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License Amendment Request associated with the
Application of Leak-Before-Break for Unit 3
Passive Low Pressure Injection Cross Connect
Modification, TSC Number 2004-04

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.90, Duke Energy Corporation (Duke)
requests an amendment to Facility Operating License (FOL)
No. DPR-55 for Oconee Nuclear Station (ONS) Unit 3 to revise
the licensing basis associated with a selected portion of
the Core Flood (CF) and Low Pressure Injection (LPI)/Decay
Heat Removal (DHR) piping to allow the exclusion of dynamic
effects associated with postulated pipe rupture of that
piping by application of leak-before-break (LBB) technology
for Oconee Unit 3. Duke made a similar request for Unit 1
that was approved by Amendment Nos. 335, 335, and 336 issued
by NRC letter dated September 29, 2003 and for Unit 2 that
was approved by Amendment No. 338 issued by NRC letter dated
February 5, 2004. Amendment 335, 335, and 336 also revised
the licensing basis for selected portions of the LPI/DHR
piping to adopt Standard Review Plan (SRP), Section 3.6.2,
Branch Technical Position (BTP) MEB 3-1 design requirements
and added Technical Specification (TS) requirements for the
passive LPI cross connect for all three Oconee Units. With
this implementation of the modification on Unit 3, the
modification will be complete on all three Oconee Units. As
such, Duke also proposes to amend Appendix A, Technical
Specifications, for FOLs DPR-38, DPR-47 and DPR-55 for ONS,
Units 1, 2, and 3 to remove obsolete Technical Specification
requirements that will no longer be applicable.
Duke has placed a high priority on initiatives and
modifications that result in reducing operator actions. The
passive LPI cross connect modification will reduce reliance
on operators performing time critical functions outside the
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control room to mitigate certain single failures during a
postulated core flood line break. This modification also
improves defense-in-depth associated with intersystem Loss
of Coolant Accidents (LOCAs) in that an additional check
valve is added to each LPI/CF line. A licensing basis
change is required to support implementation of the
modification on Unit 3.
General Design Criteria 4 (GDC-4) of Appendix A to 10 CFR
Part 50, allows the dynamic effects associated with
postulated pipe ruptures in nuclear power units to be
excluded from the design basis when analyses demonstrate
that the probability of fluid system piping rupture is
extremely low under conditions consistent with the design
basis for the piping. GDC-4 requires that these analyses be
submitted to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) for
review and approval. Duke requests that the NRC review and
approve the LBB analysis provided in Attachment 8 so that it
may be incorporated into the Oconee licensing basis for
Oconee Unit 3. The analysis justifies the use of LBB
technology to eliminate the dynamic effects of postulated
pipe breaks associated with a selected portion of the CF and
LPI piping. Duke is currently not requesting LBB
application to eliminate postulated breaks at the CF/
Reactor Vessel (RV) nozzle due to recently identified NRC
generic concerns regarding the effect of Alloy 600 material
on the LBB analysis. Duke plans to install rupture
restraints on Oconee Unit 3 as part of the described
modification to absorb the dynamic effects resulting from a
break at the Reactor Vessel. As part of the proposed LAR, a
revision to the Oconee UFSAR is provided to reflect the
approved LBB analysis for the selected portions of piping.
The revised UFSAR pages are included in Attachment 1.
Attachment 2 contains the markup of the current UFSAR pages.
The revised TS pages are included in Attachment 3.
Attachment 4 contains the markup of the current TS pages.
The Technical Justification for the amendment request is
included in Attachment 5. Attachments 6 and 7 contain the
No Significant Hazards Consideration Evaluation and the
Environmental Impact Analysis, respectively. Attachment 8
provides a copy of the LBB analysis performed for Unit 3 by
Framatome Advanced Nuclear Power (FANP), Inc.
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The proposed changes have been reviewed and approved by the
Plant Operations Review Committee and Nuclear Safety Review
Board.
Duke plans to implement this modification during the
upcoming Steam Generator (SG) replacement outage for Unit 3
during the Fall 2004 refueling outage. Approval of this
proposed LAR is requested by September, 2004 to support this
implementation schedule.
Implementation of these changes will not result in an undue
risk to the health and safety of the public.
Other sections of the UFSAR affected by the submittal may be
revised, as necessary, to reflect approval of this
submittal. If so, the changes will be made in accordance
with 10CFR50.71(e).
Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.91, a copy of this proposed amendment
is being sent to the South Carolina Department of Health and
Environmental Control for review, and as deemed necessary
and appropriate, subsequent consultation with the NRC staff.
If there are any additional questions, please contact Boyd
Shingleton at (864) 885-4716.
Very

r ly yours,

R. A
, Vice President
Oconee Nuclear Site
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cc:

Mr. L. N. Olshan, Project Manager
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Mail Stop 0-14 H25
Washington, D. C. 20555
Mr. L. A. Reyes, Regional Administrator
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission - Region II
Atlanta Federal Center
61 Forsyth St., SW, Suite 23T85
Atlanta, Georgia 30303
Mr. M. C. Shannon
Senior Resident Inspector
Oconee Nuclear Station
Mr. Henry Porter, Director
Division of Radioactive Waste Management
Bureau of Land and Waste Management
Department of Health & Environmental Control
2600 Bull Street
Columbia, SC 29201
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R. A. Jones, being duly sworn, states that he is Vice
President, Oconee Nuclear Site, Duke Energy Corporation,
that he is authorized on the part of said Company to sign
and file with the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission this
revision to the Renewed Facility Operating License Nos. DPR38, DPR-47, DPR-55; and that all the statements and matters
set forth herein are true and correct to the best of his
knowledge6Th

R. A.
Ocone,

Lr Site

Subscribed and sworn to before me this
2004

No ary Pub]Lic
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My Commission Expires:
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RCS PIV Leakage
3.4.14
3.4 REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM (RCS)
3.4.14 RCS Pressure Isolation Valve (PIV) Leakage
LCO 3.4.14

Leakage from the following RCS PIV shall be within limits:

a.
b.
C.

d.

e.
f.

CF-12,
CF-14,
LP-47,
LP-48,
LP-176, and
LP-177

I

------------------------------------------- NOTES--------------------------------------------1. The limits of LP-47 and LP-48 are not applicable except as stated in
Note 2 below.
2.

APPLICABILITY:

The limits of both LP-47 and LP-48 may be met in lieu of either
LP-176 or LP-177 limits.

MODES 1, 2, and 3,
MODE 4 except valves in the decay heat removal (DHR) flow path when
in, or during the transition to or from, the DHR mode of operation.

ACTIONS
NO r-z----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Separate Condition entry is allowed for each flow path.
1.
Enter applicable Conditions and Required Actions for systems made inoperable by an
2.
inoperable PIV.
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------CONDITION

A.

One or more flow
paths with leakage
from one or more
required RCS PIVs
not within limit.

COMPLETION TIME

REQUIRED ACTION

------------------ NOTE----------------Each valve used to satisfy
Required Action A.1 and
Required Action A.2 must have
been verified to meet
SR 3.4.14.1 and be on the RCS
pressure boundary or the high
pressure portion of the system.
(continued)

OCONEE UNITS 1, 2, & 3

3.4.14-1

Amendment Nos.

I

LPI
3.5.3
3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)
3.5.3 Low Pressure Injection (LPI)
LCO 3.5.3

Two LPI trains shall be OPERABLE.
------------------------------------------- NOTES--------------------------------------------1.
Only one LPI train is required to be OPERABLE in MODE 4.

APPLICABILITY:

2.

In MODE 4, an LPI train may be considered OPERABLE during
alignment, when aligned or when operating for decay heat removal
(DHR) if capable of being manually realigned to the LPI mode of
operation.

3.

In MODES 1, 2, and 3, the LPI discharge header crossover valves
inside containment shall be open.

MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4.

ACTIONS
CONDITION

REQUIRED ACTION

COMPLETION TIME

A.

One LPI train
inoperable in MODE 1,
2, or 3.

A.1

Restore LPI train to
OPERABLE status.

7 days

B.

One or more LPI
discharge header
crossover valve(s)
inside containment not
open in MODE 1, 2,
or 3.

B.1

Open LPI discharge
header crossover
valve(s) inside
containment.

7 days

I

(continued)

OCONEE UNITS 1, 2, & 3

3.5.3-1

Amendment Nos.

I

LPI
3.5.3
ACTIONS (continued)

C.

D.

COMPLETION TIME

REQUIRED ACTION

CONDITION

Required Action and
associated Completion
Time of Condition A or
B not met.

One required LPI train
inoperable in MODE 4.

Be in MODE 3.

12 hours

C.2

Be in MODE 4.

60 hours

D.1

Initiate action to restore
required LPI train to
OPERABLE status.

Immediately

C.1
AND

AND
D.2

---------- NOTE----------Only required if DHR
loop is OPERABLE.
24 hours

Be in MODE 5.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE
SR 3.5.3.1

FREQUENCY

Verify each LPI manual and non-automatic
power operated valve in the flow path, that is
not locked, sealed, or otherwise secured in
position, is in the correct position.

31 days

(continued)

OCONEE UNITS 1, 2, & 3

3.5.3-2

Amendment Nos.

I

LPI

3.5.3
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

(continued).
FREQUENCY

SURVEILLANCE

SR 3.5.3.2

------------------------ NOTE------------------------Not applicable to operating LPI pump(s).
Vent each LPI pump casing.

31 days

SR 3.5.3.3

Verify each LPI pump's developed head at the
test flow point is greater than or equal to the
required developed head.

In accordance with the
Inservice Testing
Program

SR 3.5.3.4

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

18 months

SR 3.5.3.5

Verify each LPI pump starts automatically on
an actual or simulated actuation signal.

18 months

SR 3.5.3.6

Verify, by visual inspection, each LPI train
reactor building sump suction inlet is not
restricted by debris and suction inlet trash
racks and screens show no evidence of
structural distress or abnormal corrosion.

18 months

OCONEE UNITS 1, 2,& 3

3.5.3-3

Amendment Nos.

I

RCS PIV Leakage
B 3.4.14
BASES
BACKGROUND
(continued)

Violation of this LCO could result in continued degradation of a PIV, which
could lead to overpressurization of a low pressure system and the loss of
the integrity of a fission product barrier.

Reference 4 identified potential intersystem LOCAs as a significant
APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES contributor to the risk of core melt. The dominant accident sequence in the
intersystem LOCA category is the failure of the low pressure portion of the
LPI System outside of containment. The accident is the result of a
postulated failure of the PIVs, which are part of the reactor coolant
pressure boundary (RCPB), and the subsequent pressurization of the LPI
System downstream of the PIVs from the RCS. Because the low pressure
portion of the LPI System is designed for pressures significantly less than
RCS pressure, overpressurization failure of the LPI low pressure line would
result in a LOCA outside containment and subsequent risk of core melt.
Reference 5 evaluated various PIV configurations, leakage testing of the
valves, and operational changes to determine the effect on the probability
of intersystem LOCAs. This study concluded that periodic leakage testing
of the PlVs can substantially reduce the probability of an intersystem
LOCA.
RCS PIV leakage satisfies Criterion 2 of 10 CFR 50.36
(Ref. 6).

LCO

RCS PIV leakage is identified LEAKAGE into closed low pressure systems
connected to the RCS. PIV leakage is usually on the order of drops per
minute. Leakage that increases significantly suggests that something is
operationally wrong and corrective action must be taken.
The PIV leakage limit for specified valves is 0.5 gpm per nominal inch of
valve size with a maximum limit of 5 gpm. A study concluded a leakage
rate limit based on valve size was superior to a single allowable value.
Reference 7 permits leakage testing at a lower pressure differential than
between the specified maximum RCS pressure and the normal pressure of
the connected system during RCS operation (the maximum pressure
differential) in those types of valves in which the higher service pressure
will tend to diminish the overall leakage channel opening. In such cases,
the observed rate may be adjusted to the maximum pressure differential by
assuming leakage is directly proportional to the pressure differential to the
one half power.

OCONEE UNITS 1, 2, & 3

B 3.4.14-2

Amendment Nos.

I

RCS PIV Leakage
B 3.4.14
BASES
LCO
(continued)

The LCO is modified by two Notes. Note 1 indicates that the limits for
LP-47 and LP-48 are not applicable except as stated in Note 2. Note 2
indicates that the limits of both LP-47 and LP-48 may be met in lieu of
either LP-176 or LP-177 limits. If either LP-176 or LP-177 limits are not
met both LP-47 and LP-48 limits must be met.

APPLICABILITY

In MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4, this LCO applies because the PIV leakage
potential is greatest when the RCS is pressurized. In MODE 4, valves in
the DHR flow path are not required to meet the requirements of this LCO
when in, or during the transition to or from, the DHR mode of operation.
In MODES 5 and 6, leakage limits are not provided because the lower
reactor coolant pressure results in a reduced potential for leakage and for a
LOCA outside the containment.

ACTIONS

The ACTIONS are modified by two Notes. Note 1 is added to provide
clarification that each flow path allows separate entry into a Condition. This
is allowed based upon the functional independence of the flow path.
Note 2 requires an evaluation of affected systems if a PIV is inoperable.
The leakage may have affected system OPERABILITY, or isolation of a
leaking flow path with an alternate valve may have degraded the ability of
the interconnected system to perform its safety function.
A.1 and A.2
The flow path with leakage must be isolated by two valves. Required
Actions A.1 and A.2 are modified by a Note that the valves used for
isolation must meet the same leakage requirements as the PIVs and must
be on the RCS pressure boundary or the high pressure portion of the
system.
Required Action A.1 requires that the isolation with one valve must be
performed within 4 hours. Four hours provides time to reduce leakage in
excess of the allowable limit and to isolate the affected system if leakage
cannot be reduced. The 4 hours allows the actions and restricts the
operation with leaking isolation valves.

OCONEE UNITS 1, 2, & 3

B 3.4.14-3

Amendment Nos.

I

LPI
B 3.5.3
B 3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)
B 3.5.3 Low Pressure Injection (LPI)
BASES
BACKGROUND

The function of the ECCS is to provide core cooling to ensure that the
reactor core is protected after any of the following accidents:
a.

Loss of coolant accident (LOCA);

b.

Rod ejection accident (REA);

c.

Steam generator tube rupture (SGTR); and

d.

Main steam line break (MSLB).

There are two phases of ECCS operation: injection and recirculation. In
the injection phase, all injection is initially added to the Reactor Coolant
System (RCS) via the cold legs or Core Flood Tank (CFT) lines to the
reactor vessel. After the borated water storage tank (BWST) has been
depleted, the recirculation phase is entered as the suction is transferred to
the reactor building sump.
Two redundant low pressure injection (LPI) trains are provided. The LPI
trains consist of piping, valves, instruments, controls, heat exchangers, and
pumps, such that water from the borated water storage tank (BWST) can
be injected into the Reactor Coolant System (RCS). In MODES 1, 2 and
3, both trains of LPI must be OPERABLE. This ensures that 100% of the
core cooling requirements can be provided even in the event of a single
active failure. The LPI discharge header manual crossover valves inside
containment must be maintained administratively open in MODE 1, 2, and
3 to assure abundant, long term cooling. Only one LPI train is required for
MODE 4.
A suction header supplies water from the BWST or the reactor building
sump to the LPI pumps. LPI discharges into each of the two core flood
nozzles on the reactor vessel that discharge into the vessel downcomer
area.

OCONEE UNITS 1, 2, & 3

B 3.5.3-1

Amendment Nos.

I

LPI
B 3.5.3
BASES
BACKGROUND
(continued)

The LPI pumps are capable of discharging to the RCS at an RCS pressure
of approximately 200 psia. When the BWST has been nearly emptied, the
suction for the LPI pumps is manually transferred to the reactor building
sump.
In the long term cooling period, flow paths in the LPI System are
established to preclude the possibility of boric acid in the core region
reaching an unacceptably high concentration. Two gravity flow paths are
available by means of a drain line from the hot leg to the Reactor Building
sump which draws coolant from the top of the core, thereby inducing core
circulation. The system is designed with redundant drain lines.
During a large break LOCA, RCS pressure will rapidly decrease. The LPI
System is actuated upon receipt of an ESPS signal. If offsite power is
available, the safeguard loads start immediately. If offsite power is not
available, the Engineered Safeguards (ES) buses are connected to the
Keowee Hydro Units. The time delay (38 seconds) associated with
Keowee Hydro Unit startup and LPI pump starting determines the time
required before pumped flow is available to the core following a LOCA. Full
LPI flow is not available until the LPI header isolation valve strokes full
open. The ES signal has been removed from LP-21 and LP-22. These
valves shall be open when automatic initiation of the LPI system is
required. If either one is closed during this time, the associated LPI and
RBS train is inoperable.
The LPI and HPI (LCO 3.5.2, "High Pressure Injection (HPI)"), along with
the passive CFTs and the BWST covered in LCO 3.5.1, 'Core Flood Tanks
(CFTs)," and LCO 3.5.4, "Borated Water Storage Tank (BWST)," provide
the cooling water necessary to meet 10 CFR 50.46 (Ref. 1).

The LCO helps to ensure that the following acceptance criteria for the
APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES ECCS, established by 10 CFR 50.46 (Ref. 1), will be met following a
LOCA:
a.

Maximum fuel element cladding temperature is < 22000 F;

b.

Maximum cladding oxidation is < 0.17 times the total cladding
thickness before oxidation;

c.

Maximum hydrogen generation from a zirconium water reaction is
< 0.01 times the hypothetical amount generated if all of the metal in
the cladding cylinders surrounding the fuel, excluding the cladding
surrounding the plenum volume, were to react;

d.

Core is maintained in a coolable geometry; and

OCONEE UNITS 1, 2, & 3

B 3.5.3-2

Amendment Nos.

I

LPI
B 3.5.3
BASES
Adequate long term core cooling capability is maintained.
e.
APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES
The LCO also helps ensure that reactor building temperature limits are
(continued)
met.
The LPI System is assumed to provide injection in the large break LOCA
analysis at full power (Ref. 2). This analysis establishes a minimum
required flow for the LPI pumps, as well as the minimum required response
time for their actuation.
The large break LOCA event assumes a loss of offsite power and a single
failure (loss of the CT-4 transformer). For analysis purposes, the loss of
offsite power assumption may be conservatively inconsistent with the
assumed operation of some equipment, such as reactor coolant pumps
(Ref. 3). During the blowdown stage of a LOCA, the RCS depressurizes as
primary coolant is ejected through the break into the reactor building. The
nuclear reaction is terminated by moderator voiding during large breaks.
Following depressurization, emergency cooling water is injected into the
reactor vessel core flood nozzles, then flows into the downcomer, fills the
lower plenum, and refloods the core.
In the event of a Core Flood line break which results in a LOCA, with a
concurrent single failure on the unaffected LPI train opposite the Core
Flood line break, the system is fitted with flow restricting devices in each
injection leg and an upstream cross-connect pipe. These serve to limit the
ECCS spillage through the faulted header and ensure that flow is diverted
from the faulted header to the intact header at lower pressures. These flow
restricting devices also provide LPI pump run-out protection during
LBLOCAs.
The safety analyses show that an LPI train will deliver sufficient water to
match decay heat boiloff rates for a large break LOCA.
In the large break LOCA analyses, full LPI is not credited until 74 seconds
after actuation of the ESPS signal. This is based on a loss of offsite power
and the associated time delays in Keowee Hydro Unit startup, valve
opening and pump start. Further, LPI flow is not credited until RCS
pressure drops below the pump's shutoff head. For a large break LOCA,
HPI is not credited at all.
The LPI trains satisfy Criterion 3 of 10 CFR 50.36 (Ref. 4).

OCONEE UNITS 1, 2, & 3

B 3.5.3-3

Amendment Nos.

I

LPI
B 3.5.3
BASES (continued)
LCO

In MODES 1, 2, and 3, two independent (and redundant) LPI trains are
required to ensure that at least one LPI train is available, assuming a single
failure in the other train. Additionally, individual components within the LPI
trains may be called upon to mitigate the consequences of other transients
and accidents. Each LPI train includes the piping, instruments, pumps,
valves, heat exchangers and controls to ensure an OPERABLE flow path
capable of taking suction from the BWST upon an ES signal and the
capability to manually (remotely) transfer suction to the reactor building
sump. The safety grade flow indicator of an LPI train is required to support
OPERABILITY of the LPI and RBS trains to preclude NPSH or runout problems. RBS flow is hydraulically maintained by system resistance, and
throttling of RBS flow is not required. Therefore, RBS flow indication is not
required to support LPI or RBS train OPERABILITY. However, TS 3.3.8,
Required Action F.1 requires the affected RBS train to be declared
inoperable when an RBS flow instrument is inoperable. A license
amendment is being processed to eliminate this requirement. The safety
grade flow indicator associated with LPSW flow to an LPI cooler is required
to be OPERABLE to support LPI train OPERABILITY.
LPI BWST Suction Valves, LP-21 and LP-22 do not have an ES signal to
open. These valves shall be open when automatic initiation of the LPI and
the RBS system is required to be OPERABLE. If either one is closed
during this time, the associated LPI and RBS train is inoperable.
In MODE 4, one of the two LPI trains is required to ensure sufficient LPI
flow is available to the core.
During an event requiring LPI injection, a flow path is required to provide an
abundant supply of water from the BWST to the RCS, via the LPI pumps
and their respective supply headers, to the reactor vessel. In the long term,
this flow path may be switched to take its supply from the reactor building
sump.
This LCO is modified by three Notes. Note 1 changes the LCO
requirement when in MODE 4 for the number of OPERABLE trains from
two to one. Note 2 allows an LPI train to be considered OPERABLE during
alignment, when aligned or when operating for decay heat removal if
capable of being manually (remotely) realigned to the LPI mode of
operation. This provision is necessary because of the dual requirements of
the components that comprise the LPI and decay heat removal modes of
the LPI System. Note 3 requires the LPI discharge header crossover
valves inside containment to be open in MODES 1, 2, and 3. If one of
these valves is closed, then the system will be unable to sustain a single
failure.

OCONEE UNITS 1,2, &3

B 3.5.3-4

Amendment Nos.

I

N

LPI
B 3.5.3
BASES
LCO
(continued)

The flow path for each train must maintain its designed independence
outside containment to ensure that no single failure can disable both LPI
trains. If train separation is not maintained outside containment then only
one LPI train is considered OPERABLE.

APPLICABILITY

In MODES 1, 2 and 3, the LPI train OPERABILITY requirements for the
Design Basis Accident, a large break LOCA, are based on full power
operation. The position requirements of the LPI discharge crossover
valves inside containment for the CFT line break 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.

I

In MODE 4, one OPERABLE LPI train is acceptable without single failure
consideration on the basis of the stable reactivity condition of the reactor
and the limited core cooling requirements.
In MODES 5 and 6, unit conditions are such that the probability of an event
requiring LPI injection is extremely low. 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 3.9.4, "DHR and Coolant
Circulation-High Water Level," and LCO 3.9.5, 'DHR and Coolant
Circulation-Low Water Level."
ACTIONS

A.1
With one LPI train inoperable in MODES 1, 2 or 3, the inoperable train must
be returned to OPERABLE status within 7 days. The 7 day Completion
Time is based on the findings of the deterministic and probabilistic analysis
in Reference 7. Reference 7 concluded that extending the Completion
Time to 7 days for an inoperable LPI train improves plant operational
flexibility while simultaneously reducing overall plant risk. Specifically, the
risk incurred by having the LPI train unavailable for a longer time at power
will be substantially offset by the benefits associated with avoiding
unnecessary plant transitions and by reducing risk during shutdown
operations.

OCONEE UNITS 1, 2, & 3

B 3.5.3-5

Amendment Nos.

I

LPI
B 3.5.3
BASES
ACTIONS
(continued)

B.1
With one or more required LPI discharge header manual crossover valves
inside containment closed, the closed valve(s) must be opened within 7
days. The 7 day Completion Time is based on the findings of the
deterministic and probabilistic analysis in Reference 7.
C.1
If the Required Action and associated Completion Time of Condition A or B
are not met, the unit must be brought to a MODE in which the LCO does
not apply. To achieve this status, the unit must be brought to at least
MODE 3 within 12 hours and MODE 4 within 60 hours. The allowed
Completion Times are reasonable, based on operating experience, reach
the required unit conditions from full power conditions in an orderly manner
and without challenging unit systems.
D.1
With one required LPI train inoperable in MODE 4, the unit is not prepared
to respond to an event requiring low pressure injection and may not be
prepared to continue cooldown using the LPI pumps and LPI heat
exchangers. The Completion Time of immediately, which would initiate
action to restore at least one LPI train to OPERABLE status, ensures that
prompt action is taken to restore the required LPI capacity. Normally, in
MODE 4, reactor decay heat must be removed by a decay heat removal
(DHR) loop operating with suction from the RCS. If no LPI train is
OPERABLE for this function, reactor decay heat must be removed by some
alternate method, such as use of the steam generator(s).
The alternate means of heat removal must continue until one of the
inoperable LPI trains can be restored to operation so that continuation of
decay heat removal (DHR) is provided.
With the LPI pumps (including the non ES pump) and LPI heat exchangers
inoperable, it would be unwise to require the unit to go to MODE 5, where
the only available heat removal system is the LPI trains operating in the
DHR mode. Therefore, the appropriate action is to initiate measures to
restore one LPI train and to continue the actions until the subsystem is
restored to OPERABLE status.

OCONEE UNITS 1, 2, & 3

B 3.5.3-6

Amendment Nos.

I

LPI
B 3.5.3
BASES
ACTIONS

D.2 (continued)
Required Action D.2 requires that the unit be placed in MODE 5 within 24
hours. This Required Action is modified by a Note that states that the
Required Action is only required to be performed if a DHR loop is
OPERABLE. This Required Action provides for those circumstances
where the LPI trains may be inoperable but otherwise capable of providing
the necessary decay heat removal. Under this circumstance, the prudent
action is to remove the unit from the Applicability of the LCO and place the
unit in a stable condition in MODE 5. The Completion Time of 24 hours is
reasonable, based on operating experience, to reach MODE 5 in an orderly
manner and without challenging unit systems.

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.5.3.1
Verifying the correct alignment for manual and non-automatic power
operated valves in the LPI flow paths provides assurance that the proper
flow paths will exist for LPI operation. This SR does not apply to valves
that are locked, sealed, or otherwise secured in position, since these valves
were verified to be in the correct position prior to locking, sealing, or
securing. Similarly, this SR does not apply to automatic valves since
automatic valves actuate to their required position upon an accident signal.
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 inoperable valve
position would only affect a single train. This Frequency has been shown
to be acceptable through operating experience.
When in MODE 4 an LPI train may be considered OPERABLE during
alignment, when aligned or when operating for decay heat removal if
capable of being manually realigned to the LPI mode of operation.
Therefore, for this condition, the SR verifies that LPI is capable of being
manually realigned to the LPI mode of operation.
SR 3.5.3.2
With the exception of systems in operation, the LPI pumps are normally in
a standby, non-operating mode. As such, the flow path piping has the
potential to develop voids and pockets of entrained gases. Venting the LPI
pump casings periodically reduces the potential that such voids and
pockets of entrained gases can adversely affect operation of the LPI
System. This will also minimize the potential for water hammer, pump
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LPI
B 3.5.3
BASES
SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.5.3.2 (continued)
cavitation, and pumping of noncondensible gas (e.g., air, nitrogen, or
hydrogen) into the reactor vessel following an ESPS signal or during
shutdown cooling. This Surveillance is modified by a Note that indicates it
is not applicable to operating LPI pump(s). The 31 day Frequency takes
into consideration the gradual nature of gas accumulation in the LPI piping
and the existence of procedural controls governing system operation.
SR 3.5.3.3
Periodic surveillance testing of LPI pumps to detect gross degradation
caused by impeller structural damage or other hydraulic component
problems is required by Section XI of the ASME Code (Ref. 6). SRs are
specified in the Inservice Testing Program, which encompasses Section Xl
of the ASME Code.
SR 3.5.3.4 and SR 3.5.3.5
These SRs demonstrate that each automatic LPI valve actuates to the
required position on an actual or simulated ESPS signal and that each LPI
pump starts on receipt of an actual or simulated ESPS signal. This SR is
not required for valves that are locked, sealed, or otherwise secured in
position under administrative controls. The test will be considered
satisfactory if control board indication verifies that all components have
responded to the ESPS actuation signal properly (all appropriate ESPS
actuated pump breakers have opened or closed and all ESPS actuated
valves have completed their travel). The 18 month Frequency is based on
the need to perform this Surveillance under the conditions that apply during
a unit outage and the potential for an unplanned transient if the
Surveillance were performed with the reactor at power. The 18 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 the ESPS testing, and equipment
performance is monitored as part of the Inservice Testing Program.
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BASES
SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS
(continued)

REFERENCES

SR 3.5.3.6
to the location, and on the potential for an unplanned transient if the
Surveillance were performed with the reactor at power. This Frequency
has been found to be sufficient to detect abnormal degradation and has
been confirmed by operating experience.
1.

10 CFR 50.46.

2.

UFSAR, Section 15.14.3.3.6.

3.

UFSAR, Section 15.14.3.3.5.

4.

10 CFR 50.36.

5.

NRC Memorandum to V. Stello, Jr., from R.L. Baer,
"Recommended Interim Revisions to LCOs for ECCS
Components," December 1, 1975.

6.

ASME, Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code, Section Xl, Inservice
Inspection, Article IWV-3400.

7.

NRC Safety Evaluation of Babcock & Wilcox Owners Group
(B&WOG) Topical Report BAW-2295, Revision 1, "Justification for
the Extension of Allowed Outage Time for Low Pressure Injection
and Reactor Building Spray systems," (TAC No. MA3807) dated
June 30, 1999.
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Attachment 4
ATTACHMENT 4
MARKUP OF TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

RCS PIV Leakage
3.4.14
3.4 REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM (RCS)
3.4.14 RCS Pressure Isolation Valve (PIV) Leakage
Leakage from the following RCS PIV shall be within limits:

LCO 3.4.14

a.
b.

CF-12,
CF-14,

C.

LP-47,

d.
e.
f.

LP-48,
LP-1 76, and
LP-177
I ut a-r.
l
i I

-------------------------------------------

[1.

w

.b

I
U It
.

__

S ----

---

----

---

---

----

----

----

---

---

Prior t/compleon of thLPI p-'sive cro(s conne tgmodif/ation oX
eacVJnit, th9limits f o/LP-1 70and LP-.t77 are pSot appli able. /

[Af r co pleti n of t
each U

LPIjassi/e cros/conn9t mod/icatio on

ty limits
6it, for LP-47 and LP-48 are not applicable except

i Noegbelow.
as tatd
ainO
ffi<Afercomjeti2h of thO'LPIpsiers 96nnect,&oi-A
lOch Uni, thy limits of both LP-47 and LP-48 may be met in lieu of
either LP-1 76 MLP-1 77 limits.
--------------------------------

APPLICABILITY:

as----------___Al_

_ _

__

_ _

_

_ _

_

__

_ _

_

_ _

_

MODES 1, 2, and 3,
or
MODE 4 except valves in the decay heat removal (DHR) flow path when
in, or during the transition to or from, the DHR mode of operation.

ACTIONS
- -------------------------------------------NOTES-------------------------------------------------------1.
Separate Condition entry is allowed for each flow path.
Enter applicable Conditions and Required Actions for systems made inoperable by an
2.
inoperable PIV.

CONDITION

A.

One or more flow
paths with leakage
from one or more
required RCS PIVs
not within limit.

COMPLETION TIME

REQUIRED ACTION

------------------NOTE----------------Each valve used to satisfy
Required Action A.1 and
Required Action A.2 must have
been verified to meet
SR 3.4.14.1 and be on the RCS
pressure boundary or the high
pressure portion of the system.
(continued)
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LPI
3.5.3
3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)
3.5.3 Low Pressure Injection (LPI)
LCO 3.5.3

Two LPI trains shall be OPERABLE.
------------------------------------------- NOTES--------------------------------------------1.
Only one LPI train is required to be OPERABLE in MODE 4.
2.

In MODE 4, an LPI train may be considered OPERABLE during
alignment, when aligned or when operating for decay heat removal
(DHR) if capable of being manually realigned to the LPI mode of
operation.

3.

In

DES 1, 2 nd 3, the
IPdischar header cyssover v yes
side cont ment shal e manuall OPERAB
to open n each
nit until af r completin of the pa ive LPI crqss connec
(nodificaf n on the r pective unit
In MODES 1, 2, and 3, the LPI discharge header crossover valves
inside containment shall be operfon e ch Ui after c mpletiof of
I thoas e LP trosseonne mo cation/n the rispectiveqtinit

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------APPLICABILITY:

MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4.

ACTIONS
CONDITION

A.

One LPI train
inoperable in MODE 1,
2, or 3.

REQUIRED ACTION

A.1

B. One o ore required ,`B.1
LPI scharge header
cr sover valve(s)
tside containmen
anually inoperab to

COMPLETION TIME

Restore LPI train to
OPERABLE status.

Resto LPI discharge
hea r crossover
val e(s) outside
c tainment to
PERABLE statu

7 days

/7 days

open in MODE 1 2

or 3.

iv//(continued)

(continued)
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LPI
3.5.3

ACTIONS (continued)

I
(i

/Il

ONDITION

One or moref;R3
LPI discharge header
crossover valve(s)
inside containment not
open in MODE 1, 2,
or3.

COMPLETION TIME

Open LPI discharge
header crossover
valve(s) inside
containment.

7 days

Be in MODE 3.

12 hours

1.2

Be in MODE 4.

60 hours

.1

Initiate action to restore
required LPI train to
OPERABLE status.

Immediately

.1

equire ction and
associated Completj'
Time of Condition A
ornot met.

ne required LPI tra,
inoperable in MODE 4.

J

REQUIRED ACTION

I

I

I

ND

,i.2

----------NOTE----------Only required if DHR
loop is OPERABLE.

I

Be in MODE 5.

24 hours

I

I

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
SURVEILLANCE

SR 3.5.3.1

FREQUENCY

Verify each LPI manual and non-automatic
power operated valve in the flow path, that is
not locked, sealed, or otherwise secured in
position, is in the correct position.

31 days

(continued)
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LPI
3.5.3
ACTIONS (continued)
SURVEILLANCE
SR 3.5.3.2

FREQUENCY

------------------------ NOTE------------------------Not applicable to operating LPI pump(s).
Vent each LPI pump casing.

31 days

SR 3.5.3.3

Verify each LPI pump's developed head at the
test flow point is greater than or equal to the
required developed head.

In accordance with the
Inservice Testing
Program

SR 3.5.3.4

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

18 months

SR 3.5.3.5

Verify each LPI pump starts automatically on
an actual or simulated actuation signal.

18 months

SR 3.5.3.6

Verify, by visual inspection, each LPI train
reactor building sump suction inlet is not
restricted by debris and suction inlet trash
racks and screens show no evidence of
structural distress or abnormal corrosion.

18 months

SR 3.5.3.7

------------------ -- NOTE---------Not applicab after completion the passive
LPI cross c nnect modificationon each Unit.

/--

--

--

-- -- ---

-

-------

__

--_ _ _ _ _

Cycle ch LPI discharge eader crossover
valve utside containme , LPI cooler outlet
thro e valve, and LPI ader isolation valve
op n manually.
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RCS PIV Leakage
B 3.4.14
BASES
BACKGROUND
(continued)

Violation of this LCO could result in continued degradation of a PIV, which
could lead to overpressurization of a low pressure system and the loss of
the integrity of a fission product barrier.

Reference 4 identified potential intersystem LOCAs as a significant
APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES contributor to the risk of core melt. The dominant accident sequence in the
intersystem LOCA category is the failure of the low pressure portion of the
LPI System outside of containment. The accident is the result of a
postulated failure of the PIVs, which are part of the reactor coolant
pressure boundary (RCPB), and the subsequent pressurization of the LPI
System downstream of the PIVs from the RCS. Because the low pressure
portion of the LPI System is designed for pressures significantly less than
RCS pressure, overpressurization failure of the LPI low pressure line would
result in a LOCA outside containment and subsequent risk of core melt.
Reference 5 evaluated various PIV configurations, leakage testing of the
valves, and operational changes to determine the effect on the probability
of intersystem LOCAs. This study concluded that periodic leakage testing
of the PIVs can substantially reduce the probability of an intersystem
LOCA.
RCS PIV leakage satisfies Criterion 2 of 10 CFR 50.36
(Ref. 6).

LCO

RCS PIV leakage is identified LEAKAGE into closed low pressure systems
connected to the RCS. PIV leakage is usually on the order of drops per
minute. Leakage that increases significantly suggests that something is
operationally wrong and corrective action must be taken.
The PIV leakage limit for specified valves is 0.5 gpm per nominal inch of
valve size with a maximum limit of 5 gpm. A study concluded a leakage
rate limit based on valve size was superior to a single allowable value.
Reference 7 permits leakage testing at a lower pressure differential than
between the specified maximum RCS pressure and the normal pressure of
the connected system during RCS operation (the maximum pressure
differential) in those types of valves in which the higher service pressure
will tend to diminish the overall leakage channel opening. In such cases,
the observed rate may be adjusted to the maximum pressure differential by
assuming leakage is directly proportional to the pressure differential to the

one half power.
The SCS
LCO is modified byt
tare re
OCONEE UNITS 1, <2,& 3

seNoteexlude

PIV'that

ired to rpmeet the LCOoquire'Vent based/on the status of thq
B 3.4.14-2
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RCS PIV Leakage
B 3.4.14

LCO
(continued)
[ Oir LP-1 ]X and LP-;)d7 are nit applicable. INotetindicat s that Wer
I/compleiton of the jdassive LPI cross cohnect mWdificatiohthe limitsfor LP-

47 and LP-48 are not applicable except as stated in Notel~Aj
L
PIps~eCrosycnet
indicates that 4anker co^Aplm on.6 the
Ir~rdif ipation 96 eac Ur the limits of both LP-47 and LP-48 may be met
in lieu of either LP-17;nALP-1 77 limits. If either LP-1 76 or LP-1 77
lim~~l~it~s awre n"o't' metrboth LP-47 and LP-48 limits must be met.
APPLICABILITY

In MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4, this LCO applies because the PIV leakage
potential is greatest when the RCS is pressurized. In MODE 4, valves in
the DHR flow path are not required to meet the requirements of this LCO
when in, or during the transition to or from, the DHR mode of operation.
In MODES 5 and 6, leakage limits are not provided because the lower
reactor coolant pressure results in a reduced potential for leakage and for a
LOCA outside the containment.

ACTIONS

The ACTIONS are modified by two Notes. Note 1 is added to provide
clarification that each flow path allows separate entry into a Condition. This
is allowed based upon the functional independence of the flow path.
Note 2 requires an evaluation of affected systems if a PIV is inoperable.
The leakage may have affected system OPERABILITY, or isolation of a
leaking flow path with an alternate valve may have degraded the ability of
the interconnected system to perform its safety function.
A.1 and A.2
The flow path with leakage must be isolated by two valves. Required
Actions A.1 and A.2 are modified by a Note that the valves used for
isolation must meet the same leakage requirements as the PIVs and must
be on the RCS pressure boundary or the high pressure portion of the
system.
Required Action A.1 requires that the isolation with one valve must be
performed within 4 hours. Four hours provides time to reduce leakage in
excess of the allowable limit and to isolate the affected system if leakage
cannot be reduced. The 4 hours allows the actions and restricts the
operation with leaking isolation valves.
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B 3.5.3
B 3.5 EMERGENCY CORE COOLING SYSTEMS (ECCS)
B 3.5.3 Low Pressure Injection (LPI)
BASES
BACKGROUND

The function of the ECCS is to provide core cooling to ensure that the
reactor core is protected after any of the following accidents:
a.

Loss of coolant accident (LOCA);

b.

Rod ejection accident (REA);

c.

Steam generator tube rupture (SGTR); and

d.

Main steam line break (MSLB).

There are two phases of ECCS operation: injection and recirculation. In
the injection phase, all injection is initially added to the Reactor Coolant
System (RCS) via the cold legs or Core Flood Tank (CFT) lines to the
reactor vessel. After the borated water storage tank (BWST) has been
depleted, the recirculation phase is entered as the suction is transferred to
the reactor building sump.
Two redundant low pressure injection (LPI) trains are provided. The LPI
trains consist of piping, valves, instruments, controls, heat exchangers, and
pumps, such that water from the borated water storage tank (BWST) can
be injected into the Reactor Coolant System (RCS). In MODES 1,2 and
3, both trains of LPI must be OPERABLE. This ensures that 100% of the
core cooling requirements can be provided even in the event of a single
I

active failure. I[Fqr Unit(#in w~ich P"ws~
e LPI cross copnectm
m~rilifirditinn h;~-q hinnffir~mpafitore LPI discharge header manual

crossover valves inside containment must be maintained administratively
open in MODE 1. 2. and 3 to assure abundant. Iona term coolina. Fo-r /UNitsyi which the issive LPI go connc moiian hsitbeq
uts dknarfent
com etd, the L ,/ischarge Wead crosoe vle
)5-AI
Onl one P tran 12,an
.ml~~~~~~~~~~~t~g
nllJ Irly:nmnly
h
ltassure abur~dant, long tepfif core coolirg OlonLPtriis required

A suction header supplies water from the BWST or the reactor building
sump to the LPI pumps. LPI discharges into each of the two core flood
nozzles on the reactor vessel that discharge into the vessel downcomer
area.
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BACKGROUND
(continued)

The LPI pumps are capable of discharging to the RCS at an RCS pressure
of approximately 200 psia. When the BWST has been nearly emptied, the
suction for the LPI pumps is manually transferred to the reactor building
sump.
In the long term cooling period, flow paths in the LPI System are
established to preclude the possibility of boric acid in the core region
reaching an unacceptably high concentration. Two gravity flow paths are
available by means of a drain line from the hot leg to the Reactor Building
sump which draws coolant from the top of the core, thereby inducing core
circulation. The system is designed with redundant drain lines.
During a large break LOCA, RCS pressure will rapidly decrease. The LPI
System is actuated upon receipt of an ESPS signal. If offsite power is
available, the safeguard loads start immediately. If offsite power is not
available, the Engineered Safeguards (ES) buses are connected to the
Keowee Hydro Units. The time delay (38 seconds) associated with
Keowee Hydro Unit startup and LPI pump starting determines the time
required before pumped flow is available to the core following a LOCA. Full
LPI flow is not available until the LPI header isolation valve strokes full
open. The ES signal has been removed from LP-21 and LP-22. These
valves shall be open when automatic initiation of the LPI system is
required. If either one is closed during this time, the associated LPI and
RBS train is inoperable.
The LPI and HPI (LCO 3.5.2, "High Pressure Injection (HPI)"), along with
the passive CFTs and the BWST covered in LCO 3.5.1, "Core Flood Tanks
(CFTs)," and LCO 3.5.4, NBorated Water Storage Tank (BWST)," provide
the cooling water necessary to meet 10 CFR 50.46 (Ref. 1).

APPLICABLE
The LCO helps to ensure that the following acceptance criteria for the
SAFETY ANALYSES ECCS, established by 10 CFR 50.46 (Ref. 1), will be met following a
LOCA:
a.

Maximum fuel element cladding temperature is • 22000 F;

b.

Maximum cladding oxidation is < 0.17 times the total cladding
thickness before oxidation;

c.

Maximum hydrogen generation from a zirconium water reaction is
< 0.01 times the hypothetical amount generated if all of the metal in

the cladding cylinders surrounding the fuel, excluding the cladding
surrounding the plenum volume, were to react;
d.
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BASES
APPLICABLE
e.
Adequate long term core cooling capability is maintained.
SAFETY ANALYSES
(continued)
The LCO also helps ensure that reactor building temperature limits are
met.
The LPI System is assumed to provide injection in the large break LOCA
analysis at full power (Ref. 2). This analysis establishes a minimum
required flow for the LPI pumps, as well as the minimum required response
time for their actuation.
The large break LOCA event assumes a loss of offsite power and a single
failure (loss of the CT-4 transformer). For analysis purposes, the loss of
offsite power assumption may be conservatively inconsistent with the
assumed operation of some equipment, such as reactor coolant pumps
(Ref. 3). During the blowdown stage of a LOCA, the RCS depressurizes as
primary coolant is ejected through the break into the reactor building. The
nuclear reaction is terminated by moderator voiding during large breaks.
Following depressurization, emergency cooling water is injected into the
reactor vessel core flood nozzles, then flows into the downcomer, fills the
lower plenum, and refloods the core.
In the event of a Core Flood line break which results in a LOCA, with a
concurrent single failure on the unaffected LPI train opposite the Core
Flood line break, Vorl l)it(s) irywhichffie passive LPRcross ponnect/V
I modi cationA comp ete. he system is fitted with flow restricting devices in

each injection leg and an upstream cross-connect pipe. These serve to
limit the ECCS spillage through the faulted header and ensure that flow is
diverted from the faulted header to the intact header at lower pressures.
These flow restrictin devices also provide LPI pump run-out protection
during LBLOCAs. or Unit( in which/the passi e LPI cro s connect i
smodifiction
is LPI
not/complete/ the
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sischaerge
es
(I-

hd LP
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The safety analyses show that an LPI train will deliver sufficient water to
match decay heat boiloff rates for a large break LOCA.
Inthe large break LOCA analyses, full LPI is not credited until 74 seconds
after actuation of the ESPS signal. This is based on a loss of offsite power
and the associated time delays in Keowee Hydro Unit startup, valve
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LPI
B 3.5.3
BASES
opening and pump start. Further, LPI flow is not credited until RCS
APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES pressure drops below the pump's shutoff head. For a large break LOCA,
(continued)
HPI is not credited at all.
The LPI trains satisfy Criterion 3 of 10 CFR 50.36 (Ref. 4).
LCO

In MODES 1, 2, and 3, two independent (and redundant) LPI trains are
required to ensure that at least one LPI train is available, assuming a single
failure in the other train. Additionally, individual components within the LPI
trains may be called upon to mitigate the consequences of other transients
and accidents. Each LPI train includes the piping, instruments, pumps,
valves, heat exchangers and controls to ensure an OPERABLE flow path
capable of taking suction from the BWST upon an ES signal and the
capability to manually (remotely) transfer suction to the reactor building
sump. The safety grade flow indicator of an LPI train is required to support
OPERABILITY of the LPI and RBS trains to preclude NPSH or runout problems. RBS flow is hydraulically maintained by system resistance, and
throttling of RBS flow is not required. Therefore, RBS flow indication is not
required to support LPI or RBS train OPERABILITY. However, TS 3.3.8,
Required Action F.1 requires the affected RBS train to be declared
inoperable when an RBS flow instrument is inoperable. A license
amendment is being processed to eliminate this requirement. The safety
grade flow indicator associated with LPSW flow to an LPI cooler is required
to be OPERABLE to support LPI train OPERABILITY.
LPI BWST Suction Valves, LP-21 and LP-22 do not have an ES signal to
open. These valves shall be open when automatic initiation of the LPI and
the RBS system is required to be OPERABLE. If either one is closed
during this time, the associated LPI and RBS train is inoperable.
In MODE 4, one of the two LPI trains is required to ensure sufficient LPI
flow is available to the core.
During an event requiring LPI injection, a flow path is required to provide an
abundant supply of water from the BWST to the RCS, via the LPI pumps
and their respective supply headers, to the reactor vessel. In the long term,
this flow path may be switched to take its supply from the reactor building
sump.
t
This LCO is modified by Notes. Note 1 changes the LCO requirement
when in MODE 4 for the number of OPERABLE trains from two to one.
Note 2 allows an LPI train to be considered OPERABLE during alignment,
when aligned or when operating for decay heat removal if capable of being
manually (remotely) realigned to the LPI mode of operation. This provision
is necessary because of the dual requirements of the components that
comprise the LPI and decay heat removal modes of the LPI System.
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(continued)

Note 3reaufres the HPI dischArae headbr crossover valves/(LP-9 ahd A
[L7/) ou ide co gimentf be OPtRABLE il MODES ,,2, and~3 ultil
Afar enrrfnlatinnofteLP~ieIP cross conndct modifidation f theI
[rsec~e' Unit. Aote requires the LPI discharge header crossover
valves inside containment to be open in MODES 1. 2. and 35fer/
compl1etion if the passive ,ZPl cross Co~nnect rfodification mq:)8if icajon q
ithEyrespecy(ve Uniyt It one of these valves is closed, then the system will
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rl P- annril)5-1n) arp/.simL lltan flsly opnthan Enly nrio I Pltaunwin c/I7
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The flow path for each train must maintain its designed independence
outside containment to ensure that no single failure can disable both LPI
trains. If train separation is not maintained outside containment then only
one LPI train is considered OPERABLE.
APPLICABILITY

In MODES 1, 2 and 3, the LPI train OPERABILITY requirements for the
Design Basis Accident, a large break LOCA, are based on full power
operation. [Priorio complet- n of the pa sive LPI cro s connqh
modyfication, the LPI discharge crossover valve OPRBI0
req.Jrements/lor CFT line/break are bpsed on full eropain.Afr

t complegon of the p ssive LPI cr s connect o icat n, e position
requirements of the LPI discharge crossover valves inside containment
for the CFT line break 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.
In MODE 4, one OPERABLE LPI train is acceptable without single failure
consideration on the basis of the stable reactivity condition of the reactor
and the limited core cooling requirements.
In MODES 5 and 6, unit conditions are such that the probability of an event
requiring LPI injection is extremely low. 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 3.9.4, "DHR and Coolant
Circulation-High Water Level," and LCO 3.9.5, "DHR and Coolant
Circulation-Low Water Level."
ACTIONS

A.1
With one LPI train inoperable in MODES 1, 2 or 3, the inoperable train must
be returned to OPERABLE status within 7 days. The 7 day Completion
Time is based on the findings of the deterministic and probabilistic analysis
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ACTIONS

in Reference 7. Reference 7 concluded that extending the Completion
Time to 7 days for an inoperable LPI train improves plant operational
flexibility while simultaneously reducing overall plant risk. Specifically, the
risk incurred by having the LPI train unavailable for a longer time at power
will be substantially offset by the benefits associated with avoiding
unnecessary plant transitions and by reducing risk during shutdown
operations.
B.1
With on or more LPI disch rge crossover valv s inoperable, th
Inoper le valve(s) must
returned to OPE ABLE status wit n 72 hours.
C recommend ions (Ref. 5)
The 7 hour Completionfime is based on
that re based on a ris evaluation and is reasonable time or many
re airs.

.1

L

With one or more required LPI discharge header manual crossover valves
inside containment closed, the 'closed valve(s) must be opened within 7
days. The 7 day Corhpletion Time is based on the findings of the
deterministic and probabilistic analysis in Reference 7.

S

If the Required Action and associated Completion Time of Condition AK)
are not met, the unit must be brought to a MODE in which the LCO
Ldoes not'apply. To achieve this status, the unit must be brought to at least
MODE 3 within 12 hours and MODE 4 within 60 hours. The allowed
Completion Times are reasonable, based on operating experience, reach
the required unit conditions from full power conditions in an orderly manner
and without challenging unit systems.

L-nhWith one required LPI train inoperable in MODE 4, the unit is not prepared
to respond to an event requiring low pressure injection and may not be
prepared to continue cooldown using the LPI pumps and LPI heat
exchangers. The Completion Time of immediately, which would initiate
action to restore at least one LPI train to OPERABLE status, ensures that
prompt action is taken to restore the required LPI capacity. Normally, in
MODE 4, reactor decay heat must be removed by a decay heat removal
(DHR) loop operating with suction from the RCS. If no LPI train is
OPERABLE for this function, reactor decay heat must be removed by some
alternate method, such as use of the steam generator(s).
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(continued)

The alternate means of heat removal must continue until one of the
inoperable LPI trains can be restored to operation so that continuation of
decay heat removal (DHR) is provided.
With the LPI pumps (including the non ES pump) and LPI heat exchangers
inoperable, it would be unwise to require the unit to go to MODE 5, where
the only available heat removal system is the LPI trains operating in the
DHR mode. Therefore, the appropriate action is to initiate measures to
restore one LPI train and to continue the actions until the subsystem is
restored to OPERABLE status.

2 requires that the unit be placed in MODE 5 within 24
Required Acto
hours. This Required Action is modified by a Note that states that the
Required Action is only required to be performed if a DHR loop is
OPERABLE. This Required Action provides for those circumstances
where the LPI trains may be inoperable but otherwise capable of providing
the necessary decay heat removal. Under this circumstance, the prudent
action is to remove the unit from the Applicability of the LCO and place the
unit in a stable condition in MODE 5. The Completion Time of 24 hours is
reasonable, based on operating experience, to reach MODE 5 in an orderly
manner and without challenging unit systems.
SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.5.3.1
Verifying the correct alignment for manual and non-automatic power
operated valves in the LPI flow paths provides assurance that the proper
flow paths will exist for LPI operation. This SR does not apply to valves
that are locked, sealed, or otherwise secured in position, since these valves
were verified to be in the correct position prior to locking, sealing, or
securing. Similarly, this SR does not apply to automatic valves since
automatic valves actuate to their required position upon an accident signal.
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 inoperable valve
position would only affect a single train. This Frequency has been shown
to be acceptable through operating experience.
When in MODE 4 an LPI train may be considered OPERABLE during
alignment, when aligned or when operating for decay heat removal if
capable of being manually realigned to the LPI mode of operation.
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SR 3.5.3.1 (continued)
Therefore, for this condition, the SR verifies that LPI is capable of being
manually realigned to the LPI mode of operation.
SR 3.5.3.2
With the exception of systems in operation, the LPI pumps are normally in
a standby, non-operating mode. As such, the flow path piping has the
potential to develop voids and pockets of entrained gases. Venting the LPI
pump casings periodically reduces the potential that such voids and
pockets of entrained gases can adversely affect operation of the LPI
System. This will also minimize the potential for water hammer, pump
cavitation, and pumping of noncondensible gas (e.g., air, nitrogen, or
hydrogen) into the reactor vessel following an ESPS signal or during
shutdown cooling. This Surveillance is modified by a Note that indicates it
is not applicable to operating LPI pump(s). The 31 day Frequency takes
into consideration the gradual nature of gas accumulation in the LPI piping
and the existence of procedural controls governing system operation.
SR 3.5.3.3
Periodic surveillance testing of LPI pumps to detect gross degradation
caused by impeller structural damage or other hydraulic component
problems is required by Section Xl of the ASME Code (Ref. 6). SRs are
specified in the Inservice Testing Program, which encompasses Section Xl
of the ASME Code.
SR 3.5.3.4 and SR 3.5.3.5
These SRs demonstrate that each automatic LPI valve actuates to the
required position on an actual or simulated ESPS signal and that each LPI
pump starts on receipt of an actual or simulated ESPS signal. This SR is
not required for valves that are locked, sealed, or otherwise secured in
position under administrative controls. The test will be considered
satisfactory if control board indication verifies that all components have
responded to the ESPS actuation signal properly (all appropriate ESPS
actuated pump breakers have opened or closed and all ESPS actuated
valves have completed their travel). The 18 month Frequency is based on
the need to perform this Surveillance under the conditions that apply during
a unit outage and the potential for an unplanned transient if the
Surveillance were performed with the reactor at power. The 18 month
Frequency is also acceptable based on consideration of the design
reliability (and confirming operating experience) of the equipment.
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SR 3.5.3.4 and SR 3.5.3.5 (continued)
The actuation logic is tested as part of the ESPS testing, and equipment
performance is monitored as part of the Inservice Testing Program.
SR 3.5.3.6
Periodic inspections of the reactor building sump suction inlet ensure that it
is unrestricted and stays in proper operating condition. The 18 month
Frequency is based on the need to perform this Surveillance under the
conditions that apply during a unit outage, on the need to preserve access
to the location, and on the potential for an unplanned transient if the
Surveillance were performed with the reactor at power. This Frequency
has been found to be sufficient to detect abnormal degradation and has
been confirmed by operating experience.
ASR 3.5.3-7//
The functi of the required LPI scharge header cro over valves (LP-9,
LP-1 0) o side containment is topen and allow a cr ss-connection
betwee PI trains. The LPI c ler outlet throttle vases (LP-1 2, LP-1 4)
and LP header isolation valve (LP-1 7, LP-1 8) mu be capable of bein
be established in
manu ly opened to provide surance that flow
timel manner even if the ca ability to operate th from the control r m
is lo t. Manually cycling ea h valve open demo trates the ability to f Ifill
thi function. This test is p rformed on an 18 m nth Frequency. Oprating
e perience has shown th these components sually pass the
urveillance when perfor ed at this Frequen . Therefore, the Fr uency
is acceptable from a reli bility standpoint. T e Surveillance is mo ified by
a note indicating that it s not applicable afte completion of the p sive LPI
ross connect modific tion on each Unit.

REFERENCES

1.

10 CFR 50.46.

2.

UFSAR, Section 15.14.3.3.6.

3.

UFSAR, Section 15.14.3.3.5.

4.

10 CFR 50.36.

5.

NRC Memorandum to V. Stello, Jr., from R.L. Baer,
"Recommended Interim Revisions to LCOs for ECCS
Components," December 1, 1975.

OCONEE UNITS 1, 2, & 3

B3.5.3-9
1Amendment Nos.

BA ES REVI ON DATE 12/02/

LPI
B 3.5.3
BASES
REFERENCES
(continued)

6.

ASME, Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code, Section Xl, Inservice
Inspection, Article IWV-3400.

7.

NRC Safety Evaluation of Babcock & Wilcox Owners Group
(B&WOG) Topical Report BAW-2295, Revision 1, "Justification for
the Extension of Allowed Outage Time for Low Pressure Injection
and Reactor Building Spray systems," (TAC No. MA3807) dated
June 30, 1999.

OCONEE UNITS 1, 2, & 3

6N DATE9/12/02/0/ ]I
[BA'S REVISAJ

B 3.5.3-1 0

IAmendment

I

Nos.

May 25, 2004
Attachment 5
Attachment 5
Technical Justification

May 25, 2004
Attachment 5
Page 1
Attachment 5
Technical Justification
Overview
The proposed License Amendment Request (LAR) revises the
licensing basis associated with a selected portion of the
Core Flood (CF) and Low Pressure Injection (LPI)/Decay Heat
Removal (DHR) piping to allow the exclusion of dynamic
effects associated with postulated pipe rupture of that
piping by application of leak-before-break (LBB) technology
for Oconee Unit 3. Duke made a similar request for Unit 1
that was approved by Amendment Nos. 335, 335, and 336 issued
by NRC letter dated September 29, 2003 and for Unit 2 that
was approved by Amendment No. 338 issued by NRC letter dated
February 5, 2004. Amendment 335, 335, and 336 also revised
the licensing basis for selected portions of the LPI/DHR
piping to adopt Standard Review Plan (SRP), Section 3.6.2,
Branch Technical Position (BTP) MEB 3-1 design requirements
and added Technical Specification (TS) requirements for the
passive LPI cross connect for all three Oconee Units. With
this implementation of the modification on Unit 3, the
modification will be complete on all three Oconee Units. As
such, Duke also proposes to remove obsolete TS requirements
that will no longer be applicable.
Duke has placed a high priority on initiatives and
modifications that reduce operator actions. As such, Duke
plans to install an LPI cross connect with flow restrictors
inside containment on each Oconee Unit to reduce reliance on
time critical operator actions outside the control room to
mitigate certain single failures. With the current LPI
piping configuration, operators must manually open LPI
discharge header valves to mitigate certain single failures
including failures during a postulated core flood line break
(CFLB). The passive LPI cross connect modification will
allow the LPI trains to be continuously cross connected, thus
eliminating the need for these time critical operator
actions.
Duke plans to implement the modification during the upcoming
Steam Generator (SG) replacement outage for Unit 3 during the
Fall 2004 refueling outage. This licensing basis change is
needed to support implementation of the modification. The
Unit 2 modification has been implemented in the current
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Spring 2004 outage. The Unit 1 modification was implemented
in the Fall 2003 refueling outage.
Modification Details
Description
This modification will cross connect the LPI trains at a
location inside containment downstream of check valves LP-47
and LP-48 (See Figure 1).
It also adds new check valves
(LP-176 and LP-177) downstream of the cross connect piping to
prevent the blowdown of both Core Flood Tanks (CFTs) out a
CFLB. Flow restricting devices will be designed and
installed to limit LPI flow under low back-pressure
conditions for LPI pump Net Positive Suction Head available
(NPSHa) concerns and also to divert sufficient flow to the
intact header during a postulated Core Flood Line Break
(CFLB). These devices are also sized to ensure sufficient
flow in the event of a Large Break Loss of Coolant Accident
(LBLOCA) as well as sufficient cool down capacity during a
unit shutdown.
The cross connect piping will be installed in the lower
portion of the Containment structure and behind the secondary
shield wall such that the potential for interaction with high
energy piping is minimized. All new piping will be Duke
Class B even though a fault of this piping will not result in
a Condition III or IV loss of reactor coolant event.
Pipe rupture design requirements will be met by adoption of
SRP MEB 3-1 rules for postulation of break and crack
locations, by use of LBB technology, and by the construction
of rupture restraint devices. SRP MEB 3-1 rules for
postulation of break and crack locations are to be adopted
for the piping upstream of the new check valves LP-176 and
LP-177.
LBB technology will be used to eliminate the dynamic
effects associated with the postulation of full flow area
circumferential or longitudinal breaks in the piping
downstream of the new check valves up to but not including
the bi-metallic (Alloy 600) welds connecting the CF piping to
the Reactor Vessel (RV) nozzles. To protect the system from
postulated breaks at the CF/RV nozzles, rupture restraint
devices will be installed as part of the modification.
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The flow-restricting devices will be designed for minimal
cavitation for worst case hydraulic conditions; namely,
Reactor Building Emergency Sump (RBES) conditions following a
Hot Leg break accident.

Figure 1
Passive LPI Cross Connect Modification
I Containment
I Boundary
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171g4j.

II
20

b

Continment
g

oundary

Passive LPI Cross connect with Check Valves Downstream
of LP-47 and 48
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Reason for Modification
The modification design ensures that the LPI System can
deliver flow to the core during a LOCA (including a CFLB
assuming a pump or other train-related failure) without the
need to open the discharge crossover valves (LP-9 and LP-10)
or both LPI injection valves (LP-17 and LP-18). The
modification also reduces operator burden associated with
these events.
Refer to Duke letter dated March 20, 2003 (License Amendment
Request associated with the Passive Low Pressure Injection
Cross Connect Modification, TSC 2003-02) for additional
details.
Technical Justification for excluding the dynamic effects
associated with postulated pipe rupture
The following technical justification is the same as that
provided for the Unit 1 LBB application in Duke letter dated
March 20, 2003 (TSC 2003-02) and the Unit 2 LBB application
in Duke letter dated October 28, 2003 (TSC 2003-13). The
Unit 1 LBB application was approved by NRC letter dated
September 29, 2003 (Amendment Nos. 335, 335, and 336). The
Unit 2 LBB application was approved by NRC letter dated
February 5, 2004 (Amendment No. 338).
Selected portions of the CF and LPI/DHR piping design were
reviewed against the limiting criteria specified in 10 CFR 50
General Design Criterion 4 (GDC-4), SRP 3.6.3 and NUREG 1061
to determine if LBB technology could be used as a basis for
excluding the dynamic effects associated with a high energy
pipe rupture. The selected portion of piping is the 14 inch
CF line connecting the CF tanks to CF-12 and CF-14 and the 10
inch LPI/DHR line downstream of the new check valves 3LP-176
and 3LP-177 to be installed as part of the LPI Cross Connect
Modification. See Figure 1.
Attachment 8 provides the detailed LBB analysis performed for
Oconee Nuclear Station Unit 3 by Framatome Advanced Nuclear
Power (FANP), Inc. to support the proposed change to the
licensing basis. The FANP analysis concludes that LBB
technology is applicable to the described portions of CF and
LPI/DHR piping. A summary of the analyses is as follows:
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* The CF and LPI/DHR piping were reviewed against limiting
criteria specified in 10 CFR 50 GDC-4, SRP 3.6.3 and
NUREG-1061 and it was determined that LBB was
applicable.
* As a result of primary water stress corrosion cracking
(PWSCC) concerns at the Alloy 82/182 weld between the CF
nozzle at the Reactor Vessel and safe end nozzle, these
welds at the "A" and "B" nozzles are excluded from this
LBB analysis.
* The Alloy 82/182 welds at the "A" and "B" CF Tank
nozzles and safe ends are included within the LBB
analysis. At these locations, PWSCC is not a concern
because of the low temperature of the tank and piping
fluid.
* The mechanical properties of the base metal materials of
the piping were obtained through review of the Certified
Material Test Reports (CMTRs) and applicable
experimental data.
* Normal and faulted loads were used from the latest I & E
Bulletin 79-14 piping stress analysis with the LPI Cross
Connection modification included, to calculate the
highest stress locations.
* The leak detection systems used in the plant were
reviewed to demonstrate that a ilgallon per minute leak
can be identified within one hour. A factor of 10 was
applied to this value giving a minimum detectable leak
rate of 10 gallons per minute as required by SRP 3.6.3.
* The crack opening area was determined using the GE/EPRI
method for a given circumferential crack and the ParisTada method for a given longitudinal crack based on
normal operating loads. This analysis used normal
operating loads and normal operating fluid conditions to
determine the leakage size crack (LSC); i.e. the crack
that gives a leak flow rate of 10 gallons per minute.
* SRP 3.6.3 requires that the critical crack length (CCL)
have a margin of 2.0 against the LSC when using the
absolute sum method of combining faulted loads. This
required margin was demonstrated through the tearing
instability analysis method using a J versus T diagram.
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LBB technology will not be used to eliminate the dynamic
effects resulting from postulated breaks at the CF/RV nozzle
safe end welds. Rupture restraints will be installed as part
of the LPI Cross Connect modification on the CF lines
adjacent to the nozzles to absorb the energy released from
these postulated breaks. ANSI 58.2, "Design Basis for
Protection of Light Water Nuclear Power Plants Against the
Effect of Postulated Pipe Rupture," will be used in the
determination of jet force magnitudes. The methods used to
develop the pipe reaction loads meet the requirements of
paragraph III.2.C of SRP 3.6.2 (July 1981).
Duke's Request for Additional Information (RAI) responses
related to the Unit 1 LBB analysis provided by letters dated
July 22 and August 5, 2003 are applicable to the Unit 2 and 3
LBB analyses. The Amendment associated with the Unit 1 LBB
application was issued on September 29, 2003.
Description of UFSAR Change and Technical Justification
The proposed UFSAR change revises Sections 5.2.1.9 and 5.2.4
to describe the LBB break application proposed by this LAR
for selected portions of CF and LPI piping proposed by this
LAR.
UFSAR 5.2.1.9
This section is modified to indicate that there are three
applications of LBB at Oconee with the third application
being to eliminate the need to analyze for specific pipe
ruptures in the CF/LPI/DH Systems for Unit 3.
UFSAR 5.2.4
The reference section is modified to add appropriate
references for the new LBB application for Unit 3.

-

-

-
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Description of Technical Specification change and Technical
Justification
The proposed Technical Specification (TS) change revises TS
3.4.14 and TS 3.5.3, and their associated Bases to remove
obsolete requirements associated with the LPI discharge
header crossover valves outside containment.
LCO 3.4.14, Note 1, which states that the limits of LP-176
and LP-177 are not applicable prior to completion of the LPI
cross connect modification, is no longer required since the
modification will be complete on all three units and is
deleted. The subsequent Notes are renumbered accordingly.
LCO 3.4.14, Note 2 states:
"After completion of the LPI
passive cross connect modification on each Unit, the limits
for LP-47 and LP-48 are not applicable except as stated in
Note 3 below."
This note is renumbered as Note 1 and
revised to state:
"The limits for LP-47 and LP-48 are not
applicable except as stated in Note 2 below." The qualifier
regarding the status of the LPI cross connect modification
will no longer be required with the completion of the LPI
cross connect modification on Unit 3 in the Fall 2004 Outage.
LCO 3.4.14, Note 3 states:
"After completion of the LPI
passive cross connect modification on each Unit, the limits
of both LP-47 and LP-48 may be met in lieu of either LP-176
and LP-177 limits." This note is renumbered as Note 2 and is
revised to state:
"The limits of both LP-47 and LP-48 may be
met in lieu of either LP-176 or LP-177 limits" The qualifier
regarding the status of the LPI cross connect modification
will no longer be required with the completion of the LPI
cross connect modification on Unit 3 in the Fall 2004 Outage.
The "and" between "LP-176 and LP-177" was changed to an "or"
to make the sentence grammatically correct. This correction
does not change the requirement which the TS Bases clarified
as meaning either LP-176 or LP-177 limits.
LCO 3.5.3 Note 3 which requires the LPI discharge header
crossover valves outside containment to be manually OPERABLE
to open on each Unit until after completion of the passive
LPI cross connect modification in MODES 1, 2, and 3 is
deleted since it is no longer applicable and the subsequent
Note is renumbered accordingly.
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LCO 3.5.3 Note 4 reads:
"In MODES 1, 2, and 3, the LPI discharge header crossover
valves inside containment shall be open on each Unit after
completion of the passive LPI cross connect modification on
the respective unit."
This note is revised to remove the qualifier "on each Unit
after completion of the passive LPI cross connect
modification on the respective unit." Since Note 3 is
deleted, Note 4 is renumbered Note 3
The Action Table is revised to delete Action B and re-letter
subsequent Actions. Action B is no longer applicable since
the LPI cross connect modification will be complete on all
three Oconee Units after the Unit 3 Fall 2004 Outage. The
new Condition B is revised to delete the word "required"
since this modifier is no longer needed with the completion
of the LPI cross connect modification on all three Units.
The Surveillance Table is revised to delete SR 3.5.3.7 since
it is no longer applicable with the completion of the LPI
cross connect modification on all three Oconee Units in the
Fall 2004 Outage.
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Attachment 6
No Significant Hazards Consideration
Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.91, Duke Power Company (Duke) has made
the determination that this amendment request involves a No
Significant Hazards Consideration by applying the standards
established by the NRC regulations in 10 CFR 50.92. This
ensures that operation of the facility in accordance with the
proposed amendment would not:
(1)

Involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated:
The proposed License Amendment Request (LAR) modifies the
Unit 3 licensing basis to allow the dynamic effects
associated with postulated pipe rupture of selected
portions of the Unit 3 Low Pressure Injection (LPI)/Core
Flood (CF) piping to be excluded from the design basis.
The proposed LAR also removes Technical Specifications
that are no longer applicable due to the completion of
the LPI cross connect modification on all three Oconee
Units. The proposed design allowances for these selected
portions of piping continue to allow the LPI system
design to meet General Design Criteria (GDC) 4
requirements related to environmental and dynamic
effects. The proposed LAR will continue to ensure that
ONS can meet design basis requirements associated with
the LPI safety function. The addition of the crossover
line will enhance the ability of the control room
operator to mitigate the consequences of specific events
for which LPI is credited. Therefore, the proposed LAR
does not involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

(2)

Create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any kind of accident previously evaluated:
The proposed LAR modifies the Unit 3 licensing basis to
allow the dynamic effects associated with postulated pipe
rupture of selected portions of Unit 3 LPI/CF piping to
be excluded from the design basis and removes TS
requirements that are no longer applicable due to the
completion of the LPI cross connect modification on all
three Oconee Units. The proposed design allowances for
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these selected portions of piping continue to allow the
LPI system design to meet GDC 4 requirements related to
environmental and dynamic effects. The systems affected
by the changes are used to mitigate the consequences of
an accident that has already occurred. The proposed
licensing basis change does not affect the mitigating
function of these systems. Consequently, these changes do
not alter the nature of events postulated in the Safety
Analysis Report nor do they introduce any unique
precursor mechanisms. Therefore, the proposed amendment
will not create the possibility of a new or different
kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.
(3)

Involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.
The proposed licensing basis and TS changes do not
unfavorably affect any plant safety limits, set points,
or design parameters. The changes also do not
unfavorably affect the fuel, fuel cladding, RCS, or
containment integrity. Therefore, the proposed changes,
which add new design allowances associated with the
passive LPI cross connect modification and remove
obsolete TS requirements, do not involve a significant
reduction in the margin of safety.

Duke has concluded, based on the above, that there are no
significant hazards considerations involved in this amendment
request.
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ATTACHMENT 7
Environmental Assessment
Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), an evaluation of the license
amendment request (LAR) has been performed to determine
whether or not it meets the criteria for categorical
exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)9 of the regulations.
The LAR does not involve:
1)

A significant hazards consideration.
This conclusion is supported by the determination of no
significant hazards contained in Attachment 6.

2)

A significant change in the types or significant
increase in the amounts of any effluents that may be
released offsite.
This LAR will not change the types or amounts of any
effluents that may be released offsite.

3)

A significant increase in the individual or cumulative
occupational radiation exposure.
This LAR will not significantly increase the individual
or cumulative occupational radiation exposure.

In summary, this LAR meets the criteria set forth in 10 CFR
51.22 (c)9 of the regulations for categorical exclusion from
an environmental impact statement.
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ATTACHMENT 8
Leak Before Break Analysis for Unit 3 CF/LPI Piping

