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Industry/TSTF Standard Technical Specification Change Traveler

Addition of LCO 3.0.8, Inoperability of Snubbers

Classification: 1) Technical Change
Priority: 3)High

NUREGs Affected: 1430 1431 1432 1433 1434

1.0 DESCRIPTION

The proposed change would add new LCO 3.0.8 to the Section 3.0, LCO and SR Applicability,
section of the improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS) to allow a delay time for snubbers
which cannot perform their require support function before the supported systems are declared
inoperable.

2.0 PROPOSED CHANGE

The proposed change will add a hew LCO to the Section 3.0, LCO and SR Applicability, section of
the ISTS. This new LCO, LCO 3.0.8, states:

When a Technical Specification LCO is not met solely due to one or more snubbers being
unable to perform its related support function, the Technical Specification LCO is considered
to be met for up to [72] hours. This is an exception to LCO 3.0.2 for the Technical
Specification supported system. Upon expiration of the [72] hour delay time, the Technical
Specification supported system shall be declared inoperable and the applicable Conditions
and Required Actions for the Technical Specification supported system shall be entered in
accordance with LCO 3.0.2.

Proposed TS Bases for the proposed LCO 3.0.8 states:

LCO 3.0.8 establishes an exception to LCO 3.0.2 for snubbers.. This exception is provided
because LCO 3.0.2 would require that the Conditions and Required Actions of the
associated inoperable supported system LCO be entered solely due to the inability of one or
more snubbers to perform their function. This exception is justified because the actions that
are required to ensure the unit is maintained in a safe condition are specified in the snubber
requirements, which are located outside of the Technical Specifications (TS) under licensee
control. The snubber requirements are located outside of the TS because they have been
determined to not meet the criteria for retention in the TS located in 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii),
and, as such, have been determined to be appropriate for control by the licensee.

When one or more snubbers is not capable of providing the required safety function required
for OPERABILITY of a supported TS system, a delay time is provided to allow required
maintenance, testing, and/or repair. Licensee-controlled documents may also require other
compensatory actions to be taken during the delay time. During this delay time, the
supported TS system is not considered inoperable and the Conditions and Required Actions
of the supported system do not have to be entered. If the delay time expires without the
snubber(s) being restored to a condition in which it can perform the safety function required
for supported system OPERABILITY, the TS supported system must be declared inoperable
and its Conditions and Required Actions followed in accordance with LCO 3.0.2.
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3.0 BACKGROUND

Component standard supports, are those metal supports which are designed to transmit loads from
the pressure-retaining boundary of the component to the building structure. Although classified as
component standard supports, snubbers require special consideration due to their unique function.
Snubbers are designed to provide no transmission of force during normal plant operations, but
function as a rigid support when subjected to dynamic transient loadings. Therefore, snubbers are
chosen in lieu of rigid supports where restricting thermal growth during normal operation would
induce excessive stresses in the piping nozzles or other equipment. The location and size of the
snubbers are determined by stress analysis. Depending on the design classification of the
particular piping, different combinations of load conditions are established. These conditions
combine loading during normal operation, seismic loading and loading due to plant
accidents/transients to four different loading sets. These loading sets are designated as: normal,
upset, emergency, and faulted condition. The actual loading included in each of the four conditions,
depends on the design classification of the piping. The calculated stresses in the piping and other
equipment, for each of the four conditions, must be in conformance with established design limits.
Supports for pressure-retaining components are designed in accordance with the rules of the ASME
Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code, Section lll, Division 1 (Ref. 1). The combination of loadings for
each support, including the appropriate stress levels, meet the criteria of Regulatory Guide 1.124,
“Design Limits and Loading Combinations for Class 1 Linear-Type Component Supports” (Ref. 2),
and Regulatory Guide 1.130, “Design Limits and Loading Combinations for Class 1 Plate-and -Shell-
Type Component Supports” (Ref. 3).

As part of a plant’'s conversion to the Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS) or
implementation of an amendment prior to conversion, the former TS requirements for snubbers and
many other support systems were relocated to a licensee controlled document such as the
Technical Requirements Manual (TRM) or a program document. The conversion submittal or split
report amendment application identified the snubbers as a candidate for relocation based on the
fact that the TS requirements did not meet any of the four criteria in 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) for
inclusion in the ITS. The removal of these requirements from the TS was classified as a relocation
as opposed to a more restrictive or less restrictive change, and the NRC approved the relocation
without placing any restriction on the use of the relocated requirements. Therefore, as is current
practice, it was intended that when a snubber could not perform the required safety function for a
system that is required to be OPERABLE by the TS, the licensee controlled document requirements
for the support system would be invoked before the system TS LCO would become applicable. For
example, if a snubber was determined to not meet the licensee controlled documents requirements,
it needed to be either restored or replaced with a known working snubber within 72 hours, and an
engineering evaluation would also need to be performed for the attached component within that
same 72 hour period. If these actions are not completed within the allocated time, the system
supported by the snubber would be declared inoperable and the Conditions and Required Actions
for that system followed.
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4.0 TECHNICAL ANALYSIS

The purpose of this change is to provide the same level of operational safety and flexibility provided
by the snubbers as was provided prior to conversion to ITS or plant specific relocation of the
snubber TS requirements. Prior to conversion to the ITS or plant specific relocation of snubber
requirements, snubbers were located in the TS. If one or more snubbers were inoperable, the TS
action statements for snubbers were taken. Under the pre-ITS conventions and rules, the
supported system was not considered inoperable while the snubber action statements were being
taken. Only when the snubber action times were expired (or if directed by the snubber action
statements) was the supported system considered inoperable and it's the supported system TS
action statements followed . This interpretation of the snubber TSs is based on the May 27, 1986
NRC memorandum (Ref. 5) which states, in part:

“Normally snubbers would only be removed from a system for testing/surveillance purposes at
a time when the system is not required to be operable. If, however, a snubber is removed from
service, for any purpose, for a system which is required to be operable, the action statement for
snubbers would apply. The action statement requires that inoperable snubber(s), those
removed for testing, be restored to operable service in 72 hours.

The action statement also requires that an engineering evaluation of the attached component
be performed in accordance with specification 4.7.9.g or that the attached system be declared
inoperable. This specification (4.7.9.g) notes that where snubbers are found inoperable, an
engineering evaluation is to determine if the components to which inoperable snubbers are
attached were adversely affected to assure that the component remains capable of meeting its
designated service. The intent of this requirement is to assure that the system was not
adversely affected by the inoperable snubber. This does not relate to the system or
components capability to withstand a seismic event. Any degradation in seismic protection due
to inoperable snubbers was taken into account in establishing the 72 hour allowed outage time.

When a snubber is removed from service for testing, an engineering evaluation need not be
performed. If the snubber is not returned to service in 72 hours, that system would be declared
inoperable at this time since the snubber allowable out-of-service time limit would be
exceeded.”

Snubbers did not meet the criteria for retention in the TS after ITS conversion or a plant specific
relocation amendment and were relocated to a licensee controlled document, such as a Technical
Requirements Manual (TRM) or a program document. This relocation did not alter the requirements
on the snubbers, but allowed those requirements to be changed under the auspices of 10 CFR
50.59. An unintended consequence of that relocation is to require, under ITS LCO 3.0.2, the
supported systems remaining in TS to be immediately declared inoperable and their Conditions and
Required Actions taken when one or more snubbers is not capable of performing its required safety
function.

This change in operation is not justified by any decrease in plant safety related to the relocation of
the snubber requirements but is strictly an administrative consequence of the relocation. The plant
design has not changed. The operational actions taken when one or more snubbers does not meet
its requirements did not change as a consequence of the relocation. The snubbers continue to
perform the function assumed in the safety analysis and the same actions continue to be taken if
those snubbers cannot perform that function. However, under the ITS, the supported system must
be declared inoperable and its Conditions and Required Actions followed, even to the point of a
plant shutdown, even though there has been no change in the design or operation of the plant. This
decreases plant safety and operational flexibility.
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The proposed LCO 3.0.8 corrects this unintended consequence and restores the level of plant
safety afforded by the snubbers prior to their relocation.

The plant safety analyses assume that the required safety systems are OPERABLE, except for a
single failure. The accident analyses do not consider the effect of an accident occurring while
relying on Conditions and Required Actions. The purpose of TS Completion Times is to minimize
the length of time that equipment can be out of service in order to minimize the probability that an
accident could occur while the equipment unavailable. As a result, this change has no effect on the
safety analyses. The inoperability of TS supported systems will continue to be limited by the delay
time associated with the snubbers and the Conditions and Required Actions of the supported
system. These delay times were considered to be consistent with the safety analysis assumptions
prior to relocation from the subject TS to the TRM and continue to be consistent with the safety
analysis.

Pipe and equipment supports, in general, are not directly considered in developing the accident
sequences for theoretical hazard evaluations. Further, some Probabilistic Risk Assessment (PRA)
studies have indicated that snubbers are not of prime importance in a risk significant sequence
(Refs. 6 and 7). Therefore, the function of the snubbers is not essential in mitigating the
consequences of a DBA or transient (Refs. 8 and 9).
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5.0 Requlatory Analysis

5.1 No Significant Hazards Consideration

The TSTF has evaluated whether or not a significant hazards consideration is involved with the
proposed generic change by focusing on the three standards set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, “Issuance
of amendment,” as discussed below:

1. Does the proposed change involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of
an accident previously evaluated?

Response: No.

The proposed change allows a delay time before declaring supported TS systems inoperable
when the associated snubber(s) cannot perform its required safety function. Entrance into
Actions is not an initiator of any accident previously evaluated. Consequently, the probability of
an accident previously evaluated is not significantly increased. The consequences of an
accident while relying on the delay time allowed before declaring a TS supported system
inoperable and taking its Conditions and Required Actions are no different than the
consequences of an accident under the same plant conditions while relying on the existing TS
supported system Conditions and Required Actions. Therefore, the consequences of an
accident previously evaluated are not significantly increased by this change. Therefore, this
change does not involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

2. Does the proposed change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated?

Response: No.

The proposed change allows a delay time before declaring supported TS systems inoperable
when the associated snubber(s) cannot perform its required safety function. The proposed
change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new or different type of equipment
will be installed) or a change 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. Does the proposed change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?
Response: No.

The proposed change allows a delay time before declaring supported TS systems inoperable
when the associated snubber(s) cannot perform its required safety function. The proposed
change restores an allowance in the pre-ISTS conversion TS which was unintentionally
eliminated by the conversion. The pre-ISTS TS were considered to provide an adequate margin
of safety for plant operation, as does the post-ISTS conversion TS. Therefore, the margin of
safety is not significantly reduced by the proposed change. Therefore, this change does not
involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

Based on the above, the TSTF concludes that the proposed change presents no significant hazards
consideration under the standards set forth in 10 CFR 50.92(c), and, accordingly, a finding of “no
significant hazards consideration” is justified.
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5.2 Applicable Requlatory Requirements/Criteria

This change does not alter compliance with any applicable regulatory requirements or criteria, but
provides a delay time before declaring supported TS systems inoperable when the associated
snubber(s) cannot perform its required function. This delay time, similar to a Completion Time in
the TS, does not alter the design or licensing basis of any system.

In conclusion, based on the considerations discussed above, (1) there is reasonable assurance that
the health and safety of the public will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, (2)
such activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission’s regulations, and (3) the
approval of the proposed change will not be inimical to the common defense and security or to the
health and safety of the public.
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6.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

A review has determined that the proposed change would change a requirement with respect to
installation or use of a facility component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR 20,
or would change an inspection or surveillance requirement. However, the proposed change does
not involve (i) a significant hazards consideration, (ii) a significant change in the types or significant
increase in the amounts of any effluent that may be released offsite, or (iii) a significant increase in
individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure. Accordingly, the proposed amendment
meets the eligibility criterion for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). Therefore,
pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environmental impact statement or environmental assessment
need be prepared in connection with the proposed amendment.
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INSERT 1

LCO 3.0.8 When a Technical Specification LCO is not met solely due to one or more
snubbers being unable to perform its related support function, the
Technical Specification LCO is considered to be met for up to [72] hours.
This is an exception to LCO 3.0.2 for the Technical Specification
supported system. Upon expiration of the [72] hour delay time, the
Technical Specification supported system shall be declared inoperable
and the applicable Conditions and Required Actions for the Technical
Specification supported system shall be entered in accordance with LCO
3.0.2.



INSERT 2

LCO 3.0.8

TSTF-372,Rev. 1

LCO 3.0.8 establishes an exception to LCO 3.0.2 for snubbers. This
exception is provided because LCO 3.0.2 would require that the
Conditions and Required Actions of the associated inoperable supported
system LCO be entered solely due to the inability of one or more
snubbers to perform their function. This exception is justified because the
actions that are required to ensure the unit is maintained in a safe
condition are specified in the snubber requirements, which are located
outside of the Technical Specifications (TS) under licensee control. The
snubber requirements are located outside of the TS because they have
been determined to not meet the criteria for retention in the TS located in
10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii), and, as such, have been determined to be
appropriate for control by the licensee.

When one or more snubbers is not capable of providing the required
safety function required for OPERABILITY of a supported TS system, a
delay time is provided to allow required maintenance, testing, and/or
repair. Licensee-controlled documents may also require other
compensatory actions to be taken during the delay time. During this
delay time, the supported TS system is not considered inoperable and the
Conditions and Required Actions of the supported system do not have to
be entered. If the delay time expires without the snubber(s) being
restored to a condition in which it can perform the safety function required
for supported system OPERABILITY, the TS supported system must be
declared inoperable and its Conditions and Required Actions followed in
accordance with LCO 3.0.2.
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specified.

There are two basic types of Required Actions. The first type of Required
Acﬁonspeciﬂesat:maliminmwwémbom This time
limit is the Compietion Time to. res} wble system or
mmnmtmmmsmawmmmwmm
specified limits. - If this type of Réguired Action is ot

specified Completion Time, a shutdowr'may
maMGonroondﬁoninmuﬁﬁ péc

Condition is an action that may aiays

ACTIONS.) mmmammmﬂw remedial
measuresthatpemltmhﬂusﬁmd&ewﬂthaismtmer
restricted by the Completion Time. In this case, com with the
RequnredAcuonsprovidesanmmbe&wuyforconﬂnued
operation.

WOG STS
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BASES
LCO 3.0.6 (cortinued)

LCO 3.0.7

desiredtonerformthe ‘ operation under the-pre
fdbwed -



- TC7TFR72,801
"~ LCO Applicability
3.0

3.0 LIMITING CONDITION FOROPERATm(;_ge) APPLICABILY

LCO 3.0.1 | LCOsshaubemetdmmmi“‘if"',wamcrwuedoendiuu;sinme
» Applicability, emmaspummwoaozarm.cosw

LCO 3.0.2 UpondisoovaryofameMbmmLGO the Required Actions of the
nditiof 'apmmmcoaos,@

If the LCOismetorism *‘:'f’“j,'igppmmortowwwon of the
specified Completion Time(s), oofmpletion ﬁhﬂoqﬁndkcﬂon(s) is not
required, umesscthmm

LCO 3.0.3 WhenanLCOisnotmﬁtmdMWACﬂONSmnotmat an
associated ACTION is not pa . ortf. d by the associated
ACTIONS, meunnshaﬁbepmmmmmmm
condition in which the LCO is not-appi . Action sHall be initiated
within 1 hour to place the unit, asapﬂcahb in:

a. MODE 3 within 7 hours,

b. [MODE 4 within 13] hours, and
c. MODE 5 within 37 hours.
Exceptions to this Specification ars statad in the individusl Specifications.

Whereconecﬁvemeasummwmmmmm
accordance with the LCO or ACTIONS, completion of the actions

required by1tCO 3.0.3 is nat Paqulred
LCO 3.0.3is only applwable,m mnes 1,2,3, anfd 4.

LCO 3.04 WhenanLcolsnotmet,mmamDEormmdﬂedcmdmon
in the Applicability shafl not Be made extept when the associated
ACTlONStobeeanﬂmnmwmmmmDEorother
specified condition in the Applicabliity for an uniimited:period of time.
ThisSpeefﬂaetianshaanat“ event changes in MODES or other specified
conditions in the Ap y that are required to comply with ACTIONS
orthatarepartofashutdwmafmsunﬂ

Exceptions to this swiﬁcatienm stated in the individial Specifications.

LCO304|son|yapprbformmaM@ﬂEoromerspedﬁed
condition in the Applicabiiity in MODES 1, 2,3, ané4

CEOG STS 3.0-1 " Rev. 2, 04/30/01
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3.0 LCO Applicability
LCO 3.0.7 (continued)

STE LCOs:is optional. When an STE LCO is desired to be met but is not
met, the ACTIONS of the STE LCO shall be met. When an STE LCO is
not desired to be met, entry into a MODE or other specified condition in
the Applicability shall only be made inf accordance with the other
applicable Specifications.

CEOG STS 3.0-3 Rev. 2, 04/30/01




TE7F 372,/
LCO' Applicat

B3.0

B 3.0 LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION (LCO) APPLICABILITY

apphcable to all 9
stated.

LCO 3.0.1

LCO 3.0.2

There are two basic types of Reguired. Actions. The first type of Required
Acﬁonspeaﬁesaﬁmeﬁmﬁmmmtcamm ‘This time
limit is the Completion Time to restore an indperatsl
componenttoOPERAﬁLEmwh;_g

restnctedbythaCompleﬁbﬂs r mﬂﬁsm, cmmMeewiﬂwthe
Required Actions provides an aeum level ofeamyfor continued
operation.

CEOG STS - B30-1 Rev. 2, 04/30/01
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B3.0

BASES

LCO 3.07 (conﬁnuad)
conduct of the speeiasm, m

CEOG STS B3.0-11 . . Rev. 2, 04/30/01




TS TF-272,/8.01
 LCO Applicability
3.0

3.0 LIMITING CONDITION I-"-'OR OPERATION (LCO)’ APPL!CAQHJTY

LCO 3.0.1

W be met diring mm&a«mm conditions in the

bility, excaptasmﬁdeéinLSﬁEﬁLcO307

LCO 3.0.2

Upon
associ

LCO 3.0.

If the L

mooveryofafaﬁumthuan ﬂteanuiredAcﬁonsofthe
gt gxcept as provided in LCO 3.0.5,62

prior 1 expiration of the
on of the Required Action(s) is not

LCO 3.0.3

ODE 3 within 13 hours, and
ODE 4 within 37 hours.

LCO 3.04

When

ACT
specifi
This S

an LCO is not met, omrykma'"

ioroﬂmspedﬁedoondihcn

NS to be entered permit dontiny : ‘j,iMheMODEorother
condition in the Applicab feran uniimited period of time.
pecification shall notprwentemnges in MODES or other specified

in thf{:pﬁeabmty shall not wm whm the associated

BWR/4 STS

3.0-1 , Rev. 2, 04/30/01




LCO Applicability

TS TA372, M |

LCO Appticability
| 3.0

LCO 3.0.6 (continued)

Whenasupportsystemswmnm;swpomdsystemto
be declared inoperable or directs ewtry into C e
Actions forasuppoﬂedsyﬁm theamﬁm Conditions
Act:onssmﬂbeenteredin gccorda mmwosoz

LCO 3.0.7

Special Operations LOOs m ;,jf tion 3.10 MWM Teetm.cal
Specifications (Ts)fﬁq.;» ;bb&?j anged to ;

snchanged. .Complian "f”wﬁ!SpeclalQperahons
LCOs:sopﬁonal Whanasmw‘ ns LCO is desired to be met
but is not met, the ACTIONS of the Spaciil O ns L.CO shall be met.
Whenasmsommtcewmmwmm,umyMa
MODEorotherspedﬁadmmm&aWWMomybemade

BWR/4 STS

3.0-3 Rev. 2, 04/30/01




LCO Applicability
B 3.0

B 3.0 LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION (LCO) APPLICABILITY

LCO 3.0.1 through LCO 3.0 mmmm
applicable to all Speciﬁcaﬁons and apply at all times, uriless otherwise
stated.

LCO 3.0.1 ' LCO 3.0.1 establishes the Applicab ‘ i \
Specification as the requirementmmu%hm israquired to be met
(i.e., whentheunmsmmmeromwmmmsofthe
Applicability statement of sa¢h Spécifi ;

LCO 3.0.2 L00302estauisimsmatupm maﬁammawaant.co
the associateetACTl’ONs shail btmat ‘The Completion Tirne of each
Actior : N . "”’baﬁthmmthepointm
time that an ACTIONS Condiﬁm s m The Reqeilred Actions
establish those remedial measures m muét be taken within specified
Completion Times when the reqt s of an LCO are not met. This
Specification establishes that:

a. CommeuonofmeRoqwmdmsmﬁNmmaﬁadCompletwn
Times constitutes comﬁianeewim a*Mm and

b. Compiletion of the Reqmmdkeﬂomismtmquired whenanLCO is
met within the specifiad Completion Time, uniess otherwise

specified.

There are two basic tyf.)es of. Raqmmd Actions. The first type of Required
Action specifies a time limit in which the LCO- mustbemeL This time
limit is the Completion Timtouﬂomﬁlmpemble

component to OPERABLE status orﬁ restore variables to within
specified limits. If this type of quired Action is not completed within the
speciﬁed Comp!ehon Time, shid r may be requiredto plaoe the unit

Condftiomsanamnmm
ACTIONS.) The second type of Required A
measuresthatpermﬁémﬁmnd‘wwmemnmahsnotfunher
restricted by the Compietion Time. In this case, compliance with the
Required Actions provides an acceptabie level of safety for continued
operation. '

BWR/4 STS B3.0-1 Rev. 2, 04/30/01




- LCO Applicability
B3.0

BASES
LCO 3.0.6 (continued).
the support system. The AC* TON! wﬁer a mﬂ system

reliance on entering its suppori ;
function is the result of n ‘
the LCO for the support s;m«n

LCO 3.0.7 There are certain special mm yperal

operanonsarenecesmyw nongtrate
characteristics, to perform gp W 3 2 : v

special evolutions. Specia!emi.co:in&eﬁonmomlow
specified TS requirements o be changed to permit performances of
these special tests and opetations, which otherwise could not be
performed if required to comply with the requiremen of theee TS.
Unless otherwise specifiéd, all-the other TS requirements remain
unchanged. This will emwmmmm&ofme MODE
or other specified condition not directty associated with or required to be
changedtoperfonnthespﬁeiﬂﬁotoropﬁnﬁmvmmnﬁnmeﬁect

The Applicability of a Special Operations LGQWMA condition not
necessarily in compﬁame%mmm ; ants of the TS.
Compliance with Special Oj ns LCOs Bml A special
operation maybepeﬂomgmmmmofhe
appropriate Special Operations LCO'6r under the other applicable TS
requirements. If it is desired to pcrfemthespocialam under the
provisions of the Special Operations LCO, the requirements of the
Special Operations LCO sheil be followed. When a ‘Special Operations
LCO requires another LCO to be met, etw !hl requirethents of the

LCO statement are required lo bema of that LCO’s
Applicability (i.e., shouid the requirements of this other L.CO not be met,
the ACTIONS of the Special Operations LCO apply, ot the ACTIONS of
the other LCO). However, mwm where the Special
Operations LCO ACTIONS may direct the other LCOs’ ACTIONS be met.
The Survelltancesofthemwﬁmmmuiredmbem unless
specified in the Special Ops s LCO. If-conditions exist such that the
Applicability of any other LCO is met,. afl the other LCO's requirements
(ACTIONS and SRs) are rewirad mm met concuirent with the
requurements of the Spec!al Dperations LCO. _

BWR/4 STS B3.0-10 Rev. 2, 04/30/01




TETF- 372,84

LCO 3.01

Appucamny exoeptasprovmmeosazmmosw

LCO 3.0.2

- required uniess otherwise st:tad |

Upondcseovewofafailuwmmwmkce MRaqumAcﬁonsofme
. Al m&tummcoaos,@

& prior i expiration of the

tftheLCOnsmetonsmW]"‘ "‘[‘,'1,‘, ior 10 expi)
v of the Required Action(s) is not

specified Completion Tine(s), comple

LCO 3.0.3

wmamnetmet an
ad by the aseccisted

When an LCO e not met mﬁm sociate

withln1hourtopiacetheumtasyaﬁpﬁdébbm
a. MODE 2 within 7 hours,

b. MODE 3 within 13 hours, and

c. MODE4wiﬁ1in37hours
ExoeptlmstothisSpadﬁmhmmmmMWmlSpedﬁaﬁons
Whereoonectivemenumsmmmmﬂtopemﬁmm
accordance with the LCO or ACTIONS, completion of the actions
requiredbyLCOSOSisnotmmmd

LCO303lson|yapbﬂeﬂbleiﬂMOBES1 2,and 3.

LCO 304

When an LCO is not met, Wymgerwwrspedﬁedwndmon
nnmmpmwmwwmwmmmdm
ACTIONS to be entered permit continued operation in the MODE or other
specified condition in the Applicability for sn uniimited period of time.
ThisSpectﬁcaﬂonshaﬁnbtWWmM‘lESoromerspedﬁed
conditions in the rthat ars required to comply with ACTIONS
ormatarepartafashutdcwnafmm :

Exceptions to this Specification are stated in the individual Specifications.

LCO 3.0.4 is only appicable for enkryinto a MODE or other specified
condition in the Applicability ih MGDES 1, 2, and 3.

BWR/6 STS

3.0-1 Rev. 2, 04/30/01




LCO Applicabliy

LCO Agplicability
3.0

LCO 3.0.7 (continued)

BWR/6 STS

.shaﬂordfbsb:ﬁadehk .

Operations 1.COs is optionsi:
LCO shaf be met. When a.

met, entry.irito a MODE or olfr

30-3 " Rev. 2, 04/30/01
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LCO Applicability
B3.0

B3.0 LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION (1.GO) APPLICABILITY

stated.

LCO 3.0.1 LC0301aswb!ishesme phility st st v o8
Specification as the reg ”"f"ﬂilﬁrmmwf}hmtobemet
(i.e., whentheumtismtheMOﬂESﬂrmmwonsofthe
Applicability statement of each Sp :

LCO 3.0.2 LCO 3.0.2 establishes that upon mmyof a famwmeet an LCO,
the associated ACTIONS shall be met. The C: n Time of each
Required Action for an ACTIONS Candiion is applicable from the point in
time that an ACTIONS Condition is antered. The Required Actions
establish those remedial memﬁﬁ!mmt be taken within specified
Completion Times when the requirem of an LCO are not met. This
Specification establishes that:

a. Completion ofmeRethmsm the specified Completion
Times constitutes compliance with-s Specification and

b. Compmuonofmmequadm:arnmnotmqwmnanwms
met within the spedﬁed Camﬁeﬁonm uniess otherwise
specified.

There aretwebasuetypesofﬂequmdms The-first type of Required
Action specifies & time limit in which the LCO must'be met. This time
limit is the Compietion Time to-testore an inoperable-system or
oomponenttoOPERABLEWa?hWMabhsbwiﬂ\in
specified limits. If this type of Required Actioh is not completed within the
specified Completion Time, amwﬁe required to place the unit
in a MODE or condition in which the $ 1 Is not applicable.
(WhetherstatedasaRaqn!mdAMormt,mcﬁonofmeentafed
Condition is an action thatmiy siways be considered upon entering
ACTIONS.) Theaeoondtyptaf %nmthemmodial
measures. that permit continued operation of the unit that is not further
restricted by the Completion Time. ih this case, compliahce with the
RequuredAcﬁonspreviduaanofmformnﬁnued
operation.

BWR/6 STS | B3.0-1 Rev. 2, 04/30/01
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LCO Appﬁc!ébigt(s)’

BASES
LCO 3.0.6 (continued)

the support system. The ACTIONS for a support

LCO adequately addresses the inoperabilities of that !

reliance on entering its supported system LC

function is the resuit of muitiple suppoﬁsystuns the appropnate LCOis
the LCO for the support system. ,

LCO 3.0.7 There are certain special tests.and Wrequ#odto be performed
atvanoustih'tesovermem@afmwﬂ Mapeddtestsand
operations are necessary to def ate’ sal Wt
characteristics, to perform spatialn
special evolutions. Spacial Qperaition
specsﬁedTquuimmto_ “

unchanged. This will ensure all
or other specified conﬂﬁonm{ irect

The Appiicabliity of a Speciel Operations LCO

necessarily in compliance with #ie normial regi 30 .
Compliance with Special Opi ”‘"Lﬂﬁshapﬁma! Aspemal
operaﬂonmaybepemmmmmofme
appropriate Special Op¢ applicable
requirements. If itis desimdto N
prowsionsofthesmv perations LC

Applicability (i.e., shoulﬂtha_; j dﬂﬁsmu‘x)mtbemet,
the ACTIONS of the Special Operation: L&lpply not the- ACTIONS of
the other LCO). However, Mmmmww
Operations LCO ACT!QN&MMMWLGOS ACTIONS be met.
TheSuNﬁﬂIancesofthemweammtmmmmet unless
specified in the Special Oparations LCO. If conditions exist such that the
ApphcabmtyofanyomefLCOkMﬂmoﬂmLCO'smquwments

" (ACTIONS and SRs) are required o be met concurrent with the
raquiremems of the Special Qperaﬁons LGO

BWR/6 STS B3.0-10 Rev. 2, 04/30/01






