant
specific requirements. Part F gives the Justification for Deviations (JFD) from the ISTS
and Part G provides the No Significant Hazards Determinations (NSHD) for changes to
the PI CTS. To facilitate review of this LAR, cross-reference numbers from changes
and deviations to the corresponding DOC, JFD and NSHD are provided. The
methodology for mark-up and cross-references are described in the next section.

MARK-UP METHODOLOGY

The TS conversion package includes mark-ups of the CTS, the ISTS and the ISTS
Bases in accordance with this guidance. Mark-up may be electronic or by hand as
indicated.

Current Technical Specifications

The mark-up of the CTS is provided to show where current requirements are placed in
the ITS, to show the major changes resulting from the conversion process, and to allow
reviewers to evaluate significant differences between the CTS and ITS.

This ITS conversion LAR has been prepared in 14 packages following the
Chapter/Section outline of the ITS as follows: 1.0, 2.0, 3.0,3.1...3.9,4.0 and 5.0.
Accordingly, each package contains all the elements of Parts A through G as described
above. The CTS Bases are not included in the CTS mark-up packages since the
Bases have been rewritten in their entirety.

The current Specifications addressed by the associated ITS Chapter/Section are cross-
referenced in the left margin to the new ITS location by Specification number and type
(G-General, SL-Safety Limit, LCO -Limiting Condition for Operation or SR-Surveillance
Requirements). Those portlons of each CTS page which are not addressed in the
associated ITS Chapter/Section are shadowed (electronic) or clouded and crossed out
(by hand) and in the right margin is the comment, “Addressed Elsewhere”.

The CTS are marked-up t'orincorporate the substance of NUREG-1431 Revision 1. ltis
not the intent to mark every nuance required to make the format change from CTSto
ITS.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 2 12/11/00



Part A o 3.5 Introduction

In general, only technical changes have been identified. However, some non-technical
changes have also been included when the changes cannot easily be determined to be
non-technical by a reviewer, or if an explanation is required to demonstrate that the
change is non-technical.

Some apparent changes result from the different conventions and philosophies used in
the ITS. Generally these apparent changes will not be marked-up in the CTS if there is
no resulting change in plant operating requirements.

Changes are identified by a change number in the right margin which map the changed
specification requirement to Part D, Discussion of Changes, and Part G, No Significant
Hazards Determination (NSHD) and indicate the NSHD category. The change number
form is R3.4-02 where the first two numbers, 3.4 in this example, refer to ITS
Chapter/Section number 3.4, and the second number, 02 in this example, is a
sequentially assigned number for changes within that ChapterISectlon starting with 01.
The prefix letter(s) indicates the classification of the change impact. For CTS changes
this is also the NSHD category.

The change impact categories defined below conveniently group the type of changes
for consideration of the effect of the change on the current plant license in Part D and
are also useful for efficient discussion in Part G the “No Significant Hazards
Determination” (NSHD) section. If the same change is made in Part E, then the change
impact category will also show up in the change number in Part F. These categories
are:

A -  Administrative changes, editorial in nature that do not involve technical issues.
These include reformatting, renaming (terminology changes), renumbering, and
rewording of requirements.

L- Less restrictive requirements included in the Pl ITS in order to conform to the
guidance of NUREG-1431. Generally these are technical changes to existing TS
which may include items such as extending Completion Times or reducing
Surveillance Frequencnes (extended time interval between surveillances). The
less restrictive requirements necessitate individual justifi ication. Eachis provnded
with its specific NSHD

LR - Less restrictive Removal of details and information from otherwise retained
~ specifications which are removed from the CTS and placed in the Bases,
“Technical Requirements Manual (TRM), Updated Safety Analysns Report (USAR)
or other licensee controlled documents. These changes include details of
-system design and function, procedural details or methods of conducting
surveillances, or alarm or indication-only instrumentation.

Prairie Island
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Part A | 3.5 Introduction

M-  More restrictive requirements included in the Pl ITS in order to provide a
Lj complete set of Specifications conforming to the guidance of NUREG-1431.
Changes in this category may be completely new requirements or they may be
technical changes made to current requirements in the CTS.

R- Relocation of Current Specifications to other controlled documents or deletion of
current Specifications which duplicate existing regulatory requirements.

Current requirements in the LCOs or SRs that do not meet the 10 CFR 50.36
selection criteria and may be relocated to the Bases, USAR, Core Operating
Limits Report (COLRY), Operational Quality Assurance Plan (OQAP), plant
procedures or other licensee controlled documents. Relocating requirements to
these licensee controlled documents does not eliminate the requirement, but
rather, places them under more appropriate regulatory controls, such as 10CFR
50.54 (a)(3) and 10 CFR 50.59, to manage their implementation and future
changes. Maintenance of these requirements in the TS commands resources
which are not commensurate with their importance to safety and distract
resources from more important requirements. Relocation of these items will
enable more efficient maintenance of requirements under existing regulations
and reduce the need to request TS changes for issues which do not affect public
safety.

v Deletion of Specifications which duplicate regulations eliminates the need to
change Technical Specifications when changes in regulations occur. By law,
licensees shall meet applicable requirements contained in the Code of Federal
Regulations, or have NRC approved exemptions; therefore, restatement in the
Technical Specifications is unnecessary.

The methodology for marking-up these changes is as follows:

As discussed above, administrative changes may not be marked-up in detail. Portions
of the specifications which are no longer included are identified by use of the electronic
strike-out feature (or crossed out by hand).. Information being added is inserted into the
specification in the appropriate location and is identified by use of shading features (or
handwritten/insert pages). - - '

U Prairie Island
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Part A . 3.5 Introduction

Improved Standard Techriical Specifications (NUREG-1431, Rev. 1)

The ISTS mark-up is to identify changes from the ISTS required to create a plant
specific ITS by incorporating plant specific values in bracketed fields and identifying
. other changes with cross-reference to the Part F Justification For Differences.

All deviations from the ISTS are cross-referenced to the Part F justification for
differences by a change number in the right margin. The change number form is
CL3.4-05 where the prefix letter(s), CL in this example, indicate the classification of the
reason for the difference, the first two numbers, 3.4 in this example, refer to the ITS
Chapter/Section number 3.4, and the second number, 05 in this example, is a
sequentially assigned number for deviations within that Chapter/Section, starting with a
number which is larger than the last number from the Part C CTS mark-up. In some
instances where a change has been made to the CTS and ISTS, the Part D change
number is given since the justification for difference is the same as the discussion of
change. The following categories are used as prefixes to indicate the general reason
for each difference:

CL- Current Licensing basis. Issues that have been previously licensed for Pl and
have been retained in the ITS. This includes Specifications dictated by plant
design features or the design basis. Since no plant modifications have been or
will be made to accommodate conversion to ITS, the plant design basis features
shall be incorporated into the Pl ITS.

PA - Plant, Administrative. Plant specific wording preference or minor editorial
improvements made to facilitate operator understanding.

TA - Traveler, Approved. Devfations made to incorporate an industry traveler which
has been approved by the NRC.

TP - Traveler, Proposed. Deviation made to incorporate a proposed industry traveler
which as of the time of submittal has not been approved by the NRC.

X -  Other, Deviation from the ISTS for any other reason than those given above.

Material which is deleted from the ISTS is identified by use of the WordPerfect strike-
out feature (or crossed out by hand). Information being added to the ISTS to generate
the PI ITS due to any of the deviations discussed above is identified by use of
WordPerfect red-line features (or handwritten/insert pages). ‘

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 5 12/11/00
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Bracketed Information

Many parameters, conditions, notes, surveillances, and portions of sections are
bracketed in the ISTS recognizing that plant specific values are likely to vary
from the “generic” values provided in the standard.

if the bracketed value applies to PI, then the “generic” information is retained
without any special indication and the brackets are marked using the
WordPerfect strike-out feature. In some instances, bracketed material is not
discussed. If bracketed material is discussed, a change number is provided
which includes the appropriate prefix as described above. When bracketed
“generic” material is not incorporated, the bracketed material and brackets are
marked with the WordPerfect strike-out feature (or crossed out by hand), the
plant specific information is substituted for the bracketed information and a
change number is provided which includes the appropriate prefix. Information
added is indicated by the WordPerfect red-line (shadlng) feature (or
handwritten/insert pages).

Optional Sections

Due to differing Westinghouse plant designs and methodologies, some ISTS
section numbers include a letter suffix indicating that only one of these sections
is applicable to any specific plant. The appropriate section is indicated in the
Table of Contents, the suffix letter is deleted, and justification, if required, is
included in the appropriate Chapter/Section package.

Bases, Improved Standard Technical Specifications (NUREG-1431, Rev. 1)

The ISTS Bases have been marked-up to support the plant specific Pl ITS and allow
reviewers to identify changes from NUREG-1431. To the extent possible, the words of
NUREG-1431, Rev. 1 are retained to maximize standardization. Where the existing
words in the NUREG are incorrect or misleading with respect to Prairie Island, they
have been revised. In addition, descriptions have been added to cover plant specific

portions of the specn" ications. Change numbers have been provided for the ISTS
-Bases with the same format as the ISTS Specification mark-up. In some instances, the

same change number is used to describe the change.

Material which i is deleted from the ISTS Bases is identified by use of the strike-out
feature of WordPerfect (or crossed out by hand). Information being added to the ISTS
Bases to generate the P! ITS is identified by use of the red-line (shading) feature of
WordPerfect (or handwritten/insert pages).

Prairie Island :
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Bracketed Material

Many parameters and portions of Bases are bracketed in the ISTS recognizing
that plant specific values and discussions are likely to vary from the “generic”
information provided in the standard.

If the bracketed information applies to Pl, then the “generic” information is
retained without any special indication and the brackets are marked using the
WordPerfect strike-out feature. No change number or justification is provided for
use of bracketed material, unless special circumstances warrant discussion.

When bracketed “generic” Bases material is not incorporated, the bracketed
material and brackets are marked with the WordPerfect strike-out feature (or
crossed out by hand) and the plant specific information substituted for the
bracketed information is indicated by the WordPerfect red-line (shading) feature
(or handwritten/insert pages). A change number with the same format as those
used for the ISTS Specification mark-up is provided.

ACRONYMS

Many acronyms are used throughout this submittal. The intent of the final ITS (Part B)
is that in general acronyms be written in full prior to the first use. Commonly used
acronyms may not be written in full. Other parts of this package may.not always write in
full each acronym prior to first use; therefore, a list of acronyms is attached to assist in
the review of this package.

Prairie Island
Units1and2 _ 7 12/11/00



AB
ABSVS
AFD
AFW
ALARA
ALT
ASA
ASME
AOO
AOT
BAST
BIT
BOC
CC
COT
CAOC
CET
CL
CLB
COLR
CRDM
CRSVS
CS
CST
CTS
DBA
DDCL
DG
DNB

DNBR

ECCS

Attachment to Part A
LIST OF ACRONYMS

Auxiliary Building

Auxiliary Building Special Ventilation System
Axial Flux Difference

Auxiliary Feedwater System

As Low As Reasonably Achievable
Actuation Logic Test

Applicable Safety Analyses
American Society of Mechanical Engineers
Anticipated Operational Occurrences
Allowed Outage Time

Boric Acid Storage Tank

Boron Injection Tank

Beginning of Cycle

Component Cooling

CHANNEL OPERATIONAL TEST
Constant Axial Offset Control

Core Exit Thermocouple

Cooling Water

Current Licensing Basis

Core Operating Limits Reports
Control Rod Drive Mechanism
Control Room SpeClaI Ventilation System
Containment Spray

Condensate Storage Tanks

Current Technical Specification(s)
Design Basis Accident

Diesel Driven Cooling Water

Diesel Generator

Departure from Nucleate Boiling
Departure from hucleate boiling ratio
Emergency Core Cooling System




Attachment to Part A

Page 2 of 4

EDG
EFPD
EOC
ESF
ESFAS
FWLB
GDC
GITS
HELB
HZP
IPE
ISTS
ITC
ITS
LA
LAR
LBLOCA
LCO
LHR
LOCA
LTOP
MFIV
MFRV
MFW
MOSCA
MOV
MSIV
MSLB
MSLI
MSSV
MTC
NIS
‘NMC
NPSH

Emergency Diesel Generators

Effective Full Power Days

End of Cycle

Engineered Safety Feature

Engineered Safety Features Actuation System
Feedwater Line Break

General Design Criteria

Ginna Improved Technical Specifications
High Energy Line Break

Hot Zero Power

Individual Plant Evaluation

Improved Standard Technical Specifications
Isothermal Temperature Coefficient
Improved Technical Specifications

License Amendment

License Amendment Request

Large Break LOCA

Limiting Conditions for Operation

Linear Heat Rate

Loss of Coolant Accident

Low Temperature Overpressure Protection
Main Feedwater Isolation Valve

Main Feedwater Regulation Valve

Main Feedwater _

MODE or Other Specified Condition of Applicability
Motor Operated Valve

Main Steam Isolation Valves

Main Steam Line Break

Main Steam Line Isolation

‘Main Steam Safety Valves

Moderator Temperature Coefficient

Nuclear Instrumentation System
‘Nuclear Management Company

Net Positive Suction Head



Attachment to Part A

Page 3 of 4

NRCV

NUREG-1431

OPPS
PCT
Pl
PITS
PIV
PORV
PRA
PSV
PTLR
QTPR
RCCA
RCP
RCPB
RCS
RHR
RPI
RPS
RTB
RTBB
RTP
RTS
RWST
SBLOCA
SBVS
SCWS
SDM
SFDP
SFP

- 8G

SGTR
Sl
SL

Non-Return Check Valve

The ISTS for Westinghouse plants
OverPressure Protection System
Peak Cladding Temperature

Prairie Island

Prairie Island Technical Specifications
Pressure Isolation Valve

Power Operated Relief Valve
Probabilistic Risk Assessment
Pressurizer Safety Valve

Pressure and Temperature Limits Report
Quadrant Power Tilt Ratio

Rod Cluster Control Assembly
Reactor Coolant Pump

Reactor Coolant Pressure Boundary
Reactor Coolant System-

Residual Heat Removal System

Rod Position Indication

Reactor Protection System

Reactor Trip Breaker

Reactor Trip Bypass Breaker

Rated Thermal Power

Reactor Trip System

Refueling Water Storage Tank

Small Break Loss of Coolant Accident
Shield Building Ventilation System
Safeguards Chilled Water System
Shut Down Margin

~ Safety Function Determination Program |

Spent Fuel Pool

Steam Generator

Steam Generator Tube Rupture
Safety Injection

Safety Limit




Attachment to Part A

Page 4 of 4

SLB
SR
SSC
TADOT
TDAFW
TRM
TS
TSSC
TSTF
VCT
VFTP
UHS
USAR
WCAP

Steam Line Break

Surveillance Requirements

Structures, Systems and Components
Trip Actuating Device Operational Test
Turbine Driven Auxiliary Feedwater
Technical Requirements Manual
Technical Specifications

Technical Specification Selection Criteria
Term used for a NUREG change (traveler)
Volume Control Tank

Ventilation Filter Test Program

Ultimate Heat Sink

Updated Safety Analysis Report
Westinghouse technical report
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Accumulators

3.5.1
3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)
3.5.1 Accumulators
LCO 3.5.1 Two ECCS accumulators shall be OPERABLE.
~ APPLICABILITY: ~ MODES 1 and 2,
MODE 3 with RCS pressure > 1000 psig.
ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION
TIME
A. One accumulator A.1 Restore boron concentration | 72 hours
inoperable due to boron to within limits.
concentration not within
limits.
B. One accumulator B.1 Restore accumulator to 24 hours
inoperable for reasons OPERABLE status.
other than Condition A.
C. Required Action and C.1 Bein MODE 3. 6 hours
associated Completion ,
Time of Condition A AND
or B not met.
C.2 Reduce RCS pressure to 12 hours
< 1000 psig.
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.5.1-1 12/11/00




Accumulators

3.5.1
ACTIONS (continued)
CONDITION : REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION
TIME
D. Two accumulators D.1 Enter LCO 3.0.3. Immediately
inoperable.
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3.5.1.1 Verify each accumulator motor operated isolation | 12 hours
valve is fully open.
SR 3.5.1.2 Verify borated water volume in each accumulator | 12 hours
is 2 1250 cubic feet (25%) and < 1290 cubic feet
(91%).
SR 3.5.1.3 Verify nitrogen cover pressure in each 12 hours
accumulator is 2 710 psig and < 770 psig.
SR 3.5.1.4 Verify boron concentration in each accumulator is | 31 days
> 1900 ppm.
SR 3.5.1.5 Verify power is removed from each accumulator | 31 days
isolation valve operator when RCS pressure is
> 2000 psig.

Prairie Island
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3.5  EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)

3.5.2 ECCS-Operating

LCO 3.5.2 Two ECCS trains shall be OPERABLE.

NOTES

ECCS - Operating
3.5.2

In MODE 3, both safety injection (SI) pump flow paths may be isolated
by closing the isolation valves for up to 2 hours to perform pressure
isolation valve testing per SR 3.4.15.1.

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1, 2, and 3.

ECCS flow equivalent to
a single OPERABLE
ECCS train available.

ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION
TIME
A. One or more trains A.1 Restore train(s) to 72 hours
inoperable. OPERABLE status.
B. Required Action and B.1 Bein MODE 3. 6 hours
associated Completion
Time not met. AND
B.2 Bein MODEA4. 12 hours
C. Less than 100% of the C.1 Enter LCO 3.0.3. Immediately

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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ECCS - Operating

3.5.2
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.5.2.1  Verify the following valves are in the listed position. | 12 hours

Unitl  Unit2

Valve Valve

Number Number Position Function

32070 32173 OPEN SI Injection to RCS Cold Leg A

32068 32171 OPEN SI Injection to RCS Cold Leg B

32073 32176 OPEN SI Cold Leg Injection Line

32206 32208 CLOSED  SI Pump Suction from RHR

32207 32209 CLOSED  SI Pump Suction from RHR

SR 3.5.2.2 Verify each ECCS manual, power operated, and 31 days
automatic valve in the flow path that is not locked,
sealed, or otherwise secured in position, is in the
correct position.

SR 3.5.2.3  Verify power to the valve operator has been 31 days
removed for each valve listed in SR 3.5.2.1.

SR 3.5.2.4 Verify each ECCS pump’s developed head at the test | In accordance
flow point is greater than or equal to the required with the
developed head. Inservice Testing

Program

SR 3.52.5 Verify each ECCS automatic valve in the flow path | 24 months
that is not locked, sealed, or otherwise secured in
position, actuates to the correct position on an actual
or simulated actuation signal.

Prairie Island
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ECCS - Operating

3.5.2
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3.5.2.6  Verify each ECCS pump starts automatically on an | 24 months
actual or simulated actuation signal.
SR 3.5.2.7  Verify each ECCS throttle valve listed below is in 24 months
the correct position.
Unit 1 Valve Number Unit 2 Valve Number
SI-15-6 2S1-15-6
SI-15-7 281-15-7
SI-15-8 2S1-15-8
SI-15-9 2SI-15-9
SR 3.5.2.8 Verify, by visual inspection, each ECCS train 24 months
containment sump suction inlet is not restricted by
debris and the suction inlet trash racks and screens
show no evidence of structural distress or abnormal
corrosion.
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.5.2-3 12/11/00




ECCS -Shutdown
3.53

3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)

3.5.3 ECCS-Shutdown

LCO 3.5.3 OneECCS train shall be OPERABLE.

NOTE
An RHR train may be considered OPERABLE during alignment and
operation for decay heat removal, if capable of being manually
realigned to the ECCS mode of operation.

APPLICABILITY: MODE 4 when both RCS cold leg temperatures are > SI pump
disable temperature specified in PTLR.

ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION
TIME
A. Required ECCSresidual |.A.1 Initiate action to restore Immediately
heat removal (RHR) required ECCS RHR
subsystem inoperable. subsystem to OPERABLE

status.

B. Required ECCS safety B.1 Restore required ECCS SI 1 hour

injection (SI) subsystem | - subsystem to OPERABLE
inoperable. status.
C. Required Action and C.1 Bein MODES. 24 hours

associated Completion
Time of Condition B not
met. :

Prairie Island
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SURVEILLANCE REQU"IREMENTS

ECCS -Shutdown
3.5.3

SURVEILLANCE

FREQUENCY

SR 3.5.3.1 The following SRs are applicable for all equipment

In accordance

required to be OPERABLE: with applicable
SRs
SR 3.5.2.1 SR 3.5.2.7
SR 3.5.2.3 SR 3.5.2.8
SR 3.5.2.4
Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.5.3-2 12/11/00




RWST

354
U. 3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)
3.5.4 Refueling Water Storage Tank (RWST)
LCO 3.54 The RWST shall be OPERABLE.
APPLICABILITY: MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4.
ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION
TIME
A. RWST boron A.1 Restore RWST to 8 hours
concentration not within OPERABLE status.
limits.
\/
B. RWST water volume not | B.1 Restore RWST to 1 hour
within limits . OPERABLE status.
C. Required Action and C.1 Bein MODE 3. 6 hours
associated Completion
Time not met. AND
C.2 Bein MODES. 36 hours
u Prairie Island

Units 1 and 2

3.5.4-1
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RWST

354
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3.5.4.1 Verify RWST borated water volume is 7 days
> 200,000 (68%).
SR 3.5.4.2 Verify RWST boron concentration is > 2600 ppm 7 days
and < 3500 ppm.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 3.54-2 12/11/00



Accumulators
B3.5.1

B 3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)

B 3.5.1 Accumulators

BASES

-BACKGROUND

The functions of the ECCS accumulators are to supply water to the
reactor vessel during the blowdown phase of a large break loss of
coolant accident (LOCA), to provide inventory to help accomplish
the refill and reflood phases that follow thereafter, and to provide
Reactor Coolant System (RCS) makeup for a small break LOCA.

The blowdown phase of a large break LOCA is the initial period of
the transient during which the RCS departs from equilibrium
conditions, and heat from fission product decay, hot internals, and
the vessel continues to be transferred to the reactor coolant. The
reactor coolant inventory is vacating the core during this phase
through steam flashing and ejection out through the break. The
blowdown phase of the transient ends when the RCS pressure falls to
a value approaching that of the containment atmosphere.

In the refill phase of a LOCA, which immediately follows the
blowdown phase, the balance of accumulator inventory is available
to help fill voids in the lower plenum and reactor vessel downcomer,
and to help the ongoing reflood of the core with the addition of
emergency core cooling system (ECCS) water.

The accumulators are pressure vessels partially filled with borated
water and pressurized with nitrogen gas. The accumulators are
passwe components, since no operator or control actions are required

in order for them to perform their function. Internal accumulator

tank pressure is sufficient to dlscharge the accumulator contents to
the RCS, if RCS pressure decreases below the accumulator pressure.

Each accumulator is piped into an RCS cold leg via an accumulator
line and is isolated from the RCS by a motor operated isolation valve
and two check valves in series. The motor operated isolation valves
(Unit 1 - MV 32071 and MV 32072, Unit 2 - MV 32174 and

MYV 32175) are maintained open with AC power removed under

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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BASES

Accumulators
B3.5.1

BACKGROUND
(continued)

administrative control when RCS pressure is > 2000 psig.

The accumulator size, water volume, and nitrogen cover pressure are
selected so that one of the two accumulators is sufficient to partially
cover the core before significant clad melting or zirconium water
reaction can occur following a LOCA. The need to ensure that one
accumulator is adequate for this function is consistent with the
LOCA assumption that the entire contents of one accumulator will
be lost via the RCS pipe break during the blowdown phase of the
LOCA. '

APPLICABLE
SAFETY -
ANALYSES

The accumulators are assumed OPERABLE in both the large and
small break LOCA analyses at full power (Ref. 1). These are the
Design Basis Accidents (DBAs) that establish the acceptance limits
for the accumulators. Reference to the analyses for these DBAs 1s
used to assess changes in the accumulators as they relate to the
acceptance limits.

In performing the LOCA calculations, conservative assumptions are
made concerning the availability of ECCS flow. In the early stages
of a large break LOCA, with or without a loss of offsite power, the
accumulators provide the sole source of makeup water to the RCS.
The assumption of loss of offsite power is required by regulations
and conservatively imposes a delay wherein the ECCS pumps cannot
deliver flow until the emergency diesel generators start, come to
rated speed, and go through their timed loading sequence. In cold
leg break scenarios, the entire contents of one accumulator are
assumed to be lost through the break.

The limiting large break LOCA 1is a double ended guillotine break at

the discharge of the reactor coolant pump. During this event, the

accumulators discharge to the RCS as soon as RCS pressure
decreases to below accumulator pressure.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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BASES

Accumulators
B3.5.1

APPLICABLE

SAFETY

ANALYSES
(continued)

As a conservative estimate, no credit is taken for ECCS pump flow
until an effective delay has elapsed. This delay accounts for safety
injection (SI) signal generation, the diesels starting and the pumps
being loaded and delivering full flow. During this time, the
accumulators are analyzed as providing the sole source of emergency
core cooling. No operator action is assumed during the blowdown
stage of a large break LOCA.

The worst case small break LOCA analyses also assume a time delay
before pumped flow reaches the core. For the larger range of small
breaks, the rate of blowdown is such that the increase in fuel clad
temperature is terminated solely by the accumulators, with pumped
flow then providing continued cooling. As break size decreases, the
accumulators and safety injection pumps both play a part in
terminating the rise in clad temperature. As break size continues to
decrease, the role of the accumulators continues to decrease until
they are not required and the safety injection pumps become solely -
responsible for terminating the temperature increase.

This LCO helps to ensure that the following acceptance criteria
established for the ECCS by 10 CFR 50.46 will be met following a
LOCA:

a. The calculated peak fuel element cladding temperature is below
the requirement of 2200°F;

b. The cladding temperature transient is terminated at a time when
the core geometry is still amenable to cooling. The localized
cladding oxidation limits of 17% are not exceeded during or
after quenching;

c. The amount of hydrogen generated by fuel element cladding that
reacts chemically with water or steam does not exceed an
- amount corresponding to interaction of 1% of the total amount
of Zircaloy in the reactor; and

d. - The core remains amenable to cooling during and after the
‘break. |

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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Accumulators
B 3.5.1

APPLICABLE

SAFETY

ANALYSES
(continued)

Since the accumulators discharge during the blowdown phase of a
LOCA, they do not contribute to the long term cooling requirements
of 10 CFR 50.46.

For the large break LOCA analyses, a nominal contained
accumulator water volume of 1270 cubic feet is used based on
minimum and maximum volumes of 1250 cubic feet (25% indicated
level) and 1290 cubic feet (91% indicated level).

The contained water volume is the same as the deliverable volume
for the accumulators, since the accumulators are emptied, once
discharged. For large breaks, an increase in water volume can be
either a peak clad temperature penalty or benefit, depending on
downcomer filling and subsequent spill through the break during the
core reflooding portion of the transient. Prairie Island is a two loop
plant with Upper Plenum Injection (UPI) LOCA analyses. For UPI
plant small breaks, a decrease in water volume is a peak clad
temperature penalty; thus a minimum contained water volume is
assumed. Both large and small break analyses use a nominal
accumulator line water volume from the accumulator to the check
valve.

The minimum boron concentration setpoint is used in the post LOCA
boron concentration calculation. The calculation is performed to
assure reactor subcriticality in a post LOCA environment. Of
particular interest is the large break LOCA, since no credit is taken
for control rod assembly insertion. A reduction in the accumulator
minimum boron concentration would produce a subsequent
reduction in the available containment sump concentration for

post LOCA shutdown and an increase in the maximum sump pH.
For conservatism, the accumulators are not considered in the boron

* build up analyses since their inclusion would dilute the sump

concentration.

The small break LOCA analyses are performed at the minimum
nitrogen cover pressure, since sensitivity analyses have demonstrated
that higher nitrogen cover pressure results in a computed peak clad

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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Accumulators
B3.5.1

APPLICABLE

SAFETY

ANALYSES
(continued)

temperature benefit. The large break analyses utilize the nominal
nitrogen cover pressure as per approved methods (Ref. 1). The
maximum nitrogen cover pressure limit prevents accumulator relief
valve actuation, and ultimately preserves accumulator integrity.

The effects on containment mass and energy releases from the
accumulators are accounted for in the appropriate analyses (Refs. 1
and 2).

The accumulators satisfy Criterion 3 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii).

LCO

The LCO establishes the minimum conditions required to ensure that
the accumulators are available to accomplish their core cooling
safety function following a LOCA. Two accumulators are required
to ensure that 100% of the contents of one accumulator will reach the
core during a LOCA. This is consistent with the assumption that the
contents of one accumulator spill through the break. Ifless than one
accumulator is injected during the blowdown phase of a LOCA, the
ECCS acceptance criteria of 10 CFR 50.46 could be violated.

For an accumulator to be considered OPERABLE, the motor-
operated isolation valve must be fully open, power removed above
2000 psig, and the limits established in the SRs for contained
volume, boron concentration, and nitrogen cover pressure must be
met.

APPLICABILITY

In MODES 1 and 2, and in MODE 3 with RCS pressure > 1000 psig,
the accumulator OPERABILITY requirements are based on full
power operation. Although cooling requirements decrease as power
decreases, the accumulators are still required to provide core cooling
as long as elevated RCS pressures and temperatures exist.

' This LCOis or_ily applicable at pressures > 1000 psig. At pressures

< 1000 psig, the rate of RCS blowdown is such that the ECCS
pumps can provide adequate injection to ensure that peak clad

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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Accumulators

B3.5.1
BASES
APPLICABILITY  temperature remains below the 10 CFR 50.46 limit of 2200°F.
(continued) o
In MODE 3, with RCS pressure s 1000 psig, and in MODES 4, 5,
and 6, the accumulator motor operated isolation valves are closed to
isolate the accumulators from the RCS. This allows RCS cooldown
and depressurization without discharging the accumulators into the
RCS or requiring depressurization of the accumulators.
ACTIONS Al

If the boron concentration of one accumulator is not within limits, it
must be returned to within the limits within 72 hours. In this
Condition, ability to maintain subcriticality may be reduced. The
boron in the accumulators contributes to the assumption that the
combined ECCS water in the partially recovered core during the
early reflooding phase of a large break LOCA is sufficient to keep
that portion of the core subcritical. One accumulator below the
minimum boron concentration limit, however, will have no effect on
available ECCS water and an m51gn1ﬁcant effect on core
subcriticality during reflood since the accumulator water volume is
very small when compared to RCS and RWST inventory. Boiling of
ECCS water in the core during reflood concentrates boron in the
saturated liquid that remains in the core. In addition, current analysis
techniques demonstrate that the accumulators are not expected to
discharge following a large main steam line break. Even if they do
discharge, their impact is minor and not a design hmltlng event.
Thus, 72 hours is allowed to return the boron concentration to within
limits.

" B.1

If one accumulator is inoperable for a reason other than boron

‘concentration, the accumulator must be returned to OPERABLE
‘status within 24 hours. In this Condxtlon the required contents of

one accumulator cannot be assumed to reach the core during a
"LOCA. '

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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Accumulators
B3.5.1

ACTIONS

B.1 (continued)

Due to the severity of the consequences should a LOCA occur in
these conditions, the 24 hour Completion Time to open the valve,
remove power to the valve, or restore the proper water volume or
nitrogen cover pressure ensures that prompt action will be taken to
return the inoperable accumulator to OPERABLE status. - The
Completion Time minimizes the potential for exposure of the plant
to a LOCA under these conditions. The 24 hours allowed to restore
an inoperable accumulator to OPERABLE status were justified in
Reference 3.

C.landC.2

If the accumulator cannot be returned to OPERABLE status within
the associated Completion Time, the plant must be brought to a
MODE in which the LCO does not apply. To achieve this status, the
plant must be brought to MODE 3 within 6 hours and RCS pressure
reduced to < 1000 psig within 12 hours. The allowed Completion
Times are reasonable, based on operating experience, to reach the
required plant conditions from full power conditions in an orderly
manner and without challenging plant systems.

D.1

If both accumulators are inoperable, the plant is in a condition
outside the accident analyses; therefore, LCO 3.0.3 must be entered
immediately.

REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.5.1.1

| Each accumulator motor operated valve should be verified to be fully

- open every 12 hours. Use of control board 'indit:atiqn (position

Prairie Island
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Accumulators
B 3.5.1

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.5.1.1 (continued)

monitor lights and alarms) for valve position is an acceptable
verification. This verification ensures that the accumulators are
available for injection and ensures timely discovery if a valve should
be less than fully open. If an isolation valve is not fully open, the
rate of injection to the RCS would be reduced. Although a motor
operated valve position should not change with power removed, a
closed or not fully open valve could result in not meeting accident
analyses assumptions. This Frequency is considered reasonable in
view of other administrative controls that ensure a mispositioned
isolation valve is unlikely.

SR 3.5.1.2and SR 3.5.1.3

Every 12 hours, borated water volume and nitrogen cover pressure
are verified for each accumulator. This Frequency is sufficient to
ensure adequate injection during a LOCA. Because of the static
design of the accumulator, a 12 hour Frequency usually allows the
operator to identify changes before limits are reached. Main control
board instrumentation and alarms are available for verification of
these accumulator parameters. Operating experience has shown this
Frequency to be appropriate for early detection and correction of off
normal trends.

'SR 35.14

‘The boron concentration should be verified to be within required

limits for each accumulator every 31 days since the static design of

~ the-accumulators limits the ways in which the concentration can be
_ changed. The 31 day Frequency is adequate to identify changes that

could occur from mechanisms such as stratlﬁcatlon or inleakage.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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Accumulators
B3.5.1

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

(continued)

SR 3.5.1.5

Verification every 31 days that power is removed from each
accumulator isolation valve operator when the RCS pressure is

> 2000 psig ensures that an active failure could not result in the
undetected closure of an accumulator motor operated isolation valve.
If this were to occur, only one accumulator would be available for
injection given a single failure coincident with a LOCA. Since
power is removed under administrative control, the 31 day
Frequency will provide adequate assurance that power is removed.

This SR allows power to be supplied to the motor operated isolation
valves when RCS pressure is < 2000 psig, thus allowing operational
flexibility by avoiding unnecessary delays to manipulate the breakers
during plant startups or shutdowns.

REFERENCES

1. USAR, Section 14.
2. USAR, Section 6.2.

3. WCAP-15049-A, Revision 1, “Risk-Informed Evaluation of an
Extension to Accumulator Completion Times,” April 1999.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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ECCS-Operating
B352

B 3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)

B3.52 ECCS-Operating

BASES

BACKGROUND

The function of the ECCS is to provide core cooling and negative
reactivity to ensure that the reactor core is protected after any of the
following accidents:

a. Loss of coolant accident (LOCA) with coolant leakage greater
than the capability of the normal charging system;

b. Loss of secondary coolant accident, including uncontrolled
steam release; and

c. Steam generator tube rupture (SGTR).

The addition of negative reactivity is designed primarily for the loss
of secondary coolant accident where primary cooldown could add
enough positive reactivity to achieve criticality and return to
significant power.

There are two phases of ECCS operation: injection and recirculation.
In the injection phase, water is taken from the refueling water
storage tank (RWST) and injected into the Reactor Coolant System
(RCS) through the cold legs and reactor vessel upper plenum. When
sufficient water is removed from the RWST to ensure that enough
boron has been added to maintain the reactor subcritical and the
containment sump has enough water to supply the required net
posmve suction head to the RHR pumps, suction is switched to
contamment Sump B for recirculation. When post accident RCS
pressure drops below the RHR pump shutoff head, the RHR flow is
directed into the reactor vessel upper plenum to reduce the boﬂmg in

the top of the core and any resulting boron precipitation.

Prairie Island
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ECCS-Operating

B3.5.2
BASES
BACKGROUND The ECCS consists of two separate subsystems: safety
(continued) injection (SI) and residual heat removal (RHR). Each subsystem

consists of two redundant, 100% capacity trains. The ECCS
accumulators and the RWST are also part of the ECCS, but are not
considered part of an ECCS flow path as described by

this LCO. |

The ECCS flow paths consist of piping, valves, heat exchangers, and
pumps such that water from the RWST can be injected into the RCS
following the accidents described in this LCO. The major
components of each subsystem are the RHR pumps, RHR heat
exchangers, and the SI pumps. Both subsystems consist of two
100% capacity trains that are interconnected and redundant such that
either train is capable of supplying 100% of the flow required to
mitigate the accident consequences. This interconnecting and
redundant subsystem design provides the operators with the ability to
utilize components from opposite trains to achieve the required
100% flow to the core if necessary due to individual component
inoperability.

During the injection phase of LOCA recovery, a suction header
supplies water from the RWST to the ECCS pumps. Separate piping
supplies each subsystem. The discharge from each SI pump divides
and feeds an injection line to each of the RCS cold legs. - Throttle
valves are set to balance the flow to the RCS. This balance ensures
sufficient flow to the core to meet the analysis assumptions
following a LOCA in one of the RCS cold legs. The discharge from
each RHR pump divides and feeds an injection llne to the reactor
vessel upper p]enum

For LOCAs that are too small to depressunze the RCS below the

~ shutoff head of the SI pumps, the steam generators prowde core

coolmg until the RCS pressure decreases below the SI pump shutoff

_ head

Prairie Island
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ECCS-Operating

B3.5.2
BASES
- BACKGROUND During the recirculation phase of LOCA recovery, RHR pump
(continued) suction is manually transferred to the containment sump. Initially,

recirculation is through the same paths as the injection phase. The
RHR pumps provide flow to the reactor vessel upper plenum. If the
RCS pressure limits RHR flow, then the RHR pumps supply the SI
pumps which provide flow to the cold legs.

The SI subsystem of the ECCS also functions to supply borated
water to the reactor core following increased heat removal events,
such as a main steam line break (MSLB). The limiting design
conditions occur when the moderator temperature coefﬁment is
highly negative, such as at the end of each cycle.

During low temperature conditions in the RCS, limitations are placed
on the maximum number of ECCS pumps that may be OPERABLE.
Refer to the Bases for LCOs 3.4.12, “Low Temperature
Overpressure Protection (LTOP) > Safety Injection (SI) Pump
Disable Temperature,” and 3.4.13, “Low Temperature Overpressure
Protection (LTOP) < Safety Injection (SI) Pump Disable
Temperature,” for the basis of these requirements.

The ECCS subsystems are actuated upon receipt of an SI signal. The
actuation of safeguards loads is accomplished in a programmed time
sequence. If offsite power is available, the safeguards loads start
immediately in the programmed sequence. If offsite power is not
available, the safeguards buses shed normal operating loads and are
connected to the emergency diesel generators (EDGs). Safeguards
loads are then actuated in the programmed time sequence. The time
delay associated with diesel starting, sequenced loading, and pump
starting determines the length of time before pumped flow is
available to the core following a LOCA

The actlve ECCS components, along with the passwe accumulators
and the RWST covered in LCO 3.5.1, “Accumulators,” and
LCO 3.5.4, “Refuehng Water Storage Tank (RWST),” provide the

' _vcoohng water necessary to meet AEC GDC 44 (Ref. 1).

- Prairie Island

Units 1 and 2
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ECCS-Operating

B3.52
BASES (continued)
APPLICABLE The LCO helps to ensure that the following acceptance criteria for
SAFETY the ECCS, established by 10 CFR 50.46, will be met following a

ANALYSES LOCA:

a. The calculated peak fuel element cladding temperature is below
the requirement of 2200°F;

b. The cladding temperature transient is terminated at a time when
the core geometry is still amenable to cooling. The localized
cladding oxidation limits of 17% are not exceeded during or
after quenching;

c. The amount of hydrogen generated by fuel element cladding that
reacts chemically with water or steam does not exceed an
amount corresponding to interaction of 1% of the total amount
of Zircaloy in the reactor;

d. The core remains amenable to cooling during and after the
break; and

e. The core temperature is reduced and decay heat is removed for
an extended period of time, as required by the long-lived
radioactivity remaining in the core.

The LCO also limits the potential for a post trip return to power
fo]lowmg an MSLB event.

Both ECCS subsystems are taken credit for in a large break LOCA
event at full power (Refs. 2 and 3). This event establishes the
requlrement for runout flow for the ECCS pumps, as well as the
‘maximum response time for their actuation. The SI pumps are
-credlted in small break LOCA, SGTR and MSLB events. "The small
‘break LOCA event establishes the flow and. dlscharge head at the
_design point for the pumps. The SI pump head and flow
charactenstlcs also meet SGTR and MSLB requirements. The

Prairie Island
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ECCS-Operating
B3.52

APPLICABLE

SAFETY

ANALYSES
(continued)

OPERABILITY requirements for the ECCS are based on the
following LOCA analysis assumptions:

a. A large break LOCA event, with loss of a single ECCS train;
and

b. A small break LOCA event, with a loss of offsite power and a
single failure disabling one ECCS train.

During the blowdown stage of a LOCA, the RCS depressurizes as
primary coolant is ejected through the break into the containment.
The nuclear reaction is terminated either by moderator voiding
during large breaks or control rod insertion for small breaks.
Following depressurization, emergency cooling water is injected by
the SI pumps into the cold legs, flows into the downcomer, fills the
lower plenum, and refloods the core. The RHR pumps inject directly
into the reactor vessel by upper plenum injection when the RCS
pressure is less than the RHR pump shutoff head. The effects on
containment mass and energy releases are accounted for in
appropriate analyses (Refs. 2 and 3). The LCO ensures that an
ECCS train will deliver sufficient water to match boiloff rates soon
enough to minimize the consequences of the core being uncovered
following a large LOCA. It also ensures that the SI pumps will
deliver sufficient water and boron during a small LOCA to maintain
core subcriticality. For smaller LOCAs, the SI pumps deliver
sufficient fluid to maintain RCS inventory. For a small break
LOCA, the steam generators continue to serve as the heat sink,
providing part of the required core cooling.

The ECCS trains satisfy Criterion 3 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii).

LCO

“In MODES 1,2, and 3, two independent (and redundant) ECCS

trains are requ1red to ensure that sufficient ECCS flow is avallable

. assuming a singlé failure affecting either train. Addltlonally, _
: 1nd1V1dual components within the ECCS trains may be called upon to

Prairie Island
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BASES

ECCS-Operating
B3.52

LCO
(continued)

mitigate the consequences of other transients and accidents.

In MODES 1, 2, and 3, an ECCS train consists of an SI subsystem
and an RHR subsystem. Each train includes the piping, instruments,
and controls to ensure an OPERABLE flow path capable of taking
suction from the RWST upon an SI signal and RHR capable of being
transferred to take suction from containment Sump B.

During an event requiring ECCS actuation, a flow path is required to
provide an abundant supply of water from the RWST to the RCS via
the ECCS pumps and their respective supply headers to each of the
two cold leg injection nozzles and the reactor vessel upper plenum.
In the long term, this flow path may be switched to take its supply
from the containment sump and to supply its flow to the RCS cold
legs or directly into the reactor vessel upper plenum.

The flow path for each train must maintain its designed
independence to ensure that no single failure can disable both ECCS
trains.

Manual valves that could, if improperly positioned, reduce injection
flow below that assumed for accident analyses, are blocked and
tagged or locked in the proper position for injection. Changes in
valve position must be under direct administrative control.

A block is a device that can be unclipped or unsnapped to allow a
status change of the component to which it is applied. A lockis a
device that must be unlocked, destroyed or mechanically removed
(such as a cap or blank) to allow a status change of the component to
which it is applied.

' As indicated in the LCO Note, the SI flow paths may be isolated for
- 2 hours in MODE 3, under controlled conditions, to perform pressure
isolation valve testing per SR 3.4.15.1. The flow path is readily .
~  restorable from the control room. '

Prairie Island
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ECCS-Operating
B3.5.2

APPLICABILITY

In MODES 1, 2, and 3, the ECCS OPERABILITY requirements for
the limiting Design Basis Accident, a large break LOCA, are based
on full power operation. Although reduced power would not require
the same level of performance, the accident analysis does not
provide for reduced cooling requirements in the lower MODES. The
SI pump performance requirements are based on a small break
LOCA and meet required parameters for mitigation of a secondary
side loss of fluid accident. MODE 2 and MODE 3 requirements are
bounded by the MODE 1 analysis.

This LCO is only applicable in MODE 3 and above.

In MODES 4, 5 and 6, plant conditions are such that the probability
of an event requiring ECCS injection is extremely low. MODE 4
core cooling requirements are addressed by LCO 3.5.3, “ECCS-
Shutdown,” and LCO 3.4.6, “RCS Loops-MODE 4”. Core cooling
requirements in MODE 5 are addressed by LCO 3.4.7, “RCS Loops-
MODE 5, Loops Filled,” and LCO 3.4.8, “RCS Loops-MODE 5,
Loops Not Filled.” MODE 6 core cooling requirements are
addressed by LCO 3.9.5, “Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and
Coolant Circulation-High Water Level,” and LCO 3.9.6, “Residual
Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation-Low Water Level.”

ACTIONS

Al

With one or more trains inoperable and at least 100% of the ECCS
flow. equ1valent to a single OPERABLE ECCS train available, the
1noperab1e components must be returned to OPERABLE status

-within 72 hours. The 72 hour Completion Time is based on an NRC

reliability evaluation (Ref. 4) and is a reasonable time for repair of
many ECCS components

" An ECCS train is inoperable if it is not capable of dehvermg design

flow to the RCS. - Individual components are inoperable if they are

‘Prairie Island
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ECCS-Operating
B3.5.2

ACTIONS

A.1 (continued)

not capable of performing their design function or requlred
supporting systems are not available.

The LCO requires the OPERABILITY of a number of independent
subsystems. Due to the redundancy of trains and the diversity of
subsystems, the inoperability of one component in a train does not
render the ECCS incapable of performing its function. Neither does
the inoperability of two different components, each in a different
train, necessarily result in a loss of function for the ECCS. This
allows increased flexibility in plant operations under circumstances
when components in opposite trains are inoperable.

An event accompanied by a loss of offsite power and the failure of
an EDG can disable one ECCS train until power is restored. A
reliability analysis (Ref. 4) has shown that the impact of having one
full ECCS train inoperable is sufficiently small to Justlfy continued
operation for 72 hours.

With one or more component(s) inoperable such that 100% of the
flow equivalent to a single OPERABLE ECCS train is not available,
the facility is in a condition outside the accident analysis. Therefore,
LCO 3.0.3 must be immediately entered. |

B.1 and B.2

If the inoperable trains cannot be returned to OPERABLE status
within the associated Completion Time, the plant must be brought to

- a MODE in which the LCO does not apply. To achleve this status,
‘the plant must be brought to MODE 3 within 6 hours and MODE 4
‘within 12 hours. The allowed Completion Times are reasonable,
-based on operatmg experience, to reach the required plant conditions
. from full power conditions in an orderly manner and without

challenging plant systems.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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BASES

ECCS-Operating
B3.52

ACTIONS
(continued)

c1

Condition A is applicable with one or more trains inoperable. The
allowed Completion Time is based on the assumption that at least
100% of the ECCS flow equivalent to a single OPERABLE ECCS
train is available. With less than 100% of the ECCS flow equivalent
to a single OPERABLE ECCS train available, the facility isin a
condition outside of the accident analyses. Therefore, LCO 3.0.3
must be entered immediately.

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.5.2.1

Verification of proper valve position ensures that the flow path from
the ECCS pumps to the RCS is maintained. Use of control board
indication for valve position is an acceptable verification.
Misalignment of these valves could render one or both ECCS trains
inoperable. These valves are secured in position by physically
locking the motor control center supply breakers in the off posmon
with the valve position monitor lights OPERABLE to assure that
they cannot change position as a result of an active failure or be
inadvertently misaligned. Verification of the valve breakers is
performed by SR 3.5.2.3.

A 12 hour Frequency is considered reasonable in view of other
administrative controls that ensure a mispositioned valve is unlikely.

SR 3.5.2.2

. Venfymg the correct alignment for manual power operated, and
~ automatic valves in the ECCS flow paths provides assurance that the

proper flow paths will exist for ECCS operation. This SR does not

~ apply to valves that are locked, sealed, or otherwise secured in

~_ position, since these were verified to be in the correct position prior

B v'to lockmg, sealmg, or securing (A seal is a device that must be

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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ECCS-Operating
B3.5.2

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.5.2.2 (continued)

~ destroyed to allow a status change of the component to which it is

applied). A valve that receives an actuation signal is allowed to be in
a nonaccident position provided the valve will automatically
reposition within the proper stroke time. This Surveillance does not
require any testing or valve manipulation. Rather, it involves
verification that those valves capable of being mispositioned are in
the correct position. The 31 day Frequency is appropriate because
the valves are operated under administrative control, and an
improper valve position would only affect a single train. This
Frequency has been shown to be acceptable through operating
experience.

SR 3.5.2.3

Verification every 31 days that the motor control center supply
breakers are physically locked in the off position for each valve
specified in SR 3.5.2.1 ensures that an active failure could not result
in an undetected misposition of a valve. Since power is removed
under administrative control and valve position is verified every 12

~ hours, the 31 day Frequency will provide adequate assurance that

power is removed.

SR 3.5.2.4

Periodic surveillance testing of ECCS pumps to detect gross
degradatxon caused by 1mpe11er structural damage or other hydraulic
component problems is required by Section XI of the ASME Code.
This type of testing may be accomphshed by measurmg the pump
developed head at a single point of the pump characteristic curve.
This verifies both that the measured performance is within an

c acceptable tolerance of the original pump baseline performance and

that the performance at the test flow is within the performance

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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S BASES
W

SURVEILLANCE

SR 3.5.2.4 (continued)

assumed in the plant safety analysis. SRs are specified in the
Inservice Testing Program, which encompasses Section XI of the
ASME Code. Section XI of the ASME Code provides the activities
and Frequencies necessary to satisfy the requirements.

SR 3.5.2.5 and SR 3.5.2.6

These Surveillances demonstrate that each automatic ECCS valve
actuates to the required position on an actual or simulated SI signal
and that each ECCS pump starts on receipt of an actual or simulated
SI signal. This test is met when control board indications and visual
observations indicate that all components have received the safety
injection signal in the proper sequence and timing, the appropriate
pump breakers have opened and closed, and all automatic valves
have been placed in the proper position required to establish a safety
injection flow path to the reactor coolant system.

This Surveillance is not required for valves that are locked, sealed, or
otherwise secured in the required position under administrative
controls. The 24 month Frequency is based on the need to perform
these Surveillances under the conditions that apply during a plant
outage and the potential for unplanned plant transients if the
Surveillances were performed with the reactor at power. The

24 month Frequency is also acceptable based on consideration of the

design reliability (and confirming operating experience) of the

equipment.. The actuation logic is tested as part of Engineered Safety
Feature (ESF) Actuation System testing, and equipment performance

is’ momtored as part of the Inservice Testing Program.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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ECCS-Operating

B3.5.2
L : BASES
SURVEILLANCE ~ SR 3.5.2.7
- REQUIREMENTS
(continued) Surveillance requirements on ECCS throttle valves provide

assurance that proper ECCS flows are maintained in the event of a
LOCA. Proper flow resistance and pressure drop in the piping
system to each injection point in the SI System is necessary

to: 1) prevent total pump flow from exceeding runout conditions
when the system is in its minimum resistance confi guration; 2)
provide the proper flow split between injection points in accordance
with the assumptions used in the ECCS LOCA analyses; and 3)
provide an acceptable level of total ECCS flow to all injection points
equal to or above that assumed in the ECCS LOCA analyses. The
24 month Frequency is based on the same reasons as those stated in
SR 3.5.2.5 and SR 3.5.2.6.

SR 3.5.2.8

Periodic inspections of the containment sump suction inlet to the
RHR System ensure that it is unrestricted and stays in proper
operating condition. The 24 month Frequency allows this
Surveillance to be performed under the conditions that apply during
a plant outage. This Frequency has been found to be sufficient to
detect abnormal degradation and is confirmed by operating
experience.

Prame Island
Units 1 and 2
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ECCS-Operating
B3.5.2

BASES (continued)

REFERENCES 1.

AEC “General Design Criteria for Nuclear Power Plant
Construction Permits,” Criterion 44, issued for comment July
10, 1967, as referenced in USAR Section 1.2.

USAR, Section 6.2.
USAR, Section 14.
NRC Memorandum to V. Stello, Jr., from R.L. Baer,

“Recommended Interim Revisions to LCOs for ECCS
Components,” December 1, 1975.

- Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

B 3.5.2-13 12/11/00



i ~ ECCS-Shutdown

B3.53

B3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)

B3.53 ECCS-Shutdown

BASES -

BACKGROUND The Background section for Bases 3.5.2, “ECCS Operating,” is
applicable to these Bases, with the following modifications.
In MODE 4, the required ECCS train consists of twoAseparat}cb
subsystems: safety injection (SI) and residual heat removal (RHR).
The ECCS flow paths consist of piping, valves, heat exchangers, and
pumps such that water from the refueling water storage tank (RWST)
or containment Sump B can be injected into the Reactor Coolant
System (RCS) following the accidents described in Bases 3.5.2.

APPLICABLE There are no Applicable Safety Analyses which specify ECCS

SAFETY operability requirements in MODE 4 due to the stable conditions

- ANALYSES associated with operation in MODE 4 and the reduced probability of

occurrence of a Design Basis Accident (DBA). Therefore, the
ECCS operational requirements are reduced. It is understood in
these reductions that certain automatic SI actuations are not
available. Since the RHR System may be aligned to provide normal
shutdown cooling, time may be required for manual alignment of
ECCS equipment. In this MODE, sufficient time exists for manual
actuation of the required ECCS to mitigate the consequences of a
DBA. Therefore, only one train of ECCS is required for MODE 4.
This requirement dictates that smgle fallures are not considered for
this LCO due to the tlme available for operators to respond to an
acmdent ‘

: The Eccs trains satisfy Criterion 3 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii).

v

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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BASES (continued)

ECCS-Shutdown
B3.53

LCO

In MODE 4, one of the two independent (and redundant) ECCS
trains is required to be OPERABLE to ensure that sufficient ECCS
flow is available to the core following a DBA.

In MODE 4, an ECCS train consists of an SI subsystem and an RHR
subsystem. Each train includes the piping, instruments, and controls
to ensure an OPERABLE flow path capable of taking suction from
the RWST and transferring suction to the containment sump.

During an event requiring ECCS actuation, a flow path is required to
provide an abundant supply of water from the RWST to the RCS via
the ECCS pumps and their respective supply headers to each of the
cold leg injection nozzles and reactor vessel upper plenum. In the
long term, this flow path may be switched to take its supply from the
containment sump.

This LCO is modified by a Note that allows an RHR train to be
considered OPERABLE during alignment and operation for decay
heat removal, if capable of being manually realigned (remote or

local) to the ECCS mode of operation and not otherwise inoperable.
This allows operation in the RHR mode during MODE 4.

APPLICABILITY

In MODES 1, 2, and 3, the OPERABILITY requirements for ECCS
are covered by LCO 3.5.2.

In MODE 4 with RCS temperature below 350°F and both RCS cold
leg temperatures above the SI pump disable temperature specified in

" the PTLR, one OPERABLE ECCS train is acceptable without single

failure consideration, on the basis of the stable reactivity of th

reactor and the limited core cooling requirements. ~ «

In MODE '4.v§}'1én any RCS cold leg texﬁperétuf_e is < f[hé SI 'pﬁmp

disable tempefgtuté,‘apd MODES 5 and 6, plant conditions are such

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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- ECCS-Shutdown
B3.53

APPLICABILITY
(continued)

that the probability of an event requlrmg ECCS inj ectlon is
extremely low. Core cooling requirements in MODE 4 when any
RCS cold leg temperature is < the SI pump disable temperature are
addressed by LCO 3.4.6, “RCS Loops-MODE 4.” Core cooling
requirements in MODE 5 are addressed by LCO 3. 4 7, “RCS Loops-
MODE 5, Loops Filled,” and LCO 3.4.8, “RCS Loops-MODE 5,
Loops Not Filled.” MODE 6 core cooling requirements are
addressed by LCO 3.9.5, “Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and
Coolant Circulation-High Water Level,” and LCO 3.9.6, “Residual
Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation Low-Water Level.”

ACTIONS

Al

With no ECCS RHR subsystem OPERABLE, the plant is not
prepared to respond to a loss of coolant accident or to continue a
cooldown using the RHR pumps and heat exchangers. The
Completion Time of immediately to initiate actions that would
restore at least one ECCS RHR subsystem to OPERABLE status
ensures that prompt action is taken to restore the requlred cooling
capacity. Normally, in MODE 4, reactor decay heat is removed from
the RCS by an RHR loop. Ifno RHR loop is OPERABLE for this
function, reactor decay heat must be removed by some alternate
method, such as use of the steam generators. The alternate means of
heat removal must continue until the inoperable RHR loop
components can be restored to operation so that decay heat removal
is contmuous

Wrth both RHR pumps and heat exchangers 1noperab1e it would be

~ ‘unwise to require the plant to go to MODE 5, where the only

available heat removal system is the RHR. Therefore the .

. appropnate actlon is to initiate measures to restore one ECCS RHR

. subsystem and to continue the actions until the subsystem is restored

" to OPERABLE status.

Prairie Island
Units land 2
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ACTIONS
(continued)

B.1

With no ECCS SI subsystem OPERABLE (neither tram) due to the
inoperability of the SI pump or flow path from the RWST, the plant
is not prepared to provide high pressure response to Design Basis
Events requiring SI. The 1 hour Completion Time to restore at least
one SI subsystem to OPERABLE status ensures that prompt action is
taken to provide the required cooling capacity or to initiate actions to
place the plant in MODE 5, where an ECCS train is not required.

ci

When the Required Actions of Conditions B cannot be completed
within the required Completlon Time, a controlled shutdown should
be initiated. Twenty-four hours is a reasonable time, based on
operating experience, to reach MODE 5 in an orderly manner and
without challenging plant systems or operators.

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.5.3.1

The applicable Surveillance descriptions from Bases 3.5.2 apply.

REFERENCES

The épblieable references from Bases 3.5.2 apply.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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B35 BMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)

B3.5.4 Refueling Water Storage Tank (RWST)

BASES

BACKGROUND

The RWST supphes borated water to the Chemical and Volume
Control System (CVCS) during abnormal operating conditions, to
the refueling pool during refueling, and to the ECCS and the
Containment Spray System during accident conditions.

The RWST supplies both trains of the ECCS and the Contalnment
Spray System during the injection phase of a loss of coolant accident
(LOCA). A motor operated isolation valve is provided in each
header to isolate the RWST from the ECCS once the system has
been transferred to the recirculation mode. The recirculation mode
is entered when RHR pump suction is transferred to the containment
sump following receipt of the RWST Low Level alarm. Use of a
single RWST to supply both trains of the ECCS and Containment
Spray System is acceptable since the RWST is a passive component,
and passive failures are not required to be assumed to occur
coincidentally with initiation of Design Basis Events.

The RWST is located in the Auxiliary Building which maintains the
tank temperature above freezing and therefore maintains the boron
soluble (Ref. 1).

During normal operation in MODES 1, 2, and 3, the safety injection
(SD), residual heat removal (RHR), and Containment Spray (CS)
pumps are ahgned to take suction from the RWST

The ECCS and Contamment Spray System pumps are prov1ded with
recirculation lines that ensure each pump can ‘maintain minimum
flow requxrements when operating at or near shutoff head conditions.

| _ The recirculation lines for the RHR pumps are ‘directed from the
o .dlscharge of the pumps to the pump suction. The recn'culatlon lines
~for the SI and CS pumps are dlrected back to the RWST

_Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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RWST
B 3.5.4

~ BACKGROUND

(continued)

When the suction for the ECCS pumps is transferred to the
containment sump, the RWST and SI pump recirculation flow paths
must be isolated to prevent a release of the containment sump
contents to the RWST, which could result in a release of
contaminants to the Auxiliary Building atmosphere and the eventual
loss of suction head for the ECCS pumps. ‘

This LCO ensures that:

a. The RWST contains sufficient borated water to support the
ECCS during the injection phase;

b.  Sufficient water volume exists in the containment sump to
support continued operation of the ECCS pumps at the time of
transfer to the recirculation mode of cooling; and

c. The reactor remains subcritical following a LOCA.

Insufficient water in the RWST could result in inadequate net
positive suction head (NPSH) for the RHR pumps when the transfer
to the recirculation mode occurs. Improper boron concentrations
could result in a reduction of shutdown margin (SDM) or excessive
boric acid precipitation in the core following the LOCA, as well as
excessive caustic stress corrosion of mechanical components and
systems inside the containment.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY
ANALYSES

During accident conditions, the RWST provides a source of borated
water to the ECCS and Containment Spray System pumps. As such,
it provides containment cooling and depressurization, core cooling,
and replacement inventory and is a source of negative reactivity for
reactor shutdown (Ref.'1). The design basis transients and

- applicable safety analyses concerning each of these systems are

discussed in the Applicable Safety Analyses section of B 3.5.2,

- “ECCS Systems.” These analyses are used to assess changes to the
 RWST in order to evaluate their effects in relation to the acceptance
- limits in the analyses. ' SRR

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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RWST
B3.54

APPLICABLE

- SAFETY

ANALYSES
(continued)

The RWST must also meet volume and boron concentration
requlrements for non-LOCA events. The volume is not an explicit
assumption in non-LOCA events since the requlred volume is a
small fraction of the available volume. The deliverable volume limit
is set by the LOCA and containment analyses. For the RWST, the
deliverable volume is determined by the volume of water required in
the containment sump to provide the necessary NPSH for the RHR
pumps at the time of switchover to recirculation. The minimum
boron concentration is an explicit assumption in the main steam line
break (MSLB) analysis to ensure the required shutdown capablhty
The maximum boron concentration is an explicit assumption in the
evaluation of chemical effects resulting from the operatlon of the CS
System. Temperatures above freezing in the RWST in combination
with the maximum boron concentration ensure that the boron will
remain soluble while in the RWST.

For a large break LOCA analysis, the minimum water volume limit
of 200,000 gallons (68% of indicated level) and the lower boron
concentration limit of 2600 ppm are used to compute the post LOCA
sump boron concentration necessary to assure subcriticality. The
large break LOCA is the limiting case since the safety analysis
assumes that all control rods are out of the core.

The upper limit on boron concentration of 3500 ppm is used in
calculations which verify boron precipitation does not occur in the
core following a LOCA. The upper limit on boron concentration is
also used in containment sump chemrstry calculations to assure that
post—LOCA pH is w1thm acceptable limits.

The RWST satlsﬁes Criterion 3 of 10 CFR50. 36(c)(2)(11)

LCO

The RWST ensures that an adequate supply of borated water is

’ .avallable to cool and depressunze the containment in the event ofa

Design Basis Accident (DBA), to cool and cover the core in the event

ofa LOCA to maintain the reactor subcrltlcal followmg a DBA and

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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B3.54

LCO
(continued)

to ensure adequate level in the containtnent sump to support ECCS
pump operation in the recirculation mode.

To be considered OPERABLE, the RWST must meet the water
volume and boron concentration limits estabhshed in the SRs.

APPLICABILITY

In MODES 1, 2, 3 and 4, RWST OPERABILITY requlrements are
dictated by ECCS and Containment Spray System OPERABILITY
requirements. Since both the ECCS and the Containment Spray
System must be OPERABLE in MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4, the RWST
must also be OPERABLE to support their operation. Core cooling
requirements in MODE 5 are addressed by LCO 3.4.7, “RCS Loops
MODE 5, Loops Filled,” and LCO 3.4.8, “RCS Loops MODE 5,
Loops Not Filled.” MODE 6 core cooling requirements are
addressed by LCO 3.9.5, “Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and
Coolant Circulation High Water Level,” and LCO 3.9.6, “Residual
Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation Low Water Level.”

ACTIONS

Al
With RWST boron concentration not within limits, it must be
returned to within limits within 8 hours. ‘Under these conditions the
ECCS can not perform its design function. Therefore, prompt action
must be taken to restore the tank to OPERABLE condition. The
8 hour 11m1t to restore the RWST boron concentration to within
limits was developed considering the time requxred to change the
" boron concentration and the fact that the contents of the tank are still
) avallable for 1n_]ect10n :

Bl

, Wlth the RWST water volume not within 11m1ts 1t must be restored

R Vto OPERABLE status within 1 hour.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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| B 3.5.4

B.1 Eeontinued)

In this Condition, neither the ECCS nor the Containment Spray
System can perform its design function. Therefore, prompt action
must be taken to restore the tank to OPERABLE status or to place
the plant in a MODE in which the RWST is not requlred ‘The short
time limit of 1 hour to restore the RWST to OPERABLE status is
based on this condition simultaneously affecting redundant trains.

C.landC.2

If the RWST cannot be returned to OPERABLE status wrthm the
associated Completion Time, the plant must be brought to a MODE
in which the LCO does not apply. To achieve this status, the plant
must be brought to at least MODE 3 within 6 hours and to MODE 5
within 36 hours. The allowed Completion Times are reasonable,
based on operating expenence to reach the required plant conditions
from full power conditions in an orderly manner and without
challenging plant systems.

- BASES

U
ACTIONS

L/
SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.5.4.1

The RWST water volume should be verified every 7 days to be
above the required minimum level in order to ensure that a sufficient
initial supply is available for injection and to support continued
ECCS pump operation on recirculation. Since the RWST volume is

‘normally stable and the RWST is located in the Auxiliary Building
- which’ prov1des leak detection capablhty, a7 day Frequency is
_ appropnate and has been shown to be acceptable through operatlng

experlence

Prairie Island
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BASES

- SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS
(continued)

SR 3.5.4.2

The boron concentration of the RWST should be verified every

7 days to be within the required limits. This SR ensures that the
reactor will remain subcritical following a LOCA. Further, it
assures that the resulting sump pH will be maintained in an
acceptable range so that boron precipitation in the core will not
occur and the effect of chloride and caustic stress corrosion on
mechanical systems and components will be minimized. Since the
RWST volume is normally stable, a 7 day sampling Frequency to
verify boron concentration is appropriate and has been shown to be
acceptable through operating experience. '

REFERENCES

1. USAR, Section 6 and Section 14.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2
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3.3.A.2.9.
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Elsewhere
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4.5 ENGINEERED SAFETY FEATURES

Specification

A. System Tests

1. ECCS Safety—Intectien-System

shutdown.

SR3.5.2.6 | a. System tests shall be performed during each reactor refueling
Wwith—the-Reaetor—Coolant—Systempressure—tess—than—or

-]

test safety injection signal will be applied to initiate
operation of the system. .35 : !

Elsewhere
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B. Component Tests
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1. Pumps
The 3 3 ! al—pumps
iAnddressed
v Elsewhere
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Elsewhere

Addressed
Elsewhere

EoREEEnT

SR3.5.2.5 System that are designed for operation during the safety

injection or recirculation phase of emergency core cooling,
shall be tested for OPERABILITY at each refueling shutdown.

\/
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g. The corredt position of the throttle valves below shall be
verified as follows:

I—Within—4-hours—following—completionof-—ecach—valve—sgtroking
eperation—
- JLR3.5-24

2 g*?*“’ ; hours fe};e:‘*”g.ma*“e’.’a“e!e' e“] Ehessg‘:?;;eg“he“ f“e

< : gL3.5—25 I
SR3.5.2.7 3. Periodically at least once per i 18 months

time—period-

Unit 1 Valves Unit 2 Valves
SI-15-6 281-15-6
SI-15-7 281-15-7
SI-15-8 281-15-8
SI-15-9 28I-15-9
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Part D
PACKAGE 3.5

EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)

DISCUSSION OF CHANGES TO CURRENT TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

The proposed changes to Pl Operating License Appendix A, TS are discussed
below and the specific wording changes are shown in Parts B, C and E.

For ease of review, all package parts and discussions are organized according to
the proposed PI ITS Table of Contents.

NSHD Change

category number Discussion Of Change
3.5-
A 01 CTS 3.3.A.1.a. Specific details of RWST OPERABILITY

requirements have been relocated to the Surveillance
Requirements. Since these requirements remain within the
TS, this change is administrative.

M 02 Anew SR, 3.5.4.1, is included which requires verification of
the RWST water volume. Operators are currently required to
verify the RWST water volume in accordance with plant
procedures; however, since this is now a formal TS
requirement it is more restrictive on plant operations. This
more restrictive change is included to make the PI ITS
complete. This change is consistent with the guidance of
NUREG-1431.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 1 - 12/11/00



Part D

Package 3.5

NSHD Change
category number

M

3.5-

03

04

05

Discussion Of Change

CTS 3.3.A.1.a. Pl currently limits the upper boron
concentration in the RWST to 3500 ppm to assure analysis
assumptions are met. However this is not a requirement in
the CTS. For completeness, this limit is included in the ITS.
This is also consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.

CTS 3.3.A.1.b. The details of ECCS Accumulators -
OPERABILITY requirements have been relocated to the
Surveillance Requirements. Since these requirements
remain in TS, this change is administrative.

Four new SRs, 3.5.1.1, 3.5.1.2, 3.6.1.3 and 3.5.1.5, have
been included which require verification that the isolation
valves are fully open, the water volume is within limits, the
cover pressure is within limits and power is removed from the
ECCS accumulator isolation valves. Some of these
requirements are currently part of the Specification
requirements. Operators are currently required to verify these
parameters in accordance with plant procedures; however,
since these are now formal TS Surveillance Requirements it
is more restrictive on plant operations. These more restrictive
changes are included to make the Pl ITS complete. These
changes are consistent with NUREG-1431 guidance and are
included to make the ITS complete.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

2 12/11/00
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Part D

Package 3.5

NSHD Change
- category number

3.5-
M 06
A 07

Discussion Of Change

CTS 3.3.A.1.c, 3.3.A.1.d and 3.3.A.1.e. This Specification is
revised to require "ECCS trains” OPERABLE which is more
inclusive of equipment than the specific requirement for Sl
pumps to be OPERABLE. "ECCS trains" also envelopes the
details of Specifications 3.3.A.1.d and e. The details of
equipment included in the ECCS subsystems is included in
the USAR and the Bases and therefore is unnecessary in this
specification. These changes are consistent with the
guidance of NUREG-1431. Since the term "ECCS trains” is a
general, more inclusive term, the proposed ITS specification
requires more plant equipment to be OPERABLE; therefore,
this change is more restrictive. These more restrictive
changes are included to make the PI ITS complete.

CTS 3.3.A.1.c. This change restricts the applicability of the
Specification requiring two trains to be OPERABLE to RCS
MODES 1, 2 and 3 (RCS temperatures above 350 F). The
Specification requirements for operation above 350°F are not
changed; therefore, this change is considered administrative.
ECCS specifications for operations in MODE 4 (RCS
temperatures below 350°F) are addressed in a new
specification which is discussed below. Since the exceptions
"specified in Sections 3.3.A.3 and 3.3.A.4" only apply during
temperatures below 350°F, this clause has not been
included. This change is consistent with the guidance of
NUREG-1431.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

3 12/11/00
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Part D

Package 3.5

NSHD Change
category number
3.5-

M

08

Discussion Of Change

Four new SRs, 3.5.2.1, 3.5.2.2, 3.5.2.3, and 3.5.2.8, have
been added to the PI ITS. These SRs require verification of
ECCS MOV positions, non-MOV positions, MOV breaker
positions and containment sumps clear of debris. Some of
these requirements are currently part of the Specification
requirements. While many of these verifications are currently
performed as part of plant practices, these SRs may make
the plant safer through formal TS Surveillance Requirements.
These new SRs place more restrictions on plant operations
and therefore these changes are more restrictive. These
more restrictive changes are included to make the PI ITS
complete. These changes are also consistent with the
guidance of NUREG-1431.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

4 12/11/00
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Part D

Packag'e 3.5

NSHD Change
category number

3.5-
L 09
M 10

Discussion Of Change

New Specification. CTS require two trains of ECCS
OPERABLE for MODES 1, 2 and 3 and MODE 4 down to the
S| pump disable temperature (in accordance with the -
exception provided in CTS 3.3.A.4). For consistency with the
guidance of NUREG-1431, the PI ITS requires two trains of
ECCS in MODES 1, 2 and 3 and a new specification is
included which will require one train of ECCS OPERABLE in
MODE 4 above the S| pump disable temperature.

This change in TS requirements is acceptable at Pl because
no Applicable Safety Analyses have been performed for
MODE 4 due to the stable conditions associated with
operation in MODE 4 and the reduced probability of
occurrence and consequences of a Design Basis Accident.

In MODE 4, sufficient time is expected for manual actuation of
the required ECCS to mitigate the consequences of a DBA.
This time is required since the RHR System may be aligned
to provide normal shutdown cooling and the S| System may
be isolated due to LTOP considerations.

Thus, the ECCS operational requirements for MODE 4, above
the S1 pump disable temperature, are reduced. Only one
train of ECCS is required and accordingly, single failures are
not considered due to the time available for operators to
respond to an accident. This new Specification is consistent
with the guidance of NUREG-1431.

A new SR, 3.5.3.1, is included which invokes SRs 3.5.2.1,
3.5.2.3,3.5.24, 3527and3528whenoperatlng in MODE
4 with the RCS temperature above the S| pump disable
temperature. This SR is included to be conS|stent with the
guidance of NUREG-1431. Since this i is a new requirement it

- is more restrictive on plant operations.. This more restrictive

change is mcluded to make the P1ITS complete.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

5 12/11/00
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Package 3.5

NSHD Change
category number

3.5-

LR 11
LR 12
L 13

Discussion Of Change

CTS 3.3.A.1.f. Specific details on control of valve positions
are relocated to the Bases. These details are not necessary
in the TS since the LCO requirement that the systems are
OPERABLE envelopes these requirements. This change is
consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431. Since the ITS
Bases (under the Bases Control Program in Section 5.5 of the
ITS) and plant procedures are licensee controlled, this
change is less restrictive.

3.3.A.1.g. and 3.3.A.2.9 Specific details on position indication
monitoring light and alarm OPERABILITY are relocated to the
TRM. These details are not necessary in the TS since the
LCO requirement that the systems are OPERABLE
envelopes these requirements. This change is consistent with
the guidance of NUREG-1431. Since the TRM is licensee
controlled under the USAR 10 CFR 50.59 requirements, this
change is less restrictive.

CTS 3.3.A.2. A new specification 3.5.3 has been included
which requires one train of ECCS OPERABLE in MODE 4;
thus by reducing RCS temperatures to MODE 4 the plant is in
a mode in which the LCO does not apply. Further reduction
in RCS temperatures to cold shutdown are unnecessary and
may be unsafe since RHR operability is required at lower
temperatures. This change will require placing the plantin
MODE 4 within an additional 6 hours in lieu of 30 hours,
which is more restrictive. However, 6 hours is a reasonable
time in which to reduce plant power in an orderly manner
without challenging plant systems. These changes are
consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431. Overall these
changes are less restrictive since the plant is maintained at
higher temperatures which allows more flexibility.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

6 12/11/00
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Part D
- NSHD Change
\_/ category number
3.5-
LR 14

C

15

Discussion Of Change

CTS 3.3.A.2.3, 3.3.A.2.b, 3.3.A.2.c and 3.3.A.2.d. Specific
details on system components which could be inoperable are
relocated to the Bases. These details are not necessary in
ITS since an Action Statement is provided which envelopes
these conditions. This change is consistent with the guidance
of NUREG-1431. Since the ITS Bases (under ITS Section
5.5, Programs) are licensee controlled, this change is less
restrictive.

CTS 3.3.A.2.e. Accumulator inoperability due to boron
concentrations not within limits is excluded from this Action
Statement since a new Action Statement is included which
addresses boron concentration. This change is
administrative since the impact of the new Action Statement
is addressed separately. This change is consistent with the
guidance of NUREG-1431.

U’ Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

7 12/11/00




Package 3.5

Part D
' NSHD Change
U/ category number
3.5-
L 16

Discussioh Of Change

A new Action Statement is included which allows the boron
concentration in one accumulator to be outside its limits for up
to 72 hours. This increase in the allowed outage time for
boron concentration is acceptable because the boron
concentration in the accumulators is not specifically evaluated
in the injection phase of the LOCA analysis. Although the
boron concentration of the accumulators is considered in the
recirculation phase, the impact of a single accumulator's
borated water volume is not significant when compared to the
total borated water volume present during the recirculation
phase. The proposed change is also acceptable based on
the small probability of an event requiring the accumulator to
function occurring in 72 hours. Also, the current 1 hour
allowed outside the limits does not-provide a reasonable time
in which to restore and verify boron concentration if it is found
out of limits. The proposed change allows sufficient time to
correct a problem and therefore reduces the potential for a
plant transient due to boron concentration being found
outside the TS limits. This change is consistent with the
guidance of NUREG-1431.

CTS 3.3.A.2.f. This action statement is revised to allow
combinations of ECCS components or subsystems to be
inoperable provided at least 100% ECCS flow equivalent to a
single ECCS train remains OPERABLE. This Condition
envelopes all other CTS conditions for ECCS equipment
inoperability. This revised Action Statement is acceptable

- because it continues to require OPERABLE flow capacity

equivalent to one ECCS train or 100% of the required flow.
Thus the loss of function is limited to a-single train of ECCS
which is functionally equivalent to the CTS reqwrements

This change is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431.

-/ Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

8 12/11/00




Part D . L Package 3.5

NSHD Change

category number Discussion Of Change
3.5-
M 18 CTS 3.3.A.3.g. CTS requirements to assure that the

accumulator isolation valves are open through reliance on
valve position indication lights and alarms has not been
included in the ITS and instead more restrictive NUREG-1431
requirements to remove power from the isolation valves has
been adopted. This change has been implemented through
the addition of new SR 3.5.1.5, which requires verification that
isolation valve power has been removed, and supporting
discussion in the Bases. This change is consistent with the
guidance of NUREG-1431 and is included to improve plant
safety.

L 19 A new Action Statement is included which allows 8 hours to
restore the RWST boron concentration to within its limits.
CTS do not specify an allowable time to restore RWST boron
concentration. Thus, the plant would enter CTS LCO 3.0.C
which would require restoring RWST boron concentration
within 1 hour and the plant would be shutdown within an
additional 6 hours if the boron concentration could not be
restored within that time. This change is acceptable since the
RWST is still available for injection and the RWST is a very
large volume of water which assures that the concentration is
unlikely to be significantly outside the boron concentration
limits. Eight hours is a reasonable time in which the
concentration can be restored. This change is consistent with
the guidance of NUREG-1431.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 9 12/11/00
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Package 3.5

NSHD Change
category number

Y

Discussion Of Change

CTS 3.3.A.1.a, Table 4.1-2B, Test 10, 4.5.B.3.a and
4.5.B.3.c. These Specifications were revised by LAR entitled,
"Removal of Boric Acid Storage Tanks from the Safety
Injection System,” submitted April 17, 2000.  Since these
changes were justified in that submittal, they are considered
administrative changes in this submittal.

CTS 4.5.A.1.a and 4.5.A.1.b. Specific test parameters,
conditions and acceptance criteria have been relocated to the
Bases. This level of detail is not consistent with the guidance
of NUREG-1431. Since the ITS Bases (under the Bases
Control Program in Section 5.5 of the ITS) are licensee
controlled, this change is less restrictive. The provision which
allows the S and RHR pumps to be inoperable when this test
is performed has been deleted since it is contradictory to the
requirements of SR 3.5.2.6. This change reduces plant
flexibility and is therefore more restrictive. This change is
acceptable since it assures that these pumps will start as
required and is consistent with current plant test practices.

CTS 4.5.B.1.a. CTS 4.2 require plant equipment testing in
accordance with the IST Program; thus, this is an
administrative change which is consistent with the guidance
of NUREG-1431.

3.5-
A 20
LR 21
\_/
A 22
U Prairie Island

Units 1 and 2

10 12/11/00
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PartD
NSHD Change
W, category number
3.5-
LR 23

24

25

Discussion Of Change

CTS 4.5.B.1.a and 4.5.B.3.b. The requirements to test
specific components such as pumps and valves have been
relocated to the IST Program (under the IST Program
requirements in Section 5.5 of the ITS). This change is
consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431. Since the IST
Program is licensee controlled, this change is less restrictive.

CTS 4.5.B.3.g.1 and 4.5.B.3.9.2. Requirements for verifying
ECCS throttle valve stop position after each stroking or
maintenance are relocated to the TRM. In accordance with
NUREG-1431 guidance, post-maintenance test requirements
have been completely removed from the Pl ITS. This change
is less restrictive since the TRM is under licensee control.
However this change is acceptable since the TRM is under
the controls of 10 CFR 50.59.

CTS 4.5.B.3.g.3. The surveillance interval for throttle valve
position verification is increased from 18 months to 24 months
to accommodate extended refueling cycles. In accordance
with SR 3.0.2 this surveillance interval is fixed at this
maximum and is not allowed to be extended beyond 24
months. This change is acceptable because there are no
time dependent degradation mechanisms that affect the
position of manual throttle valves. This change is consistent
with the guidance of GL 91-04.

LR
L
|
Units 1 and 2

U Prairie Island

11 12/11/00




Part D L o Package 3.5

NSHD Change

category number Discussion Of Change
3.5-
LR 26 CTS 4.5.B.3.h. Requirements for performing ECCS post-

modification flow tests are relocated to the TRM. This change
is consistent with the guidance of NUREG-1431. In
accordance with this guidance, post-modification test
requirements have been completely removed from the Pl ITS.
This change is less restrictive since the TRM is under
licensee control. However this change is acceptable since
the TRM is under the controls of 10CFR50.59.

27 - 300 Not used in Part D.

A 301 CTS 3.3 and 4.5 Applicability and Objectives. The beginning
of each CTS section contains general statements of
Applicability and Objectives for that TS section. This
Applicability states the plant operations to which the
specifications apply, which is a different meaning than the
Applicability in NUREG-1431. Since the ITS clearly states
within each specification the operations to which it applies,
administratively these statements have been incorporated.
Likewise, the CTS Objectives statement provides an overall
purpose for the specifications within the section. These
objectives are administratively incorporated in general
through the statement of the ITS specification LCO and the
supporting Bases. Since these general CTS statements do
not establish any regulatory requirements and are
incorporated in a broad sense in the ITS, these are
considered administrative changes.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2 12 12/11/00
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Package 3.5

NSHD Change
/S category number
3.5-

A 302

A 303

A 304

305

Discussion Of Change

CTS 3.3.A, 4.5.A.1,4.5.B.1.aand 4.5.B.3.f. InITS, these
specification requirements apply to the ECCS. Thus the title
has been changed to ECCS. The ITS Action Statements and
SRs apply to ECCS rather than subsystem components; thus
the title for these components has also been changed to
ECCS. Since the ITS applies to the same equipment as CTS
and no Specification changes have been made, these are
administrative changes.

CTS 3.3.A.1 and 3.3.A.2. The CTS contain prose
descriptions of the conditions for which the specification is
applicable. This description has been replaced with the
equivalent MODES of applicability for the ITS. Since the
plant conditions to which this specification apply have not
changed, this is an administrative change.

CTS 3.3.A.1.b. CTS provides the operable range for
accumulator parameters in terms of a median value plus or
minus the allowable variation. In accordance with the
guidance of NUREG-1431, this presentation has been
replaced by a simple range over which the parameters are
acceptable without requiring the operators to perform any
calculations. 'Since the required range for the parameters has
not changed, this is an administrative change.:

 Not used.

/ Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

13 12/11/00
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Package 3.5

NSHD Change
category number

3.5-
A 306
A 307

Discussion Of Change

CTS 3.3.A.2. CTS states that. "any one of the following
conditions of inoperability may exist . . ." This requirement
prevents two or more of the listed conditions from existing at
the same time. The limitation that only one condition of
inoperability may exist is not explicitly stated in ITS. In ITS,
these conditions may be in more than one specification.
However, in the NUREG-1431 format, the SFDP exists to
provide a mechanism to assure that entry into multiple TS
Conditions will not result in loss of safety function. Thus the
SFDP limits these conditions from simultaneous existence
when there is a loss of safety function.- The Maintenance
Rule will also assure that multiple equipment inoperabilities
are evaluated for reduction of plant safety. Since the ITS
includes provisions to address this clause, there is no net
change in plant safety and this is an administrative change.

CTS 3.3.A.2.e. CTS allows an accumulator to be inoperable

for 1 hour, after which plant shutdown is required. This

change proposes to allow an accumulator to be inoperable for
24 hours before plant shutdown is required. This change is
based on WCAP-15049 which has been reviewed and
approved by the NRC. Each plant which chooses to
implement this WCAP must demonstrate that the plant meets
certain criteria. Pl will submit an separate LAR which
demonstrates that Pl meets the criteria as required by WCAP-
15049. Since another LAR will justify this change in this ITS
conversion LAR the accumulator AOT extension is
considered an administrative change.

Prairie Island
Units 1 and 2

14 | 12/11/00
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Accumulators

WOG STS. Rev. 1, 04/07/95

3.5.1-1

3.5.1
3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)
3.5.1 Accumulators
LCO 3.5.1 [WokFetrd ECCS accumulators shall be OPERABLE. CL3.5-29
APPLICABILITY: MODES 1 and 2,
MODE 3 with RCSpressurizer pressure > £10003 psig. TA3 531
ACTIONS
~ CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME -
One accumulator A.l Restore boron 72 hours
inoperable due to concentration to
boron concentration within limits.
not within Timits.
One accumulator B.1 Restore accumulator | 24% hour§
inoperable for reasons to OPERABLE status.
other than
Condition A. X3.5-34
Required Action and C.1 Be in MODE 3. 6 hours
associated Completion
Time of Condition A AND
or B not met. ‘
C.2 Reduce RCSpressurizer lé hours
pressure to TA3.5-31
< £10003 psig.
(continued)
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ACTIONS (continued)

Accumulators

3.5.1

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
D. Two—er—mere D.1 Enter LCO 3.0.3. Immedia CL3.5-29
accumulators tely
inoperable.
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3.5.1.1 Verify each accumulator MOotOrzOperated 12 hours CL3.5-32
isolation valve is fully open.
SR 3.5.1.2 Verify borated water volume in each 12 hours
accumulator is > £#853 1250FCUDICEfEEL CL3.5-33
gatons—(g5%)% and < [2907CUBICEIEEt
8H—gattens (91%)%F.
SR 3.5.1.3 Verify nitrogen cover pressure in each 12 hours

accumulator is > F10f385% psig and
< f70t48%T psig.

WOG STS, Rev. 1, 04/07/95 3.5.1-2
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Accumulators

3.5.1

SURVEILLANCE

FREQUENCY

SR 3.5.1.4 Verify boron concentration in each
accumulator is > £19003 ppm—and

<—£23601ppm.

31 days

CL3.5-35

CL3.5-36

SR 3.5.1.5 Verify power is removed from each
accumulator isolation valve operator when

RCSpressurizer pressure is > £20003 psig.

31 days

TA3.5-31

WOG STS, Rev. 1, 04/07/95 3.5.1-3
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ECCS - Operating

3.5.2
3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)
3.5.2 ECCS-—Operating
LCO 3.5.2 Two ECCS trains shall be OPERABLE.
ADOITCABTLITY.  MOACC 4 0 spd o TA3.5-37
—
oo NOTES------=-mcmmommmce e
++—1In MODE 3, both safety injection (SI) pump flow
T paths may be isolated by closing the isolation
valves for up to 2 hours to perform pressure
- isolation valve testing per SR 3.4.184.1. :: PA3 5-38
2 Dnonatsno—dn D a3t h EOPC rmiimnes  Amm] anad
[0 UiJClUblUH vy ST Ol Loy VUIIIPJ oL Ul O
nnnnn lao_nuneyant +~ 0N 2 A 19D Mo Tamnanad.:
IIIUPCI auic PUI <SUuUne CU LU0 v. . 1L, LUYY ICIIIIJCI uaul ©
Overpressure—TProtection—HTOM—System——is—aHowed CL3.5-39
£ +nA e an tnab 3] Ll o apnadiins A 77
TUl UIJ CU ™ Ul o Ul |22 R S "N | [9184%% LCIII'.JCI aourc Ul Ui
Re ald 1a avennde [RI70700 whichoavan_camac
1A\Y2 VI 1o CACLCCUST LI J] 1T, witTtToehncved WUHICI
4

ACTIONS

CONDITION

REQUIRED ACTION

COMPLETION TIME

A. One or more trains
inoperable.

A.l

Restore train(s) to
OPERABLE status.

72 hours

TA3.5-40

WOG STS, Rev 1, 04/07/95
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ECCS —Operating

3.5.2
ACTIONS é%gg%gﬁﬂgﬁ) REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
B. Required Action and B.1 Be in MODE 3. 6 hours
associated Completion
Time not met. AND
B.2 Be in MODE 4. 12 hours
65 EnterzLCOz37053% medTately
mw§§1néévmﬁ1ab1eﬂ TA3.5-40
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
1SR 3.5.2.1 Verify the following valves are in the 12 hou
T Tisted position-with—pewer—te—the rs CL3.5-41
+——valveoperator—removed.
- __ }
Z=Uunits2 S
TV’ Valve o EE—
T Nﬁmbe Number Position Function —— | CL3.5-42

- 62070 E§ZI73} EDPEN 3 ES'
1T B2068

@Ifjﬁﬁt1one*EWRCSdeiﬁ'Eéﬁ*A}

T B2073

T 82206

T 82207,

T L J L - J [ :ll

WOG STS, Rev 1, 04/07/95 3.5.2-2 Markup for PI ITS Part E



ECCS —Operating

3.5.2
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3.5.2.2 Verify each ECCS manual, power operated, 31 days
and automatic valve in the flow paths that
is not locked, sealed, or otherwise secured
in position, 1is in the correct position.
1EE 3.56.2.3  Verify poWerztorthesV 31 days -_I
f”movedfTOr”éﬁtﬁ”vaiveg;;;\ 5 —
3%5§2E&EGES—ﬁ+p%ﬁg—%ﬁ—#ﬁ%%—e#—wa%eP X3.5-43
1
SR 3.5.2.4 Verify each ECCS pump's developed head at In accordance
the test flow point is greater than or with the
equal to the required developed head. Inservice
' Testing Program
SR 3.5.2.5 Verify each ECCS automatic valve in the R4£183 months
flow path that is not locked, sealed, or
otherwise secured in position, actuates to
the correct position on an actual or X3.5-44
simulated actuation signal.
SR 3.5.2.6 Verify each ECCS pump starts automatically | R4t383
on an actual or simulated actuation signal. | months
X3.5-44
WOG STS, Rev 1, 04/07/95 3.5.2-3 Markup for PI ITS Part E
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ECCS —Operating

3.5.2
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
1SR 3.5.2.7 Verify-—for each ECCS throttle valve P4t183 months +
. listed below—eath—position—step is T
1 in the correct position.
T UnitElBValve Number — UATTE23VE1VEINUMLER
1 ESI?15"6 3
CL3.5-45
SR 3.5.2.8 Verify, by visual inspection, each ECCS P4+381 months
train containment sump suction inlet is not
restricted by debris and the suction inlet
trash racks and screens show no evidence of X3.5-44
structural distress or abnormal corrosion.
WOG STS, Rev 1, 04/07/95 3.5.2-4 Markup for PI ITS Part E




ECCS — Shutdown

3.5.3
(\,/ 3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)
3.5.3 ECCS - Shutdown
LCO 3.5.3 One ECCS train shall be OPERABLE. TA3.5-47

, ig;;  fvgnmenfgﬁhd
%‘Wcapmwwmm

APPLICABILITY:  MODE AFwhenZbothERCSFcoldz]egrtemperaturestares SITE

Fpumprd isab ] entenperaturezspecifiedEinsPILR. CL3.5-48
ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
(~,/ 1A. Required ECCS residual | A.1 Initiate action to Immediately —t
heat removal (RHR) restore required ECCS
T subsystem inoperable. RHR subsystem to
T OPERABLE status.

B. Required ECCS Fafety B.1 Restore required ECCS | 1 hour

fnjections(Shich SI-thigh-head CL3.5-49
head—subsystem} subsystem3 to
inoperable. OPERABLE status.

C. Required Action and  |C.1  Be in MODE 5. 24 hours

associated Completion
Time +of Condition B3
not met.

U

WOG STS, Rev 1, 04/07/95 3.5.3-1 Markup for PI ITS Part E
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ECCS — Shutdown

The following SRs are applicable for all
equipment required to be OPERABLE:

SR 3.5.2.13 SR 3.5.2.73
tSR 3.5.2.33 SR 3.5.2.8
SR 3.5.2.4

3.5.3
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR 3.5.3.1 NGTE
. .

’;'lﬂ”E E;?'“ ma? beleensnd?{ed ilE“;BtE

heat—removat—ifeapable-ofbeing—mantatty

reatigned—to—the-EECS-mode—ofoperation-

TA3.5-47

In
accordance with
applicable SRs

WOG STS, Rev 1, 04/07/95 3.5.3-2 Markup for PI ITS Part E



RWST

3.5.4
(\‘j 3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)
3.5.4 Refueling Water Storage Tank (RWST)
LCO 3.5.4 The RWST shall be OPERABLE.
APPLICABILITY: MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4.
ACTIONS
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
A. RWST boron Al Restore RWST to 8 hours
concentration not OPERABLE status.
within Timits.
CL3.5-51
: : %
_/
—RWST-borated—water
: : itk
Hmires—
B. RWST Watérzvolumernot | B.1 Restore RWST to 1 hour
Withinzlamits OPERABLE status.
inoperabte—for—reasons
ether—than CL3.5-52
Condition-A.
C. Required Action and C.1 Be in MODE 3. 6 hours
associated Completion ,
Time not met. AND
C.2 Be in MODE 5. 36 hours
U/

WOG STS, Rev 1, 04/07/95 3.5.4-1 Markup for PI ITS Part E



RWST

3.5.4
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
SR—3-5+4-1 NOTE
Brty—required—to-beperformedwher—afbient CL3.5-51
H—temperature—is—<—3532Foer—>—1H0042F
Verd EvRHST-bopated—ratert | . 04}
SR 3.5.4.12 Verify RWST borated water volume is 7 days CL3.5-53
> $466+200-2007000%gallons (B8%)%3. el
SR 3.5.4.23 Verify RWST boron concentration is 7 days

> £26600F ppm and < £3522003 ppm.

WOG STS, Rev 1, 04/07/95 3.5.4-2
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ACHONS
————CONDHHION ———REQHREB-ACHON -COMPLETTON-—IME
A—Seatnjeetton—Flow AT—Adjust—mantat—seat 4-hotrs
thip Yaciy iection—thpoti]
\_/ vatves—to—give—a—Flow
bhin Tiois oo
Feentrifugalel .
pufp—discharge
headerd—pressure
> 124803psig—and—the
teharging—ton
contret—yatve—fut
open-
: ated Complets
Fime-notet- AND

.
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\_J 3-5—EMFRGENCYCORECOBEING—SYSTEMSHEEESY CL3.5-55
3-5-6—Boren—Injection—Tank—BH>
L0—3-5-6—Fhe—BITshall-beOPRERABLE-
APPHCABH-—MBBES——2—and 3~
ACTHIONS

—— CONBTTION ———REQUIRED-ACHON -COMPEETON—TIME
A—BIT—neoperable- A-d——Restore-BH—to Theur
OPERABHE——status—
. i :
igsse:zb:d %gwglebgen 24D
Rot-met-
B—2—-Borate—to—an—SbM 6-hours
eguivatent—te
F¥akt—at260°—
AND
B-3—Restore-BIF—to F-days
BPERABLE—status—
E—Reqtired-Action—and | C-1—>Be—in—MobE4- IZ2-hetrs
. ; ,
i§sserzh:d ﬁ?T?IEEée”
net—met-
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TSRB5-62—VerifyBIFborated—water—votume—is —days—+
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Accumulators
B 3.5.1

B 3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)

B 3.5.1 Accumulators

BASES

PA3.5-61

BACKGROUND

thez ongo1ng reflood of the core with the addition of
»§m§E§énex§» ETCo0 OISy StEMILECCS Jsafety—injeetton—SH

The functions of the ECCS accumulators are to supply water

to the reactor vessel during the blowdown phase of
a largeibrEaKgloss of coolant accident (LOCA), to [CL3.5-62

provide inventory to help accomplish the refill
ahdIrerloodphaseS that follows thereafter, and to provide
Reactor Coolant System (RCS) makeup for a small break LOCA.

The blowdown phase of a large break LOCA is the initial
period of the transient during which the RCS departs from
equilibrium conditions, and heat from fission product decay.
hot internals, and the vessel continues to be transferred to
the reactor coolant. [heireactor:coolant

iVENtOry ZisEvaca ting s e CorerdUring ZisEphase PA3.5-63
throtghESteamEflasHing andzejectionzoutEtnrough
thezbreakisThe blowdown phase of the transient ends when the
RCS pressure falls to a value approaching that of the

containment atmosphere.

In the refill phase of a LOCA, which immediately follows the

blowdown phase, reactor—cootant—tventeryhas
vaea%ed—%he—eefe—%hPeugh—s%eaﬁh44iﬁﬁfﬁﬁrﬁﬂﬁ}ﬂﬁﬁxﬁfkﬁiPA3-5-53

ett—throtgh-the-break—TFhe—core—is—essentiaty—in
agtabatie—heatup—TFthe balance of accumulator inventory is
then available to help i1l voids in the lower plenum and

reactor vessel downcomerfl se—as—to—estabtish—a

and fﬁ“ﬁ“Tp CL3.5-62

water.

The accumulators are pressure vessels partially filled with
borated water and pressurized with nitrogen gas. The

(continued)
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Accumulators
B 3.5.1

accumulators are passive components, since no operator or
control actions are required in order for them to perform

RASES
BACKROUND their function. Internal accumulator tank pressure is
(continued) sufficient to discharge the accumulator contents to

the RCS, if RCS pressure decreases below the accumulator
pressure.

Each accumulator is piped into an RCS cold leg via an
accumulator line and is isolated from the RCS by a motor
operated isolation va]ve and two check va]ves in series.

CL3.5-66

TA3.5-67

TA3.5-67

The accumulator size, water volume, and nitrogen

cover pressure are selected so that prigthree of  [CL3.5-62
the fWofetr accumulators fSare sufficient to

partially cover the core before significant clad melting or

“zirconium water reaction can occur following a LOCA. The

need to ensure that pPrigthree accumulators [fSare adequate for
this function is consistent with the LOCA assumption that
the entire contents of one accumulator will be lost via the
RCS pipe break during the blowdown phase of the LOCA.

(continued)

WOG STS, Rev 1, 04/07/95 B 3.5.1-2 Markup for PI ITS Part E




O

BASFS _ (cantinued)

Accumulators
B 3.5.1

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

The accumulators are assumed OPERABLE in both the large and
small break LOCA analyses at full power (Ref. [2). These
are the Design Basis Accidents (DBAs) that establish the
acceptance Timits for the accumulators. Reference to the
analyses for these DBAs 1is used to assess changes in the
accumulators as they relate to the acceptance 1imits.

In performing the LOCA calculations, conservative
assumptions are made concerning the availability of

ECCS flow. In the early stages of a [argezbreak C13.5-62

LOCA, with or without a loss of offsite power, the
accumulators provide the sole source of makeup water to the
RCS. The assumption of loss of offsite power is required by
regulations and conservatively imposes a delay wherein the
ECCS pumps cannot deliver flow until the emergency diesel
generators start, come to rated speed, and go through their
timed loading sequence. In cold leg break scenarios, the
entire contents of one accumulator are assumed to be lost
through the break.

The limiting large break LOCA is a double ended guillotine
break at the discharge of the reactor coolant pump. During
this event, the accumulators discharge to the RCS as soon as
RCS pressure decreases to below accumulator pressure.

As a conservative estimate. no credit is taken for ECCS pump
flow until an effective delay has elapsed. This delay

accounts for SafetyEinjectioni(SIHEsSignal .
generationyithe diesels starting and the pumps CL3.5-71

being loaded and delivering full flow. —Fhe—delay

time—is—eonservativety—setwith—an—additional-2—seconds—to
aeeount—for—SI—signat-generation— During this time, the

accumulators are analyzed as providing the sole source of
emergency core cooling. No operator action is assumed
during the blowdown stage of a large break LOCA.

The worst case small break LOCA analyses also assume a time
delay before pumped flow reaches the core. For the larger

(continued)
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Accumulators
B 3.5.1

range of small breaks, the rate of blowdown is such that the
increase in fuel clad temperature is terminated solely by

RASES

APPLICABLE the accumulators, with pumped flow then providing continued

SAFETY cooling. As break size decreases, the accumulators and

ANALYSIS Safetyzinjectionecentrifugat—charging pumps both play a part
(continued) in terminating the rise in clad temperature. As CL3.5-72

break size continues to decrease, the role of the

accumulators continues to decrease until they are not
required and the Bafetyzinjectioncentr+fugat—charging pumps
become solely responsible for terminating the temperature
increase.

This LCO helps to ensure that the following acceptance
criteria established for the ECCS by 10 CFR 50.46—Ref—33
will be met following a LOCA:

a. [HEcalculgtedipeaknueIselemntcladding  [CL3-5-73

- i

fémﬁé?étﬂré% “Eﬁ”16W”thé§?é”Uﬁremenﬁ

b. [Hezcladding f@ﬁﬁé?éture%trans1entﬂT§ﬁterm1nated’ﬁ’%:
fﬁmé?WHéﬁggh“%fﬁ?ézﬁéﬁmétr EISESUIE B

}‘ Ye ceed?ah%%mbﬁ__?tﬁrF@?ﬁﬁﬁU1ngy ”%ﬁﬁteractaon
;zx‘%¥,T”thé%totaT“amountguﬂgf1r6”16y13ﬁ”the
heactorMax+mﬂm—hydPegeﬂ—geﬁePa%+eﬁ—ffem—a—z+reeﬁ%ﬂm

(continued)
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Accumulators
B 3.5.1

CL3.5-73

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES
(continued)

Since the accumulators discharge during the blowdown phase
of a LOCA, they do not contribute to the Tong term cooling
requirements of 10 CFR 50.46.

For beth-the large and—smati—break LOCA analyses, a nominal
contained accumulator water volume ET*JZYO"”UBTE?Teeﬁ$1s

usedFbased FonininimuMzand aximumevol UMeST0fE1 25
cObicTeet (25 Hindicatednieve ) fand Fl2905cubic  |CL3.5-74

FeetE(9lxaindicatedzleveld). The contained water
volume is the same as the deliverable volume for the
accumulators, since the accumulators are emptied, once
discharged. For—smalt-bresks—an—inerease—ta—water—votume
is—a-peak—clad—temperature—penatty—~For large breaks, an
increase in water volume can be either a peak clad
temperature penalty or benefit, depending on downcomer
fi1ling and subsequent spill through the break dur1ng the
core reflooding portion of the transient. Praifi€zISlandzis

§:¢W6?166§§ﬁr””t§,1tthpp [

~ leﬁﬁmﬁln ectﬁﬁﬁ” UPI
Lol Injection £ o Jeis.5-7

6879 1gaHens—Fo—attowFTor—mstrument PA3.5-76

(continued)
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Accumulators
B 3.5.1

£68207 a1 ied

The minimum boron concentration setpoint is used in the post
LOCA boron concentration calculation. The calculation is
performed to assure reactor subcriticality in a post LOCA
environment. Of particular interest is the large break
LOCA, since no credit is taken for control rod assembly
insertion. A reduction in the accumulator minimum boron
concentration would produce a subsequent reduction in the

APPLICABLE SAFETY
ANALYSES
(continued)

available containment sump concentration for post
LOCA shutdown and an increase in the maximum sump pH.E

orzconsenvatbisSmyzthiezaccumu | atonsarenotecons 1derede|cL3.5-77

EZb0ron s bui T d0pFara ]l ySesEsinceztiei e nc ] usion
wouldZdiTUteEeEsumps

553 T b b

cent”“t1d”§ ~Fhe-mcmum-boren

The +arge—and-small break LOCA analyses are performed at the
minimum nitrogen cover pressure, since sensitivity analyses
have demonstrated that higher nitrogen cover pressure
results in a computed peak clad temperature
benefit. Ihg [largeIbreakianalysesSTutilizesthe CL3.5-81
ﬁom1na1&n1}rogenxco,en?ﬁF€§surewas:penmagproved
methodSE(ReTZE1YE The maximum nitrogen cover pressure limit
prevents accumulator relief valve actuation, and ultimately

preserves accumulator integrity.

The effects on containment mass and energy releases from the
accumulators are accounted for in the appropriate analyses
(Refs. I-2 and R4).

The accumulators satisfy Criterion 3 of L0%ZCER

505=6(”712)Tﬁﬁj—%he—NRG—Pe4%ey—5%a%emeﬁ%

LCO

The LCO establishes the minimum conditions required to
ensure that the accumulators are available to accomplish
their core cooling safety function following a LOCA.

(continued)
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Accumulators
B 3.5.1

[WoFeur accumulators are required to ensure that
100% of the contents of Dphigthree—of—the CL3.5-62

accumulators will reach the core during a LOCA.
This is consistent with the assumption that the contents of
one accumulator spill through the break. If less than
Dnethree accumulators fiSare injected during the blowdown
phase of a LOCA, the ECCS acceptance criteria of

10 CFR 50.46 {Ref—3% could be violated.

For an accumulator to be considered OPERABLE, the

BASES
LCO [iotorzoperatedjisolation valve must be fully CL3.5-32
open, power :
(Continued) removed above £20003 psig. and the 1imits established in the
SRes for contained volume, boron concentration, and nitrogen
cover pressure must be met.
APPLICABILITY In MODES 1 and 2, and in MODE 3 with RCS pressure

> 1000 psig, the accumulator OPERABILITY requirements are
based on full power operation. Although cooling
requirements decrease as power decreases, the accumulators
are still required to provide core cooling as long as
elevated RCS pressures and temperatures exist.

This LCO is only applicable at pressures > 1000 psig. At
pressures < 1000 psig, the rate of RCS blowdown 1is such
that the ECCS pumps can provide adequate injection to ensure
that peak clad temperature remains be]ow the 10 CFR 50.46
Ref—33 1imit of 2200°F.

In MODE 3, with,RCS pressure < 1000 psig, and in MODES 4,

5. and 6, the accumulator motor operated isolation valves
are closed to isolate the accumulators from the RCS. This
allows RCS cooldown and depressurization without discharging
the accumulators into the RCS or requiring depressurization
of the accumulators.
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Accumulators

B 3.5.1
BASES
ACTIONS Al
If the boron concentration of one accumulator is not within
1imits, it must be returned to within the Timits within
72 hours. In this Condition, ability to maintain
subcriticality er—minimum-boren—precipitation—timemay be
reduced. The boron in the accumulators CL3.5-8
contributes to the assumption that the combined e
ECCS water in the partially
ACTIONS A.1 (continued)

“Condition, the required contents of [iéthree

recovered core during the early reflooding phase of a large
break LOCA is sufficient to keep that portion of the core
subcritical. One accumulator below the minimum

boron concentration 1imit, however, will have no effect on
available ECCS water and an insignificant effect on core -
subcriticality during refloodISinicertliezaccumulatorzWater
Vo llme E S TveryEsma 1 Zwhenzconpared L0 ERCSFANd T RWST
fNVENtory. Boiling of ECCS water in the core during

reflood concentrates boron in the saturated Tiquid CL3.5-82

that remains in the core. In addition, current
analysis techniques demonstrate that the accumulators grede
not EXpectedztozdischarge following a large main steam line
break—fer—the-majortty—ef—ptants. Even if they do
discharge, their impact is minor and not a design limiting
event. Thus, 72 hours is allowed to return the boron
concentration to within limits.

BAl

If one accumulator is inoperable for a reason other than
boron concentration, the accumulator must be returned to
OPERABLE status within g4t hour§. In this X3.5-34
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Accumulators
B 3.5.1

accumulators cannot be assumed to reach the core during a
LOCA. Due to the severity of the consequences should a LOCA

occur in these conditions, the B4t hour
Completion Time to open the valve, remove power

X3.5-34

to the valve, or restore the proper water volume or nitrogen
cover pressure ensures that prompt action will be taken to
return the inoperable accumulator to OPERABLE status. The
Completion Time minimizes the potent1a1 for exposure of the

g"ﬁ*st”iﬁedmn Re‘Terence«%

BASES

ACTIONS C.1and C.2
(continued)

If the accumulator cannot be returned to OPERABLE status within
the associated Completion Time, the plant must be brought to a
MODE 1in which the LCO does not apply. To achieve this status, the
plant must be brought to MODE 3 within 6 hours and RCSpressurizer

pressure reduced to < 1000 psig within 12 hours.

The allowed Completion Times are reasonable, based

TA3.5-31

on operating experience, to reach the required plant

conditions from full power conditions in an orderly manner and

without challenging plant systems.

D.1

If potlimore—than—one accumulatorSZaréts inoperable, the

plant is in a condition outside the accident analyses;
therefore, LCO 3.0.3 must be entered immediately.

CL3.5-62
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SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

BASES

SR_3.56.1.1

Each accumulator fOLOrZOperdtédivalve should be CL3.5-32
verified to be fully open every 12 hours H5E ,
of”Eont?ﬁﬂ"board”Tﬁﬁ1fﬁt1o Pt% STL100; LR CL3.5-84

ﬁég:ﬁtﬁﬁTéﬁ_ 31 3 IONZS h1s ver1f1cat1on ensures that the
accumulators are available for injection and ensures timely
discovery if a valve should be less than fully open. If an
isolation valve is not fully open, the rate of injection to
the RCS would be reduced. Although a motor operated valve
position should not change with power removed, a closed Of
notEful]yzopenzvalve could result in not meeting accident
analyses assumptions. This Frequency is considered
reasonable in view of other administrative controls that
ensure a mispositioned isolation valve is unlikely.

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS
(continued)

WOG STS, Rev 1, 04/07/95 B 3.5.1-10

SR_3512and SR 3.5.1.3

Every 12 hours, borated water volume and nitrogen cover

~ pressure are verified for each accumulator. This Frequency

is sufficient to ensure adequate injection during a LOCA.
Because of the static design of the accumulator, a 12 hour
Frequency usually allows the operator to identify changes
before 1imits are reached.EMdINZCONtTO1Zb0ard

Qﬁét?ﬁﬁéntﬁtﬁ“ﬁ?and$§ﬂanm5§g;e%ai Jaab1é§Tor
Verif i cat on T T At HESEracc ] StoTEparanetersy

PA3.5-86

Operating experience has shown this Frequency to be
appropriate for early detection and correction of off normal
trends.

SR 1.4

The boron concentration should be verified to be within
required 1imits for each accumulator every 31 days since the

Markup for PI ITS Part E
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Accumulators
B 3.5.1

static design of the accumulators 1imits the ways in which
the concentration can be changed. The 31 day Frequency is
adequate to identify changes that could occur from
mechanisms such as stratification or inleakage. Sampting
" e foetod Tod thin oL e 10 vl

) H—tdentfy—het] aleal ; [

regtred—Himit—It—isrnot—necessary—to—verify CL3.5-36

SR _3.5.1.5

Verification every 31 days that power is removed from each

accumulator isolation valve operator when the
RCSpresstrizer TA3.5-31

BASES

SURVEILLANCE SR 3.5.1.5 (continued)

REQUIREMENTS
pressure is > 2000 psig ensures that an active failure
could not result in the undetected closure of an accumulator
motor operated isolation valve. If this were to occur, only
Orietwo accumulators would be available for injection given a
single failure coincident with a LOCA. Since power is
removed under administrative control, the 31 day Frequency
will provide adequate assurance that power is removed.
This SR allows power to be supplied to the motor TA3.5-31
operated isolation valves when RCSpressurizer )
pressure is < 2000 psig, thus allowing operational
flexibility by avoiding unnecessary delays to
manipulate the breakers during plant startups or TA3.5-67
shutdowns . —Evenr—-with-pewer—supplied—to—the _
vatvess—inadvertent—elosure—is—prevented-by—the-RES—presstre
et orloc) ot od i th—tl Tieo

WOG STS, Rev 1, 04/07/95 B 3.5.1-11 Markup for PI ITS Part E
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intertoek—the-ST-signal-provided—to—the—vatves |[TA3.5-67

REFERENCES 1. HE-Standard—279-1971-

2——FSAR, Ehapter SECLIONFIALET.
S—I-CHR-56-46+

74.  UFSAR, SEctionzorZ-thapter—353.

X3.5-34

8z WCAPZ15049TAT=REVISTONZITERTS
EValUationzof aieEXLension
[imeSTETAPTT ) 19997

—————————— 55— NUREG1366Febrtary—1998-

KETRTormed

RN e

“CozACcUmulatorzcompletion

N\
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ECCS - Operating

B 3.5.2
B 3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)
B 3.5.2 ECCS Operating PA3.5-61
BASES
BACKGROUND The function of the ECCS is to provide core cooling and

negative reactivity to ensure that the reactor core is
protected after any of the following accidents:

a. Loss of coolant accident (LOCA)~ With¥coolant leakage
greater than the capability of the normal charging
system;

_ ) CL3.5-87
b—Red-ejection—aceidents

Loss of secondary coolant accident, including
uncontrolled steam release—-er—oss—of—feedwater; and

Steam generator tube rupture (SGTR).

The addition of negative reactivity is designed primarily
for the loss of secondary coolant accident where primary
cooldown could add enough positive reactivity to achieve
criticality and return to significant power.

There are EWothree phases of ECCS operation: injections
ee%d—4eg—ﬁee+reﬂ4a%+eﬁ——and keot—teg-recirculation. In the

injection phase, water 1is taken from the refueling water
storage tank (RWST) and injected into the Reactor Coolant

System (RCS) through the cold legsfandzreacton

Vesselzupperzplentm. - When sufficient water ‘is

CL3.5-88

removed from the RWST to ensure that enough boron has been
added to maintain the reactor subcritical and the
containment sumps [igShave enough water to supply the
‘required net-positive suction head to the RHREEES pumps.
‘suction is switched to the-containment SsumpgB for estd—leg
recirculation. When*post¢acc1dept?RG»~ € w“esdﬁﬁﬁ§¥5§ﬂ”w
iﬁgﬁRHRﬁpump@shutorT”headxa-

Bl= 19}
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B 3.5.2
e ECES £low—ts—shithed
BASES
BACKROUND —to-the—hot—tegrectrenlation-phase—to—provide—a
(continued) -backftush—whieh—would reduce the boiling in the

eEH%I"ﬂ'F :l I . : l . . . ! : ‘

top of the core and any resulting boron precipitation.

The ECCS consists of tiWothree separate subsystems: |.;3 5.7

eeﬁ%F%#uga4—eha*g%ag—%h%gh—head&——safety injection
(SI) ntermediate—theady— and residual heat removal (RHR)
Hew heady. Each subsystem consists of two redundant, 100%
capacity trains. The ECCS accumulators and the RWST are also
part of the ECCS, but are not considered part of an ECCS flow
path as described by this LCO.

The ECCS flow paths consist of piping, valves, heat

exchangers, and pumps such that water from the RWST can be
injected into the RCS following the accidents described in
this LCO. The major components of each subsystem

are the eentrifugal—charging—pumpss—the—RHR pumps, [CL3.5-72

RHRZheat exchangers, and the SI pumps. BothEaeh
of—the—three subsystems consists of two 100% capacity trains
that are interconnected and redundant such that either train
is capable of supplying 100% of the flow required to mitigate
the accident consequences. This interconnecting and
redundant subsystem design provides the operators with the

ability to utilize components from opposite trains

to achieve the required 1003 flow to the coregif  [o-°~°t

flecessaryzduestozindividial seomponentZinoperap ity .
o o™ i Sttt LR It o £ yludiietnd s LA 0 £

During the injection phase of LOCA recovery, a suction header
supplies water from the RWST to the ECCS pumps. Separate
piping supplies each subsystem-and-eaeh—train
within—the—subsystem

He—discharge—fremthe IcL3.5-93

.‘.:l. : BI;} I!l 'l- .l . ...! F" ,-

stppty—tHnes—each—efwhich—Feeds—the—injection
Yine—to-onre—RES—eotd—teg—The discharge from

CL3.5-94
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gachithe SI1 pumpzdividészandzfeedsTans

OTEtHETROSECON 21 egsT

BASES
BACKROUND valves are set to balance the flow to the RCS. CL3.5-34
(continued) This balance ensures sufficient flow to the core to

meet the analysis assumptions following a LOCA in one of the
RCS cold legs. [HezdischargerfromcacizRIREpUmpTdivide §?§ ndg
feedsTanzinjection & ine Lot ez eac toraves SE1TUppers

For LOCAs that are too small to depressurize the RCS below
the shutoff head of the SI pumps, the §team?§enerators
providercorercooling

stpphy—water until the RCS pressure decreases

CL3.5-96

be]ow the SI pump shutoff head ——Bue%ﬁg—th+s—pef%ed——the

During the recirculation phase of LOCA recovery, RHR pump
suction is iafitaldyzitransferred to the containment sump. Fhe

CL3.5-97

Initially, recirculation is through the sahe
paths as the 1nject10n phase ﬂh@fRHR?ﬁUmps

"‘“"“Tupp Y‘fth”é?s »mpﬁ_:s@h1ch"’"p?“6‘ﬁﬁé‘*ﬂ”w*‘to P
theSubsequeﬁt4y——Pee+eeu%at%eﬁ—a+%eeﬂates
injection-between—the—hot—and cold legs.

The Sleentrifugat-eharging subsystem of the ECCS also

functions to supply borated water to the
reactor core following increased heat removal [CL3-5-72
-events, such-as a main steam line break (MSLB).
The limiting design conditions occur when the negative

moderator temperature coefficient is highly negative. such as
at the end of each cycle.

PA3.5-101

During‘10w temperature conditions in the RCS,

WOG STS, R 1, 04/07/97 B 3.5.2-3 Markup for PI ITS Part E
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B

3.5.2

limitations are placed on the maximum number of ECCS pumps

that may be OPERABLE. Refer to the Bases for LCOS 3.4.

"Low Temperature Overpressure Protection (LTOP) E
S'T”fj%iﬁjeétﬂon SonE(SIYEPuNpEDisabl ERlemperdtunesystem, "
33 T oW enpEratur e 0verpressure I Protection
KETO, §sySéfet.%gﬁject1ong;SI?”Pﬁ“b§D1sabﬂe§a

the basis of these requirements.

The ECCS subsystems are actuated upon receipt of an SI

12,

PA3.5-102

[emperatuness for

signal. The actuation of safeguardS loads is accomplished in
a programmed time sequence. If offsite power is available,

BASES
BACKROUND the safeguards loads start immediately in the programmed
(continued) sequence. If offsite power is not available, the Fafeguardsi

——————— Fnegineered-SafetyFeature—¢ESF) buses shed normal operating

loads and are connected to the emergency diesel generators
(EDGs). Safeguards loads are then actuated in the programmed

e

time sequence. The time delay associated with diesel

starting, sequenced loading, and pump starting determines the

the core following a LOCA.

The active ECCS components, along with the passive
accumulators and the RWST covered in LCO 3.5.1,

=engthzofstime required-before pumped flow is ava11able to

L

"Accumulators.” and LCO 3.5.4, "Refueling Water Storage Tank

(RWST)." provide the cooling water necessary to meet

AECZGDC #435 (Ref. 1). CL3.5-103
APPLICABLE The LCO helps to ensure that the following
SAFETY acceptance criteria for the ECCS. established by
ANALYSES 10 CFR 50.46~Ref—2}, will be met fo11ow1ng a LOCA:
CL3.5-73

eI e I EiKEr UE] P | ST e TS
Lemperature Ziszbel owsthes

- e%emeﬁ%re4add%ﬁg—%emﬁefa%uFe—+s—s 2200 °F

: h“cg A T ETpe T LU e LTS BNt T

geome LTy SEStilFamenableZto -

qmé“Wﬁéﬁ”theﬁcore

requirenentzoMaxtmum—faet

EThezlocal iZedre] add N ToXIda ti o Z AN LSTO 7Y
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B 3.5.2
. vnot&exceededfdugang“on@ TLerzquenciiingMa s

totateladding—thickness—before—oxidation: CL3.5-73

e e ranoun Lo fEhydnogenigeneratedzbyzfug] Zel ement
Eladdingztiatgreactsachemicallyawi tiwatersorzstean
HoESTnotEexceed ransamountcorrespondingztozimteraction

ﬁjil%?bf?the@gg;al“amountgoﬁv 1rca|oy§Qg*tne

reacton

BASES
APPLICABLE strrotnding—the-plenum—votume—were—to—react;
SAFETY ANALYSES
(continued) d.[EEThercorerremains zamenap1e€s fb”coo|1n§”ﬁur1ng”§ﬁd?”ff§ﬁ

ﬁ””breaKGePe—%s—ma+ﬂ%a+ﬁed—%ﬁ—a—eee4ab4e—geeme%ﬁy and

Erenperaturegishreduced 7and edecayzieatais

R Wl ek

Freelieicore

ggmovedﬁ# manextendediperiod sof ErimeZasarequiredzby
tHEFongzlived radioactivityarenainingEingthe

ggggAéequa%fr4eﬁg—%efm—eePe—eee4%ﬁg—eapab+4%%y—%s

The LCO also 1imits the potential for a post trip return to
power following an MSLB event—and-enstres—that—contatnment

temperature—Hmits—arefet.

mpmmEBotlifach ECCS subsystems @re+s taken credit for ina  |cp3.5-gs
large break LOCA event at full power (Refs. 23

and B4). This event establishes the requirement for runout
flow for the ECCS pumps, as well as the maximum response time
for their actuation. The eentrifugat-charging—pumps—and-SI
pumps are cred1ted in a-small break LOCARESGTIRZAMAZMSI'B
eventS. [HezsSmdl1zbreakEl0CAT s event estab11shes the flow

and d1scharge head at the des1gn point for the
eentrifugal-charging-pumps. The SIZPUMPIHETUS andaﬂ“‘w CL3.5-72

EhHaracteriSticsFals0Mmeet#SGTR and MSLB- FEQUITEM :
eveﬁ%s—a4se-eﬂa?H&%ﬁﬁrffﬁ%F+#uga%—ehaPg%ﬁg—pumas CL3.5-88

The OPERABILITY requirements for the ECCS are based on
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the following LOCA analysis assumptions:

a. A large break LOCA event, with Toss of effsite |cu3.5-88

power—atid—a single ECCSECFdITFatture—disabling
ore—RHR—pump—both—EbG—trains—are—assumed—to—operate
ot X te £ oL et
eontatnment—heat—removal—Systemeoperation: and

b. A small break LOCA event, with a loss of offsite power
and a single failure disabling one ECCS train.

During the blowdown stage of a LOCA, the RCS depressurizes as
primary coolant is ejected through the break into the
containment. The nuclear reaction is terminated either by
moderator voiding during large breaks or control rod

BASES

APPLICABLE insertion for small breaks. Following depressurization,
SAFETY emergency cooling water is injected byEthezSIEpumpsHinto the
ANALYSES cold legs, flows into the downcomer, fills the lower

(continued)

TG ENETTEAt OIS SEIRnS

[HETRHRIpUMpSEInjectzdiTectlys
pper plenumzinjectionwhensthe

RCS pressureriSHlessathansthieRHRAPUMpISHUtoffEhead?

plenum,and refloods the core.

The effects on containment mass and energy releases

are accounted for in appropriate analyses (Refs. 23

and B4). The LCO ensures that an ECCS train will CL3.5-88

deliver sufficient water to match boiloff rates soon enough
to minimize the consequences of the core being uncovered
following a large LOCA. It also ensures that the eentrifugat
charging—and-SI pumps will deliver sufficient water and boron
during a small LOCA to maintain core subcriticality. For
smaller LOCAs, the Sleentrifugal—charging pumps delivers
sufficient fluid to maintain RCS inventory. For a small
break LOCA, the steam generators continue to serve as

‘the heat sink, providing part of the required core CL3.5-72

cooling.

CI2)I)

ThelECCS trains satisfy Criterion 3 of L0ICERI50T3!
the-NREPoticy—Statement. ‘
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LCO In MODES 1, 2, and 3, two independent (and redundant)ECCS trains
are required to ensure that sufficient ECCS flow is available,

assuming a single failure affecting either train. Additionally,

individual components within the ECCS trains may be called upon to

mitigate the consequences of other transients and accidents.

In MODES 1, 2, and 3, an ECCS train consists of &

an SI subsystems and an RHR |~13.5-72
subsystem. Each train 1nc1udes the piping, instruments, and

controls to ensure an OPERABLE flow path capable of taking

suction from the RWST upon an SI signal and—autematiealty  |op3.5-97
HRICapablezof, peingztransferrEdingftOstake suction fromite

the-containment SsumpZB.

BASES
LCO During an event requiring ECCS actuation, a flow path is
(continued) required to provide an abundant supply of water from f.. o .o

the RWST to the RCS via the ECCS pumps and their

respective supply headers to each of the ftWofeur cold leg
injection nozzlesgandztheTreactorivesselFupperzplenom. In
the long term, this flow path may be switched to take its

supply from the containment sump and to supply its flow to

the RCS he%ﬁﬁﬁFCO1d legsEOrFdiTect] YA NtoBtie redacCtorgvessel

The flow péth for each train must maintain its designed
independence to ensure that no single failure can disable both
ECCS trains.

CL3.5-107

BeT nder”::’di’?‘é’(:’f’fadmﬁ”ﬁ‘ﬁt“i‘a*tm eﬁcontré'l"?

meﬂ

i xd“Vj&?#tﬁﬁtﬁEaﬁgbé@ﬁ”“17ﬁ§€ﬁ*ﬁﬁ§ﬁﬁ§ﬁ§§§§§‘ a3 5-100
Ttherconponentatoiwnichzt

T

,7§:gﬁﬁ dWEﬁ?%tétﬁﬁ”tHﬁﬁﬁ@”@v
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APPLICABILITY In MODES 1, 2, and 3, the ECCS OPERABILITY requirements for
the limiting Design Basis Accident, a large break LOCA, are
based on full power operation. Although reduced power would
not require the same level of performance, the accident
analysis does not provide for reduced coo11ng requirements in

BASES
APPLICABILITY pump performance requirements are based on a smail
break CL3.5-72

(continued) LOCAZ@nd: meetﬁgequ1red ggﬁgmeters?Tonmm1t1gat1o niofzas
L vnﬁ.Lu&J;‘ﬁwsecondanyﬁs;ﬁégg6§§””ﬁ%f]ﬁ1d»dééfdent MODE 2 and CL3.5-88

MODE 3 requ1rements are bounded by the MODE 1

analysis. PA3.5-111

This LCO s only appiicable in MODE 3 and above. Below

TA3.5-37
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CL3.5-37

CL3.5-39

In MODESE4TIS and 6, plant conditions are such that the
probabi]ity of an event requiring ECCS injection is extremely

ECOT gcoo,ﬁ"ggﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁm?TSﬁ re@addressed
o SN } ala 3 .é.;gm v

AT Core coo11ng requ1rements in MODE 5
are addressed by LCO 3.4.7, "RCS Loops EZMODE 5, Loops
Filled," and LCO 3.4.8, "RCS Loops EZMODE 5. Loops Not

CL3.5-111

Filled." MODE 6 core cooling requirements are addressed by

LCO 3.9.5, "Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant

Circulation EgHigh Water Level,"” and LCO 3.9.6, "Residual
Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation Eflow Water
Level."

BASES

ACTIONS Al

With one or more trains inoperable and at least 100% of the

ECCS flow equivalent -to a single OPERABLE ECCS train

available, the inoperable components must be returned to
'OPERABLE status within 72 hours. The 72 hour Completion Time
_is based on an NRC reliability evaluation (Ref. B5) and is a

~reasonable time for repair of many ECCS components.

An ECCS trein is inoperable if it is not capable of

WOG STS, Rev 1, 04/07/95 B 3.5.2-9 Markup for PI ITS Part E
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delivering design flow to the RCS. Individual components are
inoperable if they are not capable of performing their design

function or FEqUirgdisupporting systems are not availab

The LCO requires the OPERABILITY of a number of

le.

independent subsystems. Due to the redundancy of

TA3.5-40

trains and the diversity of subsystems, the
inoperability of one component in a train does not rend
ECCS incapable of performing its function. Neither doe
inoperability of two different components, each in a

er the
s the

different train, necessarily result in a loss of function for

the ECCS. The—intent—of—this—teonditien—is—to-maintata
birats c : | b that 1003 6f the FECS €1
valomtt e e—OPERABLE ECCS tnas . abTe

This allows increased flexibility in plant operations u
circumstances when components 1in opposite trains are
inoperable.

An event accompanied by a loss of offsite power and the

nder

failure of an EDG can disable one ECCS train until
power is restored. A reliability analysis (Ref. 45)

PA3.5-112

has shown that the impact of having one full ECCS
train inoperable is sufficiently small to justify conti
operation for 72 hours.

nued

Refer e’p’fme 6-desenibes Sq 'E“aE'e”sl. ”'l h;l“le“|le“eESESBSI“ﬁl onent:—steh

With one or more componené(s) inoperable such that 100%'of

the flow equivalent to a single OPERABLE ECCS train is not
BASES
ACTIONS A1l (continued)

available, the facility is in a condition outside the

accident analysis. Therefore, LCO 3.0.3 must be immediately

entered. .

B.1 and B.2

If the inoperable trains cannot be returned to OPERABLE

WOG STS, Rev 1, 04/07/95 B 3.5.2-10 Markup for PI ITS Part E
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status within the associated Completion Time, the plant must

be brought to a MODE in which the LCO does not apply.
achieve this status, the plant must be brought to MODE

within 6 hours and MODE 4 within 12 hours. The allowed

Completion Times are reasonable, based on operating

To
3

experience, to reach the required plant conditions from full
power conditions in an orderly manner and without challenging

plant systems.

9"°peraﬁ1éé::fufﬁéﬁowed?C”mﬁlet1dn$:\

|TA3.5-40

thé?§§§um“t1oﬁftha % ”§§f@IDUZ“”ﬁ“

@ﬁmﬁdfﬂfﬂy;%

SURVEILLANCE SR_3.5.2.1
REQUIREMENTS

Verification of proper valve position ensures that the
path from the ECCS pumps to the RCS is maintained.
Use of&contﬁﬁ?yboa?ﬂiﬁnd1EﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁF%V§1Vﬁfﬁﬁ?ﬁtiﬁh@hs
%) lezverification? Misalignment of these
valves cou]d renderg onezor both ECCS trains inoperable.
THESEIValVesEaresecuredgingpositionzbyzphysically

ﬂock1ngathégﬁbfbr&cont"”1?6éhte%§s PD1YEDTEaKErsET
NeroffEpositiont
(ght

il ﬁ?thEzvé1V;:p“§ﬁt7*ﬁém6ﬁiton

flow

CL3.5-113

CL3.5-114

EELOT TSeeuring—these—vatves—inposttion
by—remeva%—e#—ﬁewer—eP-by—key—4eek+ﬁg—%he—eeﬁ%fe4—+ﬁ—%he

eorrect—posttion—ensures—that they cannot change position as

a result of an active failure or be 1nadvertent1y misaligned.

?hese—va%ves—are—eff%he—%yﬁer—de369+bedf+n—Re#ePeﬁee—67—%ha%

| the-acetdent—anatyses—YeTiTICALIONTO; ofﬁthégv 31ve
*breakéF§“7§ performed byE ‘

RE3THT253E

eamdisable the functs _both-ECES4 R

CL3.5-114

WOG STS, Rev 1, 04/07/95 B 3.5.2-11 Markup for PI ITS Part E




9

ECCS - Operating
B 3.5.2

BASES

SURVEILLANCEESSS

; 2. 1E(continued)
REQUIREMENTSES

A 12 hour Frequency is considered reasonable in view of other
administrative controls that wiH—ensure a mispositioned
valve 1is unlikely.

SR _3.5.2.2

Verifying the correct alignment for manual, power operated,
and automatic valves in the ECCS flow paths provides
assurance that the proper flow paths will exist for ECCS
operation. This SR does not apply to valves that are locked,
sealed, or otherwise secured in position, since these were

verified to be in the correct position pr1or to
locking, sealing, or securing [(AZS€alZ=ist e

ELY PA3.5-116

EW%B%§ﬁﬁfﬁ§”'ﬁ”ﬁ@é%“TgtheL‘H

MUStEbE=destroyeditozall
comporentatomwnichEItEisTapplicd) . EFA valve that receives an

actuation signal is allowed to be in a nonaccident position
provided the valve will automatically reposition within the
proper stroke time. This Surveillance does not require any
testing or valve manipulation. Rather, it involves
verification that those valves capable of being mispositioned
are in the correct position. The 31 day Frequency is
appropriate because the valves are operated under
administrative control, and an improper valve position would
only affect a single train. This Frequency has been shown to
be acceptable through operating experience.

SR_3.5.2
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ECCS - Operating

B 3.5.2
: BASES
U/ X3.5-43
SURVEILLANCE SR_3.5.2.3 (continued)
REQUIREMENTS

/ SR_3.5.2.4

Periodic surveillance testing of ECCS pumps to detect gross
degradation caused by impeller structural damage or other
hydraulic component problems is required by Section XI

of the ASME Code. This type of testing may be CL3.5-117

accomplished by measuring the pump developed head at g
§ingleenty—one point of the pump characteristic curve. This
verifies both that the measured performance is within an
acceptable tolerance of the original pump baseline
performance and that the performance at the test flow is
Witliingreater—than-or—equal—to the performance assumed in the
plant safety analysis. SRs are specified in the Inservice
Testing Program, which encompasses Section XI of the ASME
Code. Section XI of the ASME Code provides the activities
and -‘Frequencies necessary to satisfy the requirements.
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3.56.2

i fn‘”wans&u’sédf fiﬁth‘é"”"ECCS"LOCA&W‘“Iana »

SR_3.5.25 and SR 3.5.2.6

These Surveillances demonstrate that each automatic ECC
valve actuates to the required position on an actual or
simulated SI signal and that each ECCS pump starts onr

S

eceipt

of an actual or simulated SI signal. [HISELESCEISIMELIWIEN

Eontrolzboardsindications *:;:;a“‘n,“d?g’;_v_“gs‘nﬁigﬁf‘étv“aﬁﬁﬁ
findicdtez gthaf”ﬁﬂ~?”6mﬁbﬁéﬁ153 avesreceived tnezsafety

Ners.s-121

InjEctionEsigna Tt eTproperzSequenceandstimings
NEZdp rogr ﬁte«pQ:ﬁ?breakegggpavegppened*ﬁﬁﬁé:; B

25 dVé“beenap aced@Tﬁ%the»proke“f

This Surveillance is not required for valves that are 1
sealed, or otherwise secured in the required position u

ocked,
nder

administrative controls. The g438-month Frequency is
based on the need to perform these Surveillances under

X3.5-44

the conditions that apply during a plant outage and
the potential for unplanned plant transients if the
Surveillances were performed with the reactor at power.
2418 month Frequency is also acceptable based on

consideration of the design reliability (and confirming

The

operating experience) of the equipment. The actuation logic
is tested as part of ENgiNEerediSafetyEreaturez(ESFyY
Actuation System testing. and equipment performance is
monitored as part of the Inservice Testing Program.
SR 3.5.2.7
Sﬁ“’V’éﬁ’]1ance'ﬁl""'éﬁ""”Wemen SE0N =L CL3.5-122
§F6Vﬁﬁ§%§§§ﬁ“ance TEHatepr :
< faintainedginsthezevents edﬂ“vﬁ?“”ﬁ”tance
. ands pressﬁ?égarop;?;éf 15 ChEingection
-".;oq”f?f?fthe@Siﬁsy“f€m§§§:ﬁ§€§§éaryv; reventztotalzpump

.;vj']fW“T?omaexceed“ﬁggfﬁﬁaﬁ‘ﬁfﬁﬁa”t1oﬁ“EWhénEtﬁ§”§*§tem;;
*,:ﬁt“"mTﬁTmﬁmgres1stance confﬁgurat1onaa'9wp JOVIdeztiezpropen

TowrspLitEbetweensl SZinzaccord nCEg_]bﬁ”fﬁ@
TZandz3)rprovideran
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ECCS Operating

B 3.5.2

CL3.5-122

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTSE

: ﬁBﬁV@gfﬁ"t?a§§ﬂﬁﬁf =ine

SR 3.5.2.7 (continued)

(EvElFoT

The 418 month Frequency

is based on the same reasons as those stated in SR 3.

and SR 3.5.2.6.

SR_3.5.2.8

Per1od1c inspections of the containment sump suction

and stéyé in proper operating condition. The

5.2.5

PA3.5-123

FEHEIRHRISYSEER ensure that it is unrestricted |x3.5-44

2438 month Frequency B110WS+5based-on—theneed—to—perform

this SurveillanceZtozberperfon

“formed under the conditions that

apply during a plant outage——eﬁe%he—ﬁeed—%e—have—aeeess—%e
cho Toeation—ancd e ontial_f

This Frequency
has been found to be sufficient to detect abnormal

degradation and is confirmed by operating experience.

PA3.5-123

CL3.5-103

REFERENCES

[ USAR TESECE DTG T2 6—EFR-56-46.
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BASES

REFERENCES :
(continued)—5+ NRC Memorandum to V. Stello, Jr., from R.L. Baer,
"Recommended Interim Revisions to LCOs for ECCS

Components," December 1, 1975.

— 6 InformationNotice No—8/61-
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ECCS - Shutdown
B 3.5.3

B 3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)

B 3.5.3 ECCS—Shutdown

PA3.5-61

BASES

BACKGROUND The Background section for Bases 3.5.2, "ECCS-Operating,”
js applicable to these Bases, with the following
modifications.

In MODE 4, the required ECCS train consists of
two separate subsystems: Faf€tyEinjection CL3.5-72

(ST)eentrifugat-charging—thigh—head? - and
residual heat removal (RHR)—Few-heads.

The ECCS flow paths consist of piping, valves, heat
exchangers, and pumps such that water from the refueling

water storage tank (RWST) BrEcontainment=Sump:B
can be injected into the Reactor Coolant System CL3.5-124

(RCS) following the accidents described in
Bases 3.5.2.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

={CL3.5-126

_ Bas*s—Aee%deet—%BBA%— the ECCS operat10na1 requ1rements are
reduced It is understood in these reductions that certain

automatic safety—injeetton—SI3> actuations: Breis [ers 5127
“not available.. S’ncektﬁ““RHR§S”“tem§mayfbe¥ﬁlﬁﬁﬁéﬁ gt

 EOTprovide normaly ) FECIMeayabe
requiredzforzmant §§”11gnment@”TfECC~”eqﬁﬁ“méhtﬁgln th1s
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B 3.5.3

MODE, sufficient time

BASES

APPLICABLE exists for manual actuation of the required ECCS to

SAFETY ANALYSES mitigate the consequences of a DBA.

(continued)

[HereforeEoonly one train of ECCS is required
for MODE 4. This requirement dictates that CL3.5-127
single failures are not considered FORELRTSELECO
dueTtothE Tt e Tavail a1 A OrE0pera torSEEozre ‘
gccidentduring—thisMebE—ofoperation. The ECCS tra1ns
satisfy Criterion 3 of L0ICFRIS0TI6(C) () AHD—the-NRETPotiey
Statement.

LCO In MODE 4, one of the two independent (and redundant) ECCS

trains is required to be OPERABLE to ensure that sufficient

ECCS flow is available to the core following a
DBA. CL3.5-72

In MODE 4, an ECCS train consists of afiiSIeentrifugat
eharging subsystem and an RHR subsystem. Each train
includes the piping, instruments, and controls to ensure an
OPERABLE flow path capable of taking suction from the RWST
and transferring suction to the containment sump.

During an event requiring ECCS actuation, a flow path is
required to provide an abundant supply of water

from the RWST to the RCS via the ECCS pumps and CL3.5-88
their respective supply headers to each of the feur i

cold Teg injection nozzlesEand reattoRIVESSE] UDDErED]Endm.
In the long term, this flow path may be switched to take its
supply from the containment sump—aﬁd—%e—de4%vef—%%s—#%ew—%e
the-RES—hot—and—cotd—less. ,

" TA3.5-47

;;i1gnﬁent :
vgﬁcapabrégﬁfwﬁﬁTﬁ“
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ECCS - Shutdown
B 3.5.3

APPLICABILITY

In MODES 1, 2, and 3, the OPERABILITY requirements for ECCS

are covered by LCO 3.5.2. 1cL3.5-48

In MODE 4 with RCS temperature below 350°F ENid

bothERESZcold A eqRiemperaturesTaboverthesSIipump disable
Yenperaturesspeci faedZingtiesPTIR, one OPERABLE ECCS train
is acceptable without single failure consideration, on the

basis of the stable reactivity of the reactor and the

Timited core cooling requirements.
CL3.5-48

In MODEFASWHENZanyZRCSTE0) 4 EGELeMperaturEsishs
EHETSIEpUmpzdisablestemperatureyzand MODES 5 and 6, plant
conditions are such that the probability of an event
requiring ECCS injection is extremely low. ECOGTEZCOON:
FequiremnentS i nEMODET4TWIENZanyERCS’ c0|d§ﬁegif€mﬁéraﬁUF€§T*
<FthesSTs pumpfﬂ1sa61"EtemperatUreﬁﬁFﬁ”éadressed“byﬁ’CU
gfﬂagfgggCS”Eﬁﬁﬁéwg~MODE@ﬂgﬁé Core cooling requirements in
MODE 5 are addressed by LCO 3.4.7., "RCS Loops—-MODE 5, Loops
Filled," and LCO 3.4.8, "RCS Loops —MODE 5, Loops Not
Filled." MODE 6 core cooling requirements are addressed by
LCO 3.9.5, "Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant
Circulation—High Water Level,” and LCO 3.9.6, "Residual
Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation-Low Water
Level.”

-ACTIONS

Al

With no ECCS RHR subsystem OPERABLE, the.plant is not
prepared to respond to a loss of coolant.accident or to
continue a cooldown using the RHR pumps and heat exchangers.

- The Completion Time of immediately to initiate actions that

would restore at least one ECCS RHR subsystem to OPERABLE
status ensures that prompt action is taken to restore the
required cooling capacity. Normally, in MODE 4, reactor

9,
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ECCS - Shutdown
B 3.5.3

decay heat is removed from the RCS by an RHR loop. If no
RHR Toop is OPERABLE for this function, reactor decay heat
must be removed by some alternate method, such as use of the
steam generators. The alternate means of heat removal must
continue until the inoperable RHR Toop components can be
restored to operation so that decay heat removal is
continuous. ’

ACTIONS

BASES

A.1 (continued)

With both RHR pumps and heat exchangers inoperable, it would
be unwise to require the plant to go to MODE 5, where the
only available heat removal system is the RHR. Therefore,
the appropriate action is to initiate measures to restore
one ECCS RHR subsystem and to continue the actions until the
subsystem is restored to OPERABLE status.

B.1

With no ECCS SIhigh—head subsystem OPERABLE
(AeTtHeRztrain) . due to the inoperability of |CL3.5-49
the Sleentrifugat—echarging pump or flow path
from the RWST, the plant is not prepared to CL3.5-72
provide high pressure response to Design Basis
Events requiring SI. The 1 hour Completion Time to restore
at least one SIE€ES-high—head subsystem to OPERABLE status
ensures that prompt action is taken to provide the required
cooling capacity or to initiate actions to place the plant
in MODE 5, where an ECCS train is not required.

ACTIONS
BE(CONtIued)

c1

: Whenfthe'Required Actions of Condition B cannot be completed
~ within the required Completion Time, a controlled shutdown

should be initiated. Twenty-four hours is a reasonable
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time, based on operating experience, to reach MODE 5 in an
orderly manner and without challenging plant systems or
operators.

SURVETLLANCE SR_3.5.3.1
REQUIREMENTS
The applicable Surveillance descriptions from
Bases 3.5.2 apply. This—SRis—modifiedby—aNeote TA3.5-47
that—aHows—anRHR—train—to-be—considered-BPERABLE i
REFERENCES The applicable references from Bases 3.5.2 apply.
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B 3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)

B 3.5.4 Refueling Water Storage Tank (RWST)

BASES

PA3.5-61

BACKGROUND

The RWST supplies borated water to the Chemical and Volume
Control System (CVCS) during abnormal operating conditions,
to the refueling pool during refueling, and to the ECCS and
the Containment Spray System during accident conditions.

The RWST supplies both trains of the ECCS and the

Containment Spray System throtugh—separates CL3.5-94

redundant—supphy—headers—during the injection
phase of a loss of coolant accident (LOCA)—reeevery. A

motor operated isolation valve is provided in each
header to isolate the RWST from the ECCS once the [CL3.5-106

system has been transferred to the recirculation
mode. The recirculation mode is entered when RHRZpump
suction is transferred to the containment sump following
receipt of the RWST-Low Low €Level glarmi——siegnat. Use of
a single RWST to supply both trains of the ECCS and
Containment Spray System is acceptable since the RWST is a
passive component, and passive failures are not required to
be assumed to occur coincidentally with jiiifiationzofiDesign
Basis Events. :

[NEZRWSTEIST

SdEinE ﬁ“?Aux111arx&BUTHd1ng§“h1ch

mﬁﬁﬁta"ﬁ“*tﬁ“ﬁf“ﬁk émpéF‘t"negg

bovezfreezingzand |CL3.5-51

(continued)
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a-detoy—inebtaining—theRWST-borated-water—TFhe{CL3.5-131

BASES
BACKROUND effects—of-this—delayare—discussed—n—the-AppHeable-
(continued) Safety-Anatyses—section—of—theseBases-

During normal operation in MODES 1, 2, and 3, the

safety injection (SI)E and-residual heat removal |CL3.5-94

(RHR)ESrand ZContaimieitzSpray (CS)Tpumps are
aligned to take suction from the RWST.

The ECCS and Containment Spray System pumps are provided

with recirculation lines that ensure each pump can maintain
minimum flow requirements when operating at or near shutoff
head conditions. ZlinesHforzthesRHREpUMpS

;regd1rected§%romati ’d1SChang§§I§lﬂg$pop o
The €EpUMpES ﬁctwn”‘%‘”’*lh recinculation ines&f()j_gthe CL3.5-94

Sleand’CS?p“mﬁ§“§Fé?d1ﬁetted”backe, ZEHETRWSTZ

When the suction for the ECCS—and—tontainment—Spray-System

pumps is transferred to the containment sump, the
RWST GHdESTZEPUMpIreciFculationEflow paths must be [CL3.5-132

isolated to prevent a release of the containment
sump contents to the RWST, which could result in a release

of contaminants to the AUXiTTaryZBUIIUING atmosphere and the
eventual loss of suction head for the ECCS pumps.

This LCO ensures that:

a. The RWST contains sufficient borated water to support
the ECCS during the injection phase;

b. Sufficient water volume exists in the containment
sump to support continued operation of the ECCS and

Contatnment—Spray-System—pumps at the time

of transfer to the recirculation mode of CL3.5-132

cooling; and

(continued)
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C. The reactor remains subcritical following a LOCA.

Insufficient water in the RWST could result in finadéquate
tEpositiversuctionzicad EINPSHYEOTEENEERHR

ﬁ”mps+ﬁsu#¥+6%eﬂ%—eee4%ﬁg—eapae+%y when the CL3.5-133

BACKROUND
(continued)

transfer to the recirculation mode occurs. Improper boron
concentrations could result in a reduction of SHUtdCWNE
farginz(SOM), or excessive boric acid precipitation in the
core following the LOCA, as well as excessive caustic stress
corrosion of mechanical components and systems inside the

containment.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

During accident conditions, the RWST provides a source of
borated water to the ECCS and Containment Spray System
pumps. As such, it provides containment cooling and
depressurization, core cooling, and replacement inventory
and is a source of negative reactivity for reactor shutdown
(Ref. 1). The design basis transients and applicable safety
analyses concerning each of these systems are discussed in
the Applicable Safety Analyses section of B 3.5.2, "ECCS-
Operating”: B 3.5.3, "ECCS-Shutdown"; and B 3.6.56.
"Containment Spray and Cooling Systems.” These analyses are
used to assess changes to the RWST in order to evaluate
their effects in relation to the acceptance limits in the
analyses.

The RWST must also meet volumes Hhd3boron
concentration-—and—temperature requirements |CL3.5-51
for non-LOCA events. The volume is not an
explicit assumption in non-LOCA events since the required
volume is a small fraction of the available volume. The
deliverable volume limit is set by the LOCA and containment
analyses. For the RWST, the deliverable volume

etermined by rthe Vo 1 unez0 fawaterrequired#in|CL3. 5-133
thezcontainmentasumpEtosprovideztiernecessary
(continued)
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( \P fELheTRE puipsEatatieRtimezof
5W f‘ =1 ‘”ﬁd&##efeﬁ%—$rem—%he
S ho erEto: to rec1réﬁ1”t1o CL3.5-133
detivered. The minimum boron concentration is an explicit
assumption in the main steam line break (MSLB)

analysis to ensure the required shutdown CL3.5-93

capability. ?he—+mﬁef%aﬁee—e$—+%s—va}ue—%s

BASES

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES
(continued)

—Hmit—is—an—important—assumption—in—ensuring—the—reguired-
shutdown—capabitity—The maximum boron concentration is an
explicit assumption in the EValUationzofIChemicals

EffectSEresul tingEiromzthez0perationzofZthes s CL3.5-134

CL3.5-51

’ch,e;s,mam mum‘;borongconcentratéion?gensugegtﬁa‘tt%g@;@pmﬁgwm
FEmainEso1Ub 1 EsWT 1 eI NELHEIRASTS

CL3.5-137

(continued)
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Olante ritha B need-rotd i ththe—detay—ss
che BT 1] e ekl boratodial

prior—toRWST—switchover—provided—the-BH—is CL3.5-131

between—the
pumps—atd—the—cores

For a large break LOCA analysis, the minimum
water volume Timit of ROO¥000F466-2683 gallons |CL3.5-53
(e8%zofAindicated¥1evel)dand the Tower boron
concentration limit of 2600£26663 ppm are used to compute
the post LOCA sump boron concentration necessary to assure
subcriticality. The large break LOCA is the 1imiting case
since the safety analysis assumes that all control rods are
out of the core.

BASES

APPLICABLE The—upper—timit-on—boron—concentration—of122601-ppr—is
SAFETY ANALYSES  tsed—to—determine—the-madmumatlowable—time

B(continued) to—switeh—to-hotteg—recirentation—foHowinga |CL3.5-136

EBCA—liEZ UpperElim tEonzboronzconcentrationzofz35005ppmEis
U?éﬂ?ﬁﬁ?fa;f*ﬂﬁfﬁons?WhﬁEh?Vér1fy2¥he—ﬁuPaese—e#—sw+%eh+ﬁg

from—ecotd—eg—to-hotteg—injection—s—to—avotd boron

precipitationZdoest no‘ibcc”ﬁ§1n the core fo1]0w1ng—%he

aeeident GEIOCA.EET
§1§§gﬁéed¢$“géﬁﬁta1nment§5‘mpichém1str;xca1cﬁ1atﬁ6ﬁ§fto
assurez

TthatzpostEL0CATPHE SEWi LIz acceptabl e Tmitss

viotatet—the—containment—spray—further—redtdees |c13.5-51

(continued)

WOG STS, Rev 1, 04/07/95 B 3.5.4-5 Markup for PI ITS Part E



LCO The RWST ensures that an adequate supply of borated water is
available to cool and depressurize the containment in the
event of a Design Basis Accident (DBA), to cool and cover
the core in the event of a LOCA, to maintain the reactor
subcritical following a DBA, and to ensure adequate level in

BASES

LCO , the containment sump to support ECCS and—Containment—Spray

(continued) System-pump operation in the recirculation mode.
CL3.5-132
To be considered OPERABLE, the RWST must meet
the water volumes EfdEboron concentrations—and—temperature
Timits established in the SRs. CL3.5-51
APPLICABILITY In MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4, RWST OPERABILITY requirements are

dictated by ECCS and Containment Spray System OPERABILITY
requirements. Since both the ECCS and the Containment Spray
System must be OPERABLE in MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4, the RWST
must also be OPERABLE to support their operation. Core
cooling requirements in MODE 5 are addressed by LCO 3.4.7,
"RCS Loops —MODE 5, Loops Filled,” and LCO 3.4.8, "RCS

(continued)
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Loops —MODE 5, Loops Not Filled." MODE 6 core cooling
requirements are addressed by LCO 3.9.5, "Residual Heat
Removal (RHR) and Coolant Circulation-High Water Level,"
and LCO 3.9.6, "Residual Heat Removal (RHR) and Coolant
Circulation—-Low Water Level."

ACTIONS Al
With RWST boron concentration-er—berated—water—temperature
not within 1imits, [[tthey must be returned to CL3.5-51
within Timits within 8 hours. Under these :
conditions neither—the ECCS nor—the—Containment
Spray-System—can [i0L perform its design CL3.5-132
function. Therefore, prompt action must be i
taken to restore the tank to OPERABLE condition. The 8 hour
limit to restore the RWST temperature—er—boron concentration
to within Timits was developed considering the time required
to change—etther the boron concentration er—temperature—and
the fact that the contents of the tank are still available
for injection.

BASES

ACTIONS B.1

(continued)

With the RWST Watérzvolumeznot:

e
5

(tHinZ i tSroperable—for
reasens—other—than-—tonditien-A—{e-g—water
votume)y, it must be restored to OPERABLE CL3.5-52
status within 1 hour.

In this Condition, neither the ECCS nor the Containment
Spray System can perform its design function. Therefore,
prompt action must be taken to restore the tank to OPERABLE
status or to place the plant in a MODE in which the RWST is
not required. The short time limit of 1 hour to restore the
RWST to OPERABLE status is based on this condition
simultaneously affecting redundant trains.

(continued)
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C.l.and C.2

If the RWST cannot be returned to OPERABLE status within the
associated Completion Time, the plant must be brought to a
MODE in which the LCO does not apply. To achieve this
status, the plant must be brought to at least MODE 3 within
6 hours and to MODE 5 within 36 hours. The allowed
Completion Times are reasonable, based on operating
experience, to reach the required plant conditions from full
power conditions in an orderly manner and without
challenging plant systems.

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.5.4.1

%e—4deﬂ%44y—a;%empePa%afe—ehaﬁge—%ha%—weu}d CL3.5-b1

tabloth ! s . :
The SR_1 ifiod | Notethat elimingtes—tl . '

BASES

SURVEILLANCE SR 3.5.4.1 (continued)

REQUIREMENTS

. . . .
to-perform-this SurvetHance when-ambient a.n temperatures
are-within-the-operating—timits ?l the RHST—With-anbient
a;| ;imae:aEu|es!w;Fhl?.EU$ éand Fhe ReST—temperatiine

(continued)
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SR 20149
N O T

The RWST water volume should be verified every 7 days to be
above the required minimum level in order to ensure that a
sufficient initial supply is available for

injection and to support continued ECCS and CL3.5-132
Contatnment—Spray-System-pump operation on

recirculation. Since the RWST volume is normally stable and

e RS TSI Oca ted Bt e TATXT LA ary
BUT1d TNz ChIprovidess] eakEdetection CL3.5-141

Capabilityis—protected-by—an—atarm, a 7 day
Frequency is appropriate and has been shown to be acceptable
through operating experience. ‘

SR_3.5.4.p3

The boron concentration of the RWST should be verified every
7 days to be within the required 1imits. This SR ensures
that the reactor will remain subcritical following a LOCA.
Further, it assures that the resulting sump pH will be
maintained in an acceptable range so that boron
precipitation in the core will not occur and the effect of
chloride and caustic stress corrosion on mechanical systems
and components will be minimized. Since the RWST volume is
normally stable, a 7 day sampling Frequency to verify boron
concentration is appropriate and has been shown to be
acceptable through operating experience.

BASES (continued)

REFERENCES 1. UFSAR, Ehap%eFSW”t10n<&6} and EhapterSECEion é“' tion £1453.

(continued)
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