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U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555-0001
ATTENTION: Document Control Desk

Subject: Duke Energy Corporation

McGuire Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2
Docket Nos. 50-369 and 50-370

Catawba Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2
Docket Nos. 50-413 and 50-414

License Amendment Request for

McGuire and Catawba Technical Specification
3.4.15, RCS Leakage Detection Instrumentation,
and Associated Bases, and Applicable Sections of
the Updated Final Safety Analysis Reports

In accordance with the provisions of 10 CFR 50.90, Duke
Energy Corporation (Duke) is hereby submitting a license
amendment request (LAR) for Facility Operating Licenses
NPF-9 and NPF-17 for McGuire Nuclear Station, Units 1 and
2, respectively; and NPF-35 and NPF-52 for Catawba Nuclear
Station, Units 1 and 2, respectively. The proposed
amendment would change TS 3.4.15 and its associated Bases,
and the Updated Final Safety Analysis Reports (UFSAR)
Sections 1.7, 5.2.7, and 11.4.2 for McGuire; and Sections
1.7, 5.2.5, and 11.5.1 for Catawba. The changes proposed
in this LAR address the incore instrument sump level
instrumentation and the containment atmosphere
radiocactivity monitors and their compliance with Regulatory
Guide 1.45.

The contents of this submittal package are as follows:

e An Affidavit is included within the cover letter.

ADSS

www.duke-energy.com
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e Attachment la provides a marked copy of the
existing McGuire TS and Bases. The marked copy
shows the proposed changes.

e Attachment 1lb provides a marked copy of the
existing Catawba TS and Bases. The marked copy
shows the proposed changes.

e Attachment 2 provides a Description of the Proposed
Changes and Technical Justification.

e Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.92, Attachment 3 documents
Duke’s determination that this LAR contains No
Significant Hazards Consideration.

e Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(c) (9), Attachment 4
provides the basis for the categorical exclusion of
this LAR from the requirement to perform an
environmental assessment or environmental impact
statement.

Reprinted (clean) TS and Bases pages will be provided to
the NRC prior to issuance of the approved amendments. The
UFSAR changes, as identified above and discussed in detail
in Attachment 2, will be implemented and provided to the
NRC in accordance with 10 CFR 50.71(e).

Duke is requesting NRC review and approval of this LAR by
August 1, 2006, and a 60-day implementation grace period is
requested. The new SR 3.4.15.6 will be initially performed
during the first refueling outage following implementation
of the approved amendment.

In accordance with Duke administrative procedures and the
Quality Assurance Program Topical Report, the changes
contained in this LAR have been reviewed and approved by
the McGuire and Catawba Plant Operations Review Committees
and the Duke Nuclear Safety Review Board. Pursuant to 10
CFR 50.91, a copy of this LAR is being sent to the
designated official of the State of North Carolina and the
designated official of the State of South Carolina.
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Inquiries on this request should be directed to J. S.
Warren at (704) 875-5171.

Very truly yo

e

G. R. Peterson

xc (with attachments):

W. D. Travers

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Regional Administrator, Region II
Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth St., SW, Suite 23785
Atlanta, GA 30303

S. E. Peters (Addressee Only)

NRC Project Manager (McGuire & Catawba)
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Mail Stop 0-8 G9

Washington, DC 20555-0001

J. B. Brady

Senior Resident Inspector

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
McGuire Nuclear Site

E. F. Guthrie

Senior Resident Inspector

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Catawba Nuclear Site
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Beverly O. Hall, Section Chief
Radiation Protection Section
1645 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, NC 27699-1645

H. J. Porter, Director

Division of Radioactive Waste Management

South Carolina Bureau of Land and Waste Management
2600 Bull Street

Columbia, SC 29201
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G. R. Peterson, being duly sworn, affirms that he is the
person who subscribed his name to the foregoing statement,
and that all matters and facts set forth herein are true
and correct to the best of his knowledge.

G. R. §eterson, Site Vice President

:ﬁclﬂ 27, 005

Subscribed and sworn to me:

/
<:332€661%l'7%i'(:;@é¢47€£§L , Notary Public

My commission expires: 4“96(5_/— /7, K006
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Attachment la

McGuire Units 1 and 2

Proposed Technical Specifications and Bases (Mark-up)
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RCS Leakage Detection Instrumentation
3.4.15

3.4 REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM (RCS) ((ms.‘sJ.'As of both Con tasnmest Flooy auod
Cfu.-',ampd' sump /?UCI mon, oS q,naf ~/-AQ

3.4.15 RCS Leakage Detection Instrumentation ;70 1 t,ment sump level alarm)

LCO 34.15 The following RCS leakage detection instrumentation shall be OPERABLE:
a.  The containment(fidor £nd’eqiipwentsump level moniloring system;
b.  One containment atmosphereraloactuvit monitor; and

@ c.  (Efihgf )fg containment ventilation condensate drain tank level
monitorlopAhe gbntaidment Almogphers parjéulate ragioagiity)

— - e NOTE -~~~ =~ ==~ ~—
Net™ regwired unkil 12 hours

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1,2,3,and 4. | . fier Y%clablichmed oFf

ACTIONS

CONDITION

A. Conlainment]ﬁi@
[eduipmientsump level
monitoring system
inoperable. '

COMPLETION TIME

Once per 24 hours

Once prr 24 hours

(continued)

A3
Perform SR 34.15.1

,4/;.»//2_'(, rab s‘qm//PS &

t+he contan meaT qiﬁp{/ltre, Oice xr & bours

McGuire Unils 1 and 2 3.4.15-1 Amendment Nos.@
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ACTIONS (continue

e OTE = ~ma e

RC
Not refq, Jrel unbil 12 hours
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Leakage Detection Instrumentation

3.4.15

CONDITION

REQUIRED ACTION

I

COMPLETION TIME

Containment
atmosphere(gg€eods,
radioactivity monitor
inoperable.

o

B.1
the containment
atmosphere.

Perform SR 3.4.13.1.

Analyze grab samples of . A

Once per 24 hours

Once per 24 hours

inoperable.

Ci estore containment 30 days
atmosphere particuldte
radioactivity monitof to
OPERABLE stat
OR ~
C.2  Restore contain 30 days -
ventilation condensate Do )
level monitor inopgrable. drain tafik level monitor to ) -
— OPERABLE status.
£E
jZf. Required Action and }5.1 Be in MODE 3. 6 hours
£ associated Completion
Time not met. AND
£
|2 Bein MODES. 36 hours
All required monitors F.1 Enter LCO 3.0.3. Immediately
=

McGuire Units 1 and 2

3.4.15-2

Amendment Nos@@
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RCS Leakage Detection Instrumentation
3.4.15

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.4.15.1 Perform CHANNEL CHECK of the(fgufiglcontainment | 12 hours
atmosphere,radioactivity monitor.
~ parprculatl
SR 3.4.15.2 Perform COT of the ontainment atmosphere 92 days

radioactivity monitor.
OJ‘IL lbwlq,fe

SR 3.4.16.3 Perform CHANNEL CALIBRATION of the fifqufred/
containment floor and equipment sump level m

18 months

SR 3.4.15.4 Perform CHANNEL CALIBRATION of the 18 months

containment atmosphere {adloactlwti monitor.

SR 3.4.15.5 Perform CHANNEL CALIBRATION of the{teQuifed ) 18 months
containment ventilation condensate drain tank level
monitor.

/

SR 3.4/5, & ferform CHANNEL caLldeAn o /8 months

of t=  11core InstrameaT
sum Jeve |l alayrm,

McGuire Units 1 and 2 3.4.15-3 Amendment Nos.(184/1 _(’



RCS Leakage Detection Instrumentation
B 3.4.15

B 3.4 REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM (RCS)

B 3.4.15 RCS Leakage Detection Instrumentation

BASES

BACKGROUND GDC 30 of Appendix A to 10 CFR 50 (Ref. 1) requires means for
detecting and, to the extent practical, identifying the location of the source
of RCS LEAKAGE. Regulatory Guide 1.45 (Ref. 2) describes acceptable
methods for selecting leakage detection systems.

Leakage detection systems must have the capability to detect significant
reactor coolant pressure boundary (RCPB) degradation as soon after

" occurrence as practical to minimize the potential for propagation to a
3

Keplace
B

INSERT M

gross failure. Thus, an early indication or warning signal is necessary to
permit proper evaluation-of all unidentified LEAKAGE.

-

The primary method of detecting leakage into the Qontainment is

in thg Control Room a pvater leak from eitlfer the Reactor Coglant System
[NSERT or the Main Steam anfl Feedwater Systefns. A 1 gpm leak (fumulative in J
Muy both sump A and B) fs detectable in 1

— et —— 4D Leeter)
The containment ventilation con ansate drain tank (CVCDT) Ievel

offers another means of detecting leakage into the containment. An
abnormal level increase would indicate removal of moisture from the
containment by the containment air coolers.JWhen/the CVCDF is used ;

I¢akage detectjon method, manual hourly loggi
ayld calculation Of reactor goolant legkage (if CVLDT level g
jicrease) are pequired to Satisfy thg L .

10° uCi/cc
ioactivity for

Ieplace with
INSERT M5

The plant computer calculates themte of
c.kcmse. in level +o ofefect atank in,ou'l-of:
I 3p after condensate has reacked the Fonk,

McGuire Units 1 and 2 B 3.4.15-1 Revision No. 7;



BASES

‘RCS Leakage Detection Instrumentation
B 3.4.15

BACKGROUND (continued)

@SiERT M 6]

gaseous mghitoring are practjcal for these leakage/detection syst

ir sensitivities nd rapid .

mogiitors may be affegted because they sffare common sample tubing
apid pump and flow strumentatiy

An increase in humidity of the containment atmosphere would indicate
release of water vapor to the containment. Dew point temperature
measurements can thus be used to monitor humidity levels of the
containment atmosphere as an indicator of potential RCS LEAKAGE. A
1°F increase in dew point is well within ihe sensitivity range of available

instruments ‘\. Gm A
mldny level is influenced by/several factors, a quantitative

evaluation of an indicated leakage ratefoy this means may be
questionable and should be comparedgto ohserved increases in liquid
level into the .m sump and condensate
level from air coolers.” Humidity level monitoring is considered most
useful as an indirect alarm or indication to alert the operator to a potential
problem. Humidity monitors are not required by this LCO.

Air temperature and pressure monitoring methods may also be used to
infer unidentified LEAKAGE to the containment. Containment
temperature and pressure fluctuate slightly during plant operation, but a
rise above the normally indicated range of values may indicate RCS
leakage into the containment. The relevance of temperature and
pressure measurements are affected by containment free volume and, for
temperature, detector location. Alarm signals from these instruments can
be valuable in recognizing rapid and sizable leakage to the containment.

l Temperature and pressure monitors are not required by this LCO.

APPLICABLE

The need to evaluate the severity of an alarm or an indication is important

SAFETY ANALYSES to the operators, and the ability to compare and verify with indications

from other systems is necessary. The system response times and .
sensitivities are described in the UFSAR ( ). Multiple instrument -
locations are utilized, if needed, to ensure ghat the transport delay time of
the leakage from its source to an instrumént location yields an acceptable
overall response time.

RKefs. 3 and %)

McGuire Units 1 and 2 B 3.4.15-2 Revision No. 7{



RCS Leakage Detection Instrumentation
B 3.4.15

BASES

APPLICABLE SAFETY ANALYSES (continued)

The safety significance of RCS LEAKAGE varies widely depending on its
source, rate, and duration. Therefore, detecting and monitoring RCS
LEAKAGE into the containment area is necessary. Quickly separating
the identified LEAKAGE from the unidentified LEAKAGE provides
quantitative information to the operators, allowing them to take corrective
action should a leakage occur detrimental to the safety of the unit and the
public. ’

RCS leakage detection instrumentation satisfies Criterion 1
of 10 CFR 50.36 (Ref. 4).

LCO One method of protecting against large RCS leakage derives from the
ability of instruments to rapidly detect extremely small leaks. This LCO
requires instruments of diverse monitoring principles to be OPERABLE to

B | Yreulate provide a high degree of confidence that extremely small leaks are
s the par detected in time to allow actions to place the plant in a safe condition,
r

aclivachv: when RCS LEAKAGE indicates possible RCPB degradation.
e l.+°r/ an
+he cyALCDT) The LCO is satisfied when monitors of diverse measurement means are
available. Thus, the containmentfflooyand e u&zien@mp level

monitoring systemfand/a gasgous ragdioactivity monitor, /n coghbinati
tilation condgnsate/drairytankjlevel monitor

ith & containmfent v
parficulage radioactiyity m

APPLICABILITY Because of elevated RCS temperature and pressure in MODES 1, 2, 3,
and 4, RCS leakage detection instrumentation is required to be
OPERABLE.

itoy/ provides an acceptable minimum.

In MODE 5 or 6, the temperature is to be < 200°F and pressure is
maintained low or at atmospheric pressure. Since the temperatures and
pressures are far lower than those for MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4, the
likelihood of leakage and crack propagation are much smaller. Therefore,
the requirements of this LCO are not applicable in MODES 5 and 6.

ACTIONS A16EPA 2\ nd A3 |
and With the containment: fl?zl a}rz( ey/p; entlsump level monitoring system
CYyucOT inoperable, Pthrfcr of Aampling £an pdvide the gquivalent)

Jevel wenitor

triogphére ynoniton Zhe periodic surveillance for RCS water inventory
balance, SR 3.4.13.1, must be performed at an increased frequency of

24 hours to provide information that is adequate to detect leakage; y

McGuire Units 1 and 2 B 3.4.15-3 Revision No. ?4

hfoy gver |the containment atmospheregradioactivity monito
will provide indications of changes in leakage. (ogether Aityihe)




.~

RCS Leakage Detection Instrumentation
B34.15

BASES

ACTIONS (continued)

f?c,o l-Q.CC

with

(NSERT M T
(conts)

B.1 and B.2 particulate

With the@gsepug containment atmosphere radioactivity monitorlag]

m,m iofi ohanAeldinoperable, alternative action is required.)Eit)her)

o v grab samples of the containment atmosphere must be taken and

analyzed @gf/water inventory balances, in accordance with SR 3.4.13.1,
musiDe pedW‘vﬁe alternate periodic information.

ftoh'oq 11§ Fprecmen -E‘}?;n sab 5)’51*—8'«5
Ioeya,b le}

Weth +wo o'F He ‘{‘Ar:; FCS quq,zc,.
e
1770,

the inoperable monitors 1o OPERABLE status within 30 days to regain the
intended leakage detection diversity. The 30 day Completion Time
ensures that the plant will not be operated in a reduced configuration for a

lengthy time period.
£ £
25_.1 and é.2

If a Required Action of Condition A, B, & Ccannot be met, the plant must
be brought to a MODE in which the requirement does not apply. To
achieve this status, the plant must be brought to at least MODE 3 within
6 hours and 1o MODE 5 within 36 hours. The allowed Completion Times
are reasonable, based on operating experience, o reach the required
plant conditions from full power conditions in an orderly manner and

without challenging plant systems.

/s ast
a_v._;\a,ub

McGuire Units 1 and 2 B 3.4.15-4 Revision No./‘/{



RCS Leakage Detection Instrumentation
B3.4.15

BASES

ACTIONS (continued) F

Ea

With all required monitors inoperable, no automatic means of monitoring
leakage are available, and immediate plant shutdown in accordance with
LCO 3.0.3 is required.

SURVEILLANCE SR 3.4.15.1
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.4.15.1 requires the performajice of a CHANNEL CHECK of the
[Téquiredjcontainment atmosphere radioactivity monitor. The check gives
reasonable confidence that the channel is operating properly. The
Frequency of 12 hours is based on instrument reliability and is reasonable
for detecting off normal conditions.

SR 3.4.16.2

Ioa y’}‘a.Cu. [a,{'e/

SR 3.4.15.2 requires the performance of a COT on 1he
containment atmosphere'radioactivity monitor. The test ensures that the
monitor can perform its function in the desired manner. The test verifies
the alarm setpoint and relalive accuracy of the instrument string. The
Frequency of 92 days considers instrument reliability, and operating

experience has shown that it is proper for detecting degradation.

SR 3.4.15.3, SR 3.4.15.4 BAJSR 8.4.155

These SRs require the performance of a CHANNEL CALIBRATION for
each of the RCS leakage detection instrumentation channels. The
calibration verifies the accuracy of the instrument string, including the
instruments located inside containment. The Frequency of 18 months is

a typical refueling cycle and considers channel reliability. Again,
operating experience has proven that this Frequency is acceptable.

REFERENCES 1. 10 CFR 50, Appendix A, Section IV, GDC 30.
2.  Regulatory Guide 1.45.
3. UFSAR, Section 5.2.7.

4, 10 CFR 50.36, Technical Specifications, (c)(2)(ii).

JNSERT M9 5. UFSAR, Table 18-1.

6. McGuire License Renewal Commitments MCS-1274.00-00-0016,
Section 4.29, RCS Operational Leakage Monitoring Program.

McGuire Units 1 and 2 B 3.4.15-5 Revision No. ;’4



McGuire INSERTS

INSERT M1
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
C. Containment ventilation | C.1 . NOTE
unit condensate drain Not required until 12 hours
tank level monitor after establishment of
inoperable. steady state operation.
Perform SR 3.4.13.1 Once per 24 hours
OR
C.2 Analyze grab samples of Once per 24 hours
the containment
atmosphere.
OR
C.3 Perform SR 3.4.15.1. Once per 8 hours.
INSERT M2
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
D. Two of the three RCS D.1 Restore at least two of the | 30 days
leakage detection three RCS leakage
instrumentation detection instrumentation
subsystems inoperable. subsystems to

OPERABLE status.




McGuire INSERTS

INSERT M3

One method of detecting leakage into the containment is the containment sump level
monitoring system. This system includes the level instrumentation in containment
floor and equipment (CFAE) sump A and CFAE sump B (Refs 3 and 7) and in the
incore instrument sump (Ref 3). The CFAE sumps are small sumps located on
opposite sides of the containment and outside of the crane wall. Any leakage in the
lower containment inside the crane wall that falls to the floor will drain through crane
wall penetrations at floor level to one of the two sumps. Any leakage outside the crane
wall would fall to the floor and gravity drain to these sumps. The sump level rate of
change, as calculated by the plant computer, would indicate the input rate. This
method of detection would indicate in the Control Room a leak from any liquid system
including the Reactor Coolant System and the Main Steam and Feedwater Systems.
As leakage may go to either or both of the two CFAE sumps, a 1 gpm sump input
(cumulative between sumps A and B) is detectable in 1 hour after leakage has
reached the sumps (Ref 8). The incore instrument sump level alarm offers another
means of detecting leakage into the containment (Ref 3). The incore instrument sump
level instrumentation provides a control room alarm and an alarm on the plant
computer when the sump level increases to the Hi level. The incore instrument sump
level instrumentation is capable of detecting 1 gpm input within four hours after
leakage has reached the sump (Ref 8).

INSERT M4

The environmental conditions during plant power operations and the physical
configuration of lower containment will delay the total reactor coolant system leakage
(including steam) from directly entering the CFAE sump and subsequently, will
lengthen the sump’s level response time. Therefore, leakage detection by the CFAE
sump will typically occur following other means of leakage detection. Operating
experience with high enthalpy primary and secondary water leaks indicates that
flashing of high temperature liquid produces steam and hot water mist that is readily
absorbed in the containment air. Much of the hot water that initially hits the
containment floor will evaporate in a low relative humidity environment as it migrates
towards a sump. Local low points along the containment floor provide areas for water
to form shallow pools that increase transport time to one or more building sumps. The
net effect is that only a fraction of any high enthalpy water leakage will eventually
collect in a sump and early leak detection may rely on alternate methods.



McGuire INSERTS

INSERT M5

The reactor coolant contains radioactivity that, when released to the containment, can
be detected by radiation monitoring instrumentation. U.S. NRC Regulatory Guide
(RG) 1.45, “Reactor Coolant Pressure boundary Leakage Detection Systems,”
describes acceptable methods of implementing the requirements for leakage detection
systems. Although RG 1.45 is not a license condition, it is generally accepted for use
to support licensing basis. RG 1.45 states that instrument sensitivities of 10 uCi/cc
radioactivity for air particulate monitoring are practical for leakage detection systems.
The particulate monitor at McGuire meets or exceeds this accepted sensitivity.

RG 1.45 also states that detector systems should be able to respond to a one gpm
leak, or its equivalent, in one hour or less. The particulate monitor at McGuire has
demonstrated capabilities of detecting a 1.0 gpm leak within one hour at the sensitivity
recommended in Regulatory Guide 1.45 using the RCS corrosion product activities
from the UFSAR. Lower RCS activities will result in an increased detection time.
Since the particulate monitors meet the specified 10 uCi/cc sensitivity, they are
designed in accordance with RG 1.45. The actual alarm setpoints are set as low as
practicable, considering the actual concentration of radioactivity in the RCS and the
containment background radiation concentration.

The operability of the particulate monitor is based upon an instrument sensitivity >
10° uCi/ce, a Channel Check performed at a frequency of every 12 hours, a Channel
Operational Test performed at a frequency of every 92 days, and a Channel
Calibration performed at a frequency of every 18 months.

INSERT M6

The volume control tank (VCT) level change offers another means of detecting
leakage into containment (Ref 3). This enhances the diversity of the leakage detection
function as recommended in Regulatory Guide 1.45 (Ref 2). The VCT level
instrumentation is not required by, nor can be credited for, this LCO.

Once any alarm or indication of leakage is received from the RCS leakage detection
instrumentation, control room operators quickly evaluate all available system
parameters to assess RCS pressure boundary integrity. These include VCT and
pressurizer level indications and, if appropriate, the RCS mass balance calculation.
Response to RCS leakage is addressed by LCO 3.4.13, “RCS Operational
LEAKAGE.”



McGuire INSERTS

INSERT M7

or grab samples of the containment atmosphere must be taken and analyzed at a
frequency of 24 hours; or SR 3.4.15.1, CHANNEL CHECK, of the containment
atmosphere particulate radioactivity monitor performed at a frequency of 8 hours.

Required Action A.1 is modified by a Note that states the RCS water inventory balance
is not required to be performed until 12 hours after establishment of steady state
operation in accordance with SR 3.4.13.1. This Note allows exceeding the 24-hour
completion time during non-steady state operation.

With a water inventory balance performed or a sample obtained and analyzed every
24 hours, or a CHANNEL CHECK performed every 8 hours, continued operation is
allowed since diverse indications of RCS LEAKAGE remain OPERABLE.

INSERT M8

Required Action B.1 is modified by a Note that states the RCS water inventory balance
is not required to be performed until 12 hours after establishment of steady state
operation in accordance with SR 3.4.13.1. This Note allows exceeding the 24-hour
“completion time during non-steady state operation.

With a water inventory balance performed or grab samples obtained and analyzed
every 24 hours, continued operation is allowed since diverse indications of RCS
LEAKAGE remain OPERABLE. The 24 hour interval provides periodic information
that is adequate to detect leakage.

C.1,C2 andC.3

With the CVUCDT level monitor inoperable, alternative action is again required. Either
a water inventory balance, in accordance with SR 3.4.13.1; or grab samples obtained
and analyzed at a frequency of 24 hours; or SR 3.4.15.1, CHANNEL CHECK, of the
containment atmosphere particulate radioactivity monitor at 8-hour intervals, must be
performed to provide alternate periodic information. Required Action C.1 is modified
by a Note that states the RCS water inventory balance is not required to be performed
until 12 hours after establishment of steady state operation in accordance with SR
3.4.13.1. This Note allows exceeding the 24-hour completion time during non-steady
state operation. '

Provided a water inventory balance is performed every 24 hours; or grab samples
taken and analyzed every 24 hours; or a CHANNEL CHECK of the containment
atmosphere particulate radioactivity monitor is performed every 8 hours, reactor



McGuire INSERTS

INSERT M8 (Continued)

operation may continue while awaiting restoration of the CVUCDT level monitor to
OPERABLE status. The 24 and 8 hour intervals provide periodic information that is
adequate to detect RCS LEAKAGE.

INSERT M9

7. McGuire SER, Section 5.2.5

8. UFSAR, Table 5-30
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Catawba Units 1 and 2

Proposed Technical Specifications and Bases (Mark-up)



RCS Leakage Detection instrumentation
3.4.15

3.4 REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM (RCS)

3.4.15 RCS Leakage Detection Instrumentation

LCO 3.4.15 The following RCS leakage detection instrumentation shall be
OPERABLE:

a.

One The containment sump floor-and-eguipment-sump level monitor
monitoring system (consisting of both containment floor and
equipment sump level monitors and the incore instrument sump
level alarm);

One containment atmosphere particulate radioactivity monitor;

{gaseous-or-particuiate}; and

One containment ventilation unit condensate drain tank level
monitor.

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4.

ACTIONS

Catawba Units 1 and 2

3.4.15-1 ) Amendment Nos. 243/207




RCS Leakage Detection instrumentation

3.4.15
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
A. Containment sump A1
Regquired-containment - NOTE -
floor-and-equipment Not required until 12 hours
sump-level monitor after establishment of
monitoring system steady state operation.
inoperable.
Perform SR 3.4.13.1. Once per 24 hours
AND-OR

A.2  Analyze grab samples of
the containment
atmosphere. Restore

Once per 24 hours

30-days

required-containmentdloor
and-equipment-sumplevel
monitor-to-ORERABLE
status:
OR
A.3 Perform SR 3.4.15.1. Once per 8 hours
(continued)
Catawba Units 1 and 2 3.4.15-2 Amendment Nos. 213/207



RCS Leakage Detection instrumentation

3.4.15
ACTIONS (continued)
CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
Reguired Containment B.1
atmosphere particulate - NOTE -
radioactivity monitor Not required until 12 hours
inoperable. after establishment of
steady state operation *
Perform SR 3.4.13.1 Once per 24 hours
OR
B.2  Analyze grab samples of Once per 24 hours
the containment
atmosphere
Reguired-containment Ci
Containment ventilation - NOTE -
unit condensate drain Not required until 12 hours
tank level monitor after establishment of
inoperable. steady state operation
Perform SR 3.4.13.1. Once per 24 hours
OR
C.2  Analyze grab samples of Once per 24 hours
the containment
atmosphere.
OR
C.3 Perform SR 3.4.15.1. Once per 8 hours
Catawba Units 1 and 2 3.4.15-3 Amendment Nos. 1734465




RCS Leakage Detection instrumentation

3.4.15
ACTIONS (continued)
D. Two of the three RCS D.1  Restore at least two of the | 30 days
leakage detection three RCS leakage
instrumentation detection instrumentation
subsystems inoperable subsystems to OPERABLE
Reguired-containment status Restore-required
: foactivi . ot ‘
ORERABLE-status- 30-days
AND
oR
Reguired-containment
ventilation-unit D2 Restore-required
monitorto-ORERABLE
status-
E. Required Action and E.1 Be in MODE 3. 6 hours
associated Completion
Time not met. AND
E.2 Bein MODES. 36 hours
F. All required monitors F.1 Enter LCO 3.0.3. Immediately
inoperable.

Catawba Units 1 and 2

3.4.15-4

Amendment Nos. 473465



RCS Leakage Detection instrumentation
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SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.4.15.1 Perform CHANNEL CHECK of the required containment | 12 hours
atmosphere particulate radioactivity monitor.

SR 3.4.15.2 Perform COT of the required containment atmosphere 92 days
particulate radioactivity monitor.

SR 3.4.15.3 Perform CHANNEL CALIBRATION of the required 18 months
containment floor and equipment sump level monitors.

SR 3.4.15.4 Perform CHANNEL CALIBRATION of the required 18 months
containment atmosphere particulate radioactivity monitor.

SR 3.4.15.5 Perform CHANNEL CALIBRATION of the required 18 months
containment ventilation unit condensate drain tank level
monitor.

SR 3.4.15.6 Perform CHANNEL CALIBRATION of the incore . 18 months

instrument sump level alarm.
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B 3.4 REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM (RCS)

B 3.4.15 RCS Leakage Detection Instrumentation

BASES

BACKGROUND GDC 30 of Appendix A to 10 CFR 50 (Ref. 1) requires means for
detecting and, to the extent practical, identifying the location of the source
of RCS LEAKAGE. Regulatory Guide 1.45 (Ref. 2) describes acceptable
methods for selecting leakage detection systems.

Leakage detection systems must have the capability to detect significant
reactor coolant pressure boundary (RCPB) degradation as soon after
occurrence as practical to minimize the potential for propagation to a
gross failure. Thus, an early indication or warning signa! is necessary to
permit proper evaluation of all unidentified LEAKAGE.

One method of detecting leakage into the containment is the containment
sump level monitoring system. This system includes the level
instrumentation in containment floor and equipment (CFAE) sump A and
CFAE sump B (Ref 3 and 5) and in the incore instrument sump (Ref 3).
The CFAE sumps are small sumps located on opposite sides of the
containment and outside of the crane wall. Any leakage in the lower
containment inside the crane wall would fall to the floor and run via
embedded floor drains to one of the two CFAE sumps. Any leakage
outside the crane wall would fall to the floor and gravity drain to these
sumps. The sump level rate of change, as calculated by the plant
computer, would indicate the input rate. This method of detection would
indicate in the Control Room a leak from any liquid system including the
Reactor Coolant System and the Main Steam and Feedwater Systems.
As leakage may go to either or both of the two CFAE sumps, a 1 gpm
sump input (cumulative between sumps A and B) is detectable in 1 hour
after leakage has reached the sumps. The incore instrument sump level
alarm offers another means of detecting leakage into the containment (Ref
3 and 5). The incore instrument sump level instrumentation provides an
alarm on the plant computer when the sump level increases to the Hi
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level. The incore instrument sump level instrumentation is capable of
detecting 1 gpm input within four hours after leakage has reached the
sump.

The environmental conditions during plant power operations and the
physical configuration of lower containment will delay

the total reactor coolant system leakage (including steam) from directly
entering the CFAE sump and subsequently, will lengthen the sump’s level
response time. Therefore, leakage detection by the CFAE sump will
typically occur following other means of leakage detection. Operaling
experience with high enthalpy primary and secondary water leaks
indicates that flashing of high temperature liquid produces steam and hot
water mist that is readily absorbed in the containment air. Much of the hot
water that initially hits the containment floor will evaporate in a low relative
humidity environment as it migrates towards a sump. Local low points
along the containment floor provide areas for water to form shallow pools
that increase transport time to one or more building sumps. The net effect
is that only a fraction of any high enthalpy water leakage will eventually
collect in a sump and early leak detection may rely on alternate methods.

The containment ventilation unit condensate drain tank (CVUCDT) level
ehange monitor offers another means of detecting leakage into the
containment. An abnormal level increase would indicate removal of
moisture from the containment by the containment air coolers. The plant
computer calculates the rate of change in level to detect a leak tank input
of 1 gpm after condensate has reached the tank.

The reactor coolant contains radioactivity that, when released to the
containment, can be detected by radlatuon momtonng mstrumentatnon

een&amnaken—er—eladdmg—deiee&s— U.S. NRC Regu/atory Guide (RG) 1.45,

“Reactor Coolant Pressure boundary Leakage Detection Systems,”
describes acceptable methods of implementing the requirements for
Ieakage detection systems. Although RG 1.45 is not a license condition, it
is generally accepted for use to support licensing basis. RG 1.45 states
that instrument sensitivities of 10° uCi/cc radioactivity for air particulate
monitoring are practical for leakage detection systems. The particulate
monitor at Catawba meets or exceeds this accepted sensitivity.

RG 1.45 also states that detector systems should be able to respond to a
one gpm, or its equivalent, leakage increase in one hour or less. The
particulate monitor at Catawba has demonstrated the capability of
detecting a 1.0 gpm leak within one hour at the sensitivity recommended
in Regulatory Guide 1.45 using the RCS corrosion product activities from
the UFSAR. Lower RCS activities will result in an increased detection
time. Since the particulate monitor meets the specified 10° uCi/cc
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sensitivity, they are designed in accordance with RG 1.45. The actual
alarm selpoints are set as low as practicable, considering the actual
concentration of radioactivity in the RCS and the containment background
radiation concentration

The operability of the particulate monitor is based upon an instrument
sensitivity > 10° uCi/cc, a Channel Check performed at a frequency of
every 12 hours, a Channel Operational Test performed at a frequency of
every 92 days, and a Channel Calibration performed at a frequency of
every 18 months.

An increase in humidity of the containment atmosphere would indicate
release of water vapor to the containment. Dew point temperature
measurements can thus be used to monitor humidity levels of the
containment atmosphere as an indicator of potential RCS LEAKAGE. A
1°F increase in dew point is well within the sensitivity range of available
instruments. Since the humidity level is influenced by several factors, a
quantitative evaluation of an indicated leakage rate by this means may be
questionable and should be compared to observed increases in liquid
level into the eontainment-floor-and-equipmentsump CFAE and
condensate level from air coolers. Humidity level monitoring is considered
most useful as an indirect alarm or indication to alert the operator to a
potential problem. Humidity monitors are not required by this LCO.

Air temperature and pressure monitoring methods may also be used to
infer unidentified LEAKAGE to the containment. Containment
temperature and pressure fluctuate slightly during plant operation, but a
rise above the normally indicated range of values may indicate RCS
leakage into the containment. The relevance of temperature and
pressure measurements are affected by containment free volume and, for
temperature, detector location. Alarm signals from these instruments can
be valuable in recognizing rapid and sizable leakage to the containment.
Temperature and pressure monitors are not required by this LCO.

The volume control tank (VCT) level change offers another means of
detecting leakage into containment (Ref 3). This enhances the diversity of
the leakage detection function as recommended in Regulatory Guide 1.45
(Ref 2). The VCT level instrumentation is not required by, nor can be
credited for, this LCO.

Once any alarm or indication of leakage is received from the RCS leakage
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detection instrumentation, conlrol room operators quickly evaluate all
available system parameters to assess RCS pressure boundary integrity.
These include VCT and pressurizer level indications and, if appropriate,
the RCS mass balance calculation. Response to RCS leakage is
addressed by LCO 3.4.13, “RCS Operational LEAKAGE.”

APPLICABLE The need to evaluate the severity of an alarm or an indication is important

SAFETY ANALYSES to the operators, and the ability to compare and verify with indications from
other systems is necessary. The system response times and sensitivities
are described in the UFSAR (Ref. 3 and 6). Multiple instrument locations
are utilized, if needed, to ensure that the transport delay time of the
leakage from its source to an instrument location yields an acceptable
overall response time.

The safety significance of RCS LEAKAGE varies widely depending oniits |
source, rate, and duration. Therefore, detecting and monitoring RCS
LEAKAGE into the containment area is necessary. Quickly separating the
identified LEAKAGE from the unidentified LEAKAGE provides quantitative |
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APPLICABLE SAFETY ANALYSES (continued)

information to the operators, allowing them to take corrective action
should a leakage occur detrimental to the safety of the unit and the public.

RCS leakage detection instrumentation satisfies Criterion 1 of 10 CFR
50.36 (Ref. 4).

LCO One method of protecting against large RCS leakage derives from the
ability of instruments to rapidly detect extremely small leaks. This LCO
requires instruments of diverse monitoring principles to be OPERABLE to
provide a high degree of confidence that extremely small leaks are
detected in time to allow actions to place the plant in a safe condition,
when RCS LEAKAGE indicates possible RCPB degradation.

The LCO is satisfied when monitors of diverse measurement means are
available. Thus, the containment floerand-equipment sump level moniter

mon:tormg system wwem@ma%ew#a—a—gaseeas—er—pameulate

: the part/culate
radioactivity momtor and the CVUCDT provide an acceptable minimum.

APPLICABILITY Because of elevated RCS temperature and pressure in MODES 1, 2, 3,
and 4, RCS leakage detection instrumentation is required to be
OPERABLE.

In MODE 5 or 6, the temperature is to be < 200°F and pressure is
maintained low or at atmospheric pressure. Since the temperatures and
pressures are far lower than those for MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4, the
likelihood of leakage and crack propagation are much smaller. Therefore,
the requirements of this LCO are not applicable in MODES 5 and 6.

ACTIONS A1, A2 andA.3 |

With the required containment floor-and-equipment sump level monitor

monitoring system inoperable, no-otherform-of-sampling-can-provide-the
equivalentinformation-however; the containment atmosphere particulate

radioactivity monitor and CVUCDT level monitor
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ACTIONS (continued)

will provide indications of changes in leakage. Fegetherwith-the
atmosphere-monitor, The periodic surveillance for RCS water inventory
balance, SR 3.4.13.1, must be performed at an increased frequency of

24 hours to provide information that is adequate to detect leakage; or grab
samples of the containment atmosphere must be taken and analyzed at a
frequency of every 24 hours; or SR 3.4.15.1, CHANNEL CHECK of the
containment atmosphere particulate radioactivity monitor performed at a
frequency of 8 hours.

Required Action A.1 is modified by a Note that states the RCS water
inventory balance is not required to be performed until 12 hours after
establishment of steady state operation in accordance with SR 3.4.13.1.
This Note allows exceeding the 24-hour completion time during non-
steady slate operation.

With a water inventory balance performed, or a sample obtained and
analyzed every 24 hours, or a CHANNEL CHECK every 8 hours,
continued operation is allowed since diverse indication of RCS LEAKAGE
remains OPERABLE.

B.1 and B.2

With beth-gaseous-and the particulate containment atmosphere
particulate radioactivity monitor menitering-irstrumentation-channels

inoperable, alternative action is required. Either water inventory balances,
in accordance with SR 3.4.13.1, must be performed or grab samples of
the containment atmosphere must be taken and analyzed or-waler

provude alternate penodlc mformatlon

Required Action B.1 is modified by a Note that states the RCS water
inventory balance is not required to be performed until 12 hours after
establishment of steady state operation in accordance with SR 3.4.13.1.
This Note allows exceeding the 24-hour completion time during non-
steady state operation.

With a water inventory balance performed or grab samples obtained and
analyzed every 24 hours, continued operation is allowed since diverse
indications of RCS LEAKAGE remains OPERABLE. The 24 hour interval
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provides periodic information that is adequate to detect leakage.

With the CVYUCDT level monitor inoperable, alternative action is again
required. Either a water inventory balance, in accordance with SR
3.4.18.1; or grab samples obtained and analyzed at a frequency of 24
hours; or SR 3.4.15.1, CHANNEL CHECK, of the containment
atmosphere particulate radioactivity monitor at 8-hour intervals, must be
performed to provide alternate periodic information. Required Action C.1
is modified by a Note that states the RCS water inventory balance is not
required to be performed until 12 hours after establishment of steady state
operation in accordance with SR 3.4.13.1. This Note allows exceeding
the 24-hour completion time during non-steady state operation.

Provided a water inventory balance is performed every 24 hours; or grab
samples taken and analyzed every 24 hours; or a CHANNEL CHECK of
the containment atmosphere particulate radioactivity monitor is performed
every 8 hours, reactor operation may continue while awaiting restoration
of the CVUCDT level monitor to OPERABLE status. The 24 and 8 hour
intervals provide periodic information that is adequate to detect RCS
LEAKAGE.
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ACTIONS (continued)

D.1 and-D:2

With two of the three RCS leakage detection instrumentation subsystems

moperable W+%h4he—requwed—eea&amment—a¥mesp¥me—nad+eae&mty

the required diverse means of leakage detection is not
available. The Required Action is to restore either of the inoperable
required monitors to OPERABLE status within 30 days to regain the
intended leakage detection diversity. The 30 day Completion Time
ensures that the plant will not be operated in a reduced configuration for a
lengthy time period.

E.1 and E.2

If a Required Action of Condition A, B, C, or D cannot be met, the plant
must be brought to a MODE in which the requirement does not apply. To
achieve this status, the plant must be brought to at least MODE 3 within
6 hours and to MODE 5 within 36 hours. The allowed Completion Times
are reasonable, based on operating experience, to reach the required
plant conditions from full power conditions in an orderly manner and
without challenging plant systems.

Ea

With all required monitors inoperable, no automatic means of monitoring
leakage are available, and immediate plant shutdown in accordance with
LCO 3.0.3 is required.

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.4.15.1

SR 3.4.15.1 requires the performance of a CHANNEL CHECK of the
required containment atmosphere particulate radioactivity monitor. The
check gives reasonable confidence that the channel is operating properly.
The Frequency of 12 hours is based on instrument reliability and is
reasonable for detecting off normal conditions.
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SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)

SR 3.4.15.2

SR 3.4.15.2 requires the performance of a COT on the containment
atmosphere particulate radioactivity monitor. The test ensures that a
signal from the monitor can generate the appropriate alarm associated
with the detection of a minimum 1 gpom RCS leak. The desired alarm is
derived from a digital database. Database manipulation concurrent with a
signal supplied from the detector verifies the operability of the required
alarm. The Frequency of 92 days considers instrument reliability, and
operating experience has shown that it is proper for detecting
degradation.

SR 3.4.15.3, SR 3.4.15.4, and SR 3.4.15.5, and SR 3.4.15.6

These SRs require the performance of a CHANNEL CALIBRATION for
each of the RCS leakage detection instrumentation channels. The
calibration verifies the accuracy of the instrument string, including the
instruments located inside containment. The Frequency of 18 months is a
typical refueling cycle and considers channel reliability. Again, operating
experience has proven that this Frequency is acceptable.

REFERENCES

1. 10 CFR 50, Appendix A, Section IV, GDC 30.
2. Regulatory Guide 1.45.
3. UFSAR, Section 5.2.5.

4. 10 CFR 50.36, Technical Specifications, (c)(2)(ii).
5. Catawba Safety Evaluation Report, Section 5.2.5
6. UFSAR, Table 5-10
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1.0 DESCRPTION

1.1 Introduction

Duke Energy Corporation (Duke) is submitting a license
amendment request (LAR) applicable to the Technical
Specifications and Facility Operating Licenses NPF-9 and
NPF-17 for McGuire Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2,
respectively; and NPF-35 and NPF-52 for Catawba Nuclear
Station, Units 1 and 2, respectively.

For McGuire, this LAR revises TS 3.4.15, RCS Leakage
Detection Instrumentation, and its associated Bases; and
Updated Final Safety Analysis Reports (UFSAR) Sections 1.7,
Division 1 Regulatory Guides; 5.2.7, Reactor Coolant
Pressure Boundary Leakage Detection System (and Table 5-
30); and 11.4.2.2.4, Containment Airborne Monitor, for
McGuire.

For Catawba, this LAR revises TS 3.4.15, RCS Leakage
Detection Instrumentation, and its associated Bases; and
UFSAR Sections 1.7.1, Regulatory Guides, 5.2.5, Detection
of Leakage Through Reactor Coolant Pressure Boundary (and
Table 5-10); and 11.5.1.2.2.2, Containment Airborne
Monitor, for Catawba.

1.2 McGuire and Catawba TS and Bases Changes

Currently McGuire LCO 3.4.15 contains the following:

“The following RCS leakage detection instrumentation shall
be OPERABLE:

a. The containment floor and equipment sump level
monitoring system;

b. One containment atmosphere gaseous radioactivity
monitor; and

c. Either the containment ventilation condensate drain
tank level monitor or the containment atmosphere
particulate radiocactivity monitor.”
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This LAR revises McGuire LCO 3.4.15 to state:

“The following RCS leakage detection instrumentation
shall be OPERABLE:

a.

The containment sump level monitoring system

(consisting of both the containment floor and
equipment sump level monitors and the incore

instrument sump level alarm);

One containment atmosphere particulate
radioactivity monitor; and

One containment ventilation unit condensate drain
tank level monitor.”

Currently Catawba LCO 3.4.15 contains the following:

“The following RCS leakage detection instrumentation
shall be OPERABLE:

a.

One containment floor and equipment sump level
monitor;

One containment atmosphere radioactivity monitor
(gaseous or particulate); and

One containment ventilation unit condensate drain
tank level monitor.”

This LAR revises Catawba LCO 3.4.15 to state:

*The following RCS leakage detection instrumentation
shall be OPERABLE:

a.

The containment sump level monitoring system

(consisting of both the containment floor and
equipment sump level monitors and the incore

instrument sump level alarm) ;|

One containment atmosphere particulate
radioactivity monitor; and
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C. One containment ventilation unit condensate drain
tank level monitor.

Condition A for McGuire and Catawba is being changed to be
applicable to the containment sump monitoring system (which
is now defined to include the incore instrument sump alarm)
and the Required Action and Completion Time is being
revised to be consistent with Condition C for the
containment ventilation unit condensate drain tank level
monitor. That is: perform SR 3.4.13.1, an RCS water
inventory balance, within a Completion Time of 24 hours; or
analyze grab samples of the containment atmosphere within
24 hours; or perform SR 3.4.15.1, CHANNEL CHECK, of the
containment atmosphere radioactivity monitor within a
Completion Time of 8 hours. In Required Action A.l, a Note
states that SR 3.4.13.1 is not required to be performed
until 12 hours after establishment of steady state
operation. This is because the RCS water inventory balance
must be performed with the reactor at steady state
operating conditions and near operating pressure. The
allowance of the proposed Note is consistent with NUREG-
1431, “Standard Technical Specifications Westinghouse
Plants,” (STS) and SR 3.4.13 itself. For clarification,
the Bases states this Note allows exceeding the 24-hour
completion time during non-steady state operation.

Condition B for McGuire and Catawba 1is being changed to be
applicable to the containment atmosphere particulate
monitor instead of the gaseous monitor which is being
removed from the TS. The same Note for SR 3.4.13.1 is
being added to Required Action B.l1l.

Condition C for Catawba is being changed to delete
“required,” since there is only one containment ventilation
unit condensate drain tank monitor. The same Note for SR
3.4.13.1 is being added to Required Action C.l. For
consistency at McGuire, this requires the addition of a new
CONDITION C along with Required Actions and Completion
Times, as shown below.
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CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
C. Containment ventilation | C.1 NOTE
unit condensate drain Not required until 12 hours
tank level monitor after establishment of
inoperable. steady state operation.
Perform SR 3.4.13.1 Once per 24 hours
OR
C.2 Analyze grab samples of Once per 24 hours
the containment
atmosphere.
OR
C.3 Perform SR 3.4.15.1. Once per 8 hours. -

Condition D for McGuire and Catawba is being changed to
address the condition where two of the three RCS leakage
detection instrumentation subsystems are inoperable. The
proposed revision for Condition D, with Required Action,
and Completion Time is shown below.

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
D. Two of the three RCS D.1 Restore at least two of the 30 days
leakage detection three RCS leakage
instrumentation detection instrumentation
subsystems inoperable. subsystems to OPERABLE
status.

Surveillance Requirements (SR) 3.4.15.1, 3.4.15.2, and
3.4.15.4 are being clarified to indicate that they now
apply to the particulate monitor. SR 3.4.15.1, 3.4.15.2,
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3.4.15.3, 3.4.15.4, and 3.4.15.5 are being revised to
remove “required,” since there is only one each of the
applicable leakage detection instrumentation subsystems. 2
new SR 3.4.15.6, Channel Calibration, is being added to
apply to the incore instrument sump level alarm. The
associated Bases are being adjusted to conform with the
above changes. The Catawba Bases for SR 3.4.15.2 is also
being clarified to add a description of the test to
demonstrate the alarm operability.

Following approval and implementation of the changes
contained in this LAR, TS 3.4.15 will be consistent at
McGuire and Catawba.

1.3 Discussion of Proposed Changes

The current McGuire and Catawba TS 3.4.15 do not include
either the incore instrument sump level alarm or the volume
control tank (VCT) level instrumentation as subsystems of
the RCS Leakage Detection Instrumentation. In regard to
RCS leakage detection, neither of these subsystems are
discussed in the associated Bases for TS 3.4.15, nor is
there a detailed discussion of the incore instrument sump
in the UFSAR. This LAR adds these two subsystems to the TS
3.4.15 Bases as additional diverse means of detecting
reactor coolant system leakage and addresses the compliance
with the applicable regulatory document, Regulatory Guide
1.45, "Reactor Coolant Pressure Boundary Leakage Detection
Systems,” (RG 1.45). Additionally, the incore instrument
sump level alarm, is being added to the containment sump
level monitoring system, along with the current containment
floor and equipment sump level monitors, as part of LCO
3.4.15.a.

Specifically, within this LAR, Duke is proposing to address
the design basis considerations listed below.

¢ Add the incore instrument sump level alarm to LCO
3.4.15.a with a new SR 3.4.15.6 and discuss these in
the Bases. The surveillance frequency of 18 months is
consistent with that for the containment floor and
equipment (CFAE) sump level monitoring
instrumentation. The Bases discussion and the
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forthcoming UFSAR revisions include this subsystem’s
degree of compliance with RG 1.45 as a diverse means
of leakage detection.

¢ Remove the option to use the containment atmosphere
gaseous radioactivity monitor for RCS leakage
detection instrumentation. These current TS
requirements are being transferred to the particulate
monitor. The Bases discussion and the forthcoming
UFSAR revisions include this subsystem’s degree of
compliance with RG 1.45 as a diverse means of leakage
detection.

e Add a new Condition D which applies when two of the
three RCS leakage detection instrumentation subsystems
are inoperable. The intent of this change is to
emphasize the diverse means available for leakage
detection and establish an appropriate Required Action
and Completion time.

e Add a VCT level change subsystem description to the
Bases, with a statement that this system enhances the
diversity of the leakage detection function as
recommended in RG 1.45. This subsystem is not to be
required by the LCO, similar to the current status of
instrumentation for containment humidity, temperature,
and pressure.

¢ Add to the Bases, a discussion of the containment
environmental conditions during plant power operations
and the physical configuration of lower containment in
regard to the total reactor coolant system leakage
(including steam) flow into the CFAE and incore
instrument sumps, since this phenomenon lengthens the
leakage detection response time. Also clarify that
these conditions mean that reactor coolant system
pressure boundary leakage detection by the CFAE and
incore instrument sumps will typically occur following
other means of leakage detection.
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¢ Add to the Bases, a discussion of control room
operator actions following an alarm or indication of
RCS leakage.

2.0 TECHNICAL JUSTIFICATION

2.1 Background

Current TS 3.4.15 requires that the CFAE sump level
monitoring instrumentation be operable to meet the TS
requirements for the RCS leakage detection instrumentation.
The Bases for this TS states that measurement of CFAE sump
level serves as the primary method of detecting leakage
into the containment. Additionally for McGuire, the
current TS 3.4.15 requires that one containment atmosphere
gaseous radioactivity monitor and either the containment
ventilation condensate drain tank level monitor or the
containment atmosphere particulate radioactivity monitor be
operable as well. For Catawba, this LCO requires that one
containment atmosphere radioactivity monitor (gaseous or
particulate) and one containment ventilation unit
condensate drain tank (CVUCDT) level monitor be operable as
well. This LAR proposes changes to the current McGuire and
Catawba TS requirements for each of the RCS leakage
detection instrumentation subsystems. The revised TS
places emphasis on providing diverse means to detect
leakage rather than identifying a primary means as is
currently the case with the CFAE sump monitoring system.
Also, this LAR clarifies the role of additional diverse
means (beyond the LCO requirements) that are available to
the plant operators to detect RCS leakage.

The incore instrument sump level alarm has not been
considered part of the operability requirements for TS
3.4.15. The McGuire UFSAR Section 5.2.7 and Catawba UFSAR
Section 5.2.5 identify design features for detecting
leakage inside containment. However, in describing the
leakage detection systems, the UFSARs do not discuss the
incore instrument area in detail, since leakage into the
area is not expected under normal operating conditions- and
actual operating experience confirms this. This LAR
enhances the McGuire and Catawba licensing basis by adding
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the incore sump level instrumentation to each plant’s TS
and Bases.

In 1973, the NRC provided guidance in Regulatory Guide 1.45
for detecting RCS leakage using containment atmosphere
radiation monitors. Subsequent to the RG 1.45 guidance,
the NRC has published clarification that instruments with a
sensitivity of 107° uCi/cc for air particulate monitoring
are designed in accordance with RG 1.45 position even for
situations wherein the monitor’s response exceeds the RG
1.45 position C.5 for a response time of 1 gpm within 1
hour (reference NRC enclosure dated July 18, 2002
ML021750004). Both McGuire and Catawba radiation
particulate monitors meet or exceed the RG 1.45 sensitivity
recommendation of 1077 uCi/cc and, therefore, an exception
is requested to the RG 1.45 recommendation to respond to a
1 gpm leak within 1 hour. This LAR revises the TS, Bases,
and UFSARs to accurately reflect the capabilities of the
atmosphere radioactivity monitors in regard to RG 1.45, and
emphasize this subsystem’s role in providing diverse means
to detect RCS leakage.|

2.2 Containment Sump Level Monitoring System

Several references are in this document that use the term
“incore.” For the purpose of this amendment, the incore
instrument sump is in the corner of the incore instrument
area and is located under the reactor vessel. This sump
contains the incore instrument sump level instrumentation.
The incore instrument room is outside the crane wall at the
seal table. The incore instrument tunnel is the sloped
space between the incore instrument area and the incore
instrument room.

One method of detecting leakage into the containment is by
measurement of the CFAE sump level. Sumps (A and B) are .
located on opposite sides of the containment outside the
crane wall. Any leakage that falls to the floor inside the
crane wall will drain through crane wall penetrations at
floor level (at McGuire) or run through embedded floor
drains (at Catawba) to one of the two sumps. Any leakage
outside the crane wall that falls onto the floor will
gravity drain to these sumps. The sump level rate of
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change, as calculated by the operator aid computer (OAC),
would indicate the leakage rate. This method of detection
would indicate in the control room and may represent a
water leak from either the Reactor Coolant System or the
Main Steam and Feedwater Systems. A 1 gpm leak (cumulative
in both sump A and B) is detectable within a time period of
one hour after leakage has reached the sump.

Duke has determined that the existing level instrumentation
in the incore instrument sump would not detect a 1 gpm leak
within a one hour time period. Thus, the current incore
instrument sump level alarm does not meet the requirements
of RG 1.45, Position C.5.] Neither does the instrumentation
meet Position C.7 for indication in the control room,
Position C.8 for testing during plant operation, nor prior
to approval of this LAR, Position C.9 for inclusion in the
plants’ Technical Specifications. These exceptions are
discussed further below. However, the existing
instrumentation does provide detection of leakage as
discussed in Position C.3. This LAR addresses these issues
by adding the incore instrument sump level alarm to LCO
3.4.15.a, adding a discussion of the incore instrument sump
level alarm to the TS 3.4.15 Bases, and by revising McGuire
UFSAR Section 5.2.7 and Table 5-30 and Catawba UFSAR
Section 5.2.5 and Table 5-10 to agree with the license
bases changes contained in this LAR. The TS and Bases
changes are included within this LAR submittal package.
Appropriate changes to the plants’ UFSARs will be submitted
to the NRC in accordance with 10 CFR 50.71(e) and these
changes will note the exceptions being taken to RG 1.45.

The Bases for TS 3.4.15 specifically discusses level
instruments associated with the two CFAE sumps. RG 1.45
permits the use of various instrumentation to detect RCS
leakage, with a sensitivity equivalent to 1 gpm within a
one hour period. This is true for the CFAE sump 1eveH
instrumentation, but not for the incore instrument sump
level alarm. Although the incore instrument sump level
alarm is not as sensitive as that of the CFAE sumps, a 1
gpm leak detection capability within less than three hours
(once leakage has reached the sump) is available. In order
to provide some margin, the McGuire and Catawba licensing
bases are being changed to state a four-hour response time.

10
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The ability of the incore instrument sump subsystem to
detect a primary system pressure boundary leak is not a
current TS requirement. This LAR adds it to LCO 3.4.15.a
and the Bases and forthcoming UFSAR revisions will discuss
the exceptions in its capabilities to meet the RG 1.45
criteria. These exceptions are also identified within this
LAR submittal document. The incore instrument sump alarm
subsystem enhances the diversity of the RCS leakage
detection function as permitted by RG 1.45.

For both McGuire and Catawba, the incore instrument sump
level will alarm at a level of approximately 11" above the
sump floor, and thus is capable of detecting a leak of
approximately 170 gallons or a sump input rate of 1 gpm in
approximately 2 hours 50 minutes, once leakage has reached
the. The incore instrument sump level alarm provides a
level indication alarm in the control room. Although
leakage in this area is not typical, there are potential
reactor coolant leak locations that would be indicated by
the incore sump level. The alarm response for this leakage
refers operators to TS 3.4.13, RCS Operational Leakage, for
limiting conditions for operations with unidentified
leakage. This sump level instrumentation will now be
required by TS and will provide a means of detecting
leakage into the incore instrument sump and an additional
means of detecting reactor coolant system leakage. When
accumulated liquid volume in the sump reaches the alarm
level, leakage would be detectable by means of the level
instrumentation as described above.

As described above, the incore instrument sump level alarm
cannot detect a one gpm leak within one hour and is an
exception to position C.5 of Regulatory Guide 1.45. The
incore instrument sump level alarm does not provide
indication to control room for converting to a common
leakage equivalent, and is likewise an exception to
position C.7. The incore instrument sump level alarm is
located under the reactor vessel where radiation levels
restrict all personnel access for testing of operability
and calibration during plant operation, and thereby is an
exception to position C.8. Based on the latter limitation,
the surveillance frequency for the incore instrument sump
alarm is being proposed as 18 months, coinciding with

11
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refueling outages and consistent with that for the CFAE
sump level monitoring instrumentation. In that leakage
into the incore instrument area under the reactor vessel is
not expected during normal plant operation, and that TS-
controlled diverse means remain available for detection of
leakage by means of the CFAE sump level monitor, the CVUCDT
level monitor, and the containment atmosphere particulate
radiocactivity monitor, plus additional non-TS diverse
means, these exceptions to the recommendations of
Regulatory Guide 1.45 do not prevent the timely
identification of any postulated reactor coolant pressure
boundary leakage.

2.3 Containment Atmosphere Radioactivity Monitors

TS LCO 3.4.15 allows use of either the gaseous or the
particulate monitor to satisfy the requirements for one
containment atmosphere radioactivity monitor. Due to
improved fuel integrity and resulting reduced RCS
radioactivity levels, the gaseous channel of the
containment atmosphere radiation monitor has become less
effective for RCS leakage detection. Therefore, the
gaseous monitor is being proposed for deletion from the TS.
Following approval of this LAR, the containment atmosphere
radiocactivity monitoring requirement of LCO 3.4.15 will be
fulfilled by the particulate channel. The containment
atmosphere gaseous monitor will continue to be maintained
and available at both McGuire and Catawba in accordance
with normal non-TS equipment practices and procedures to
provide additional diverse means of detecting a RCS leak to
containment.

Regulatory Guide 1.45 states that instrument sensitivities
of 107° uCi/cc radioactivity for air particulate monitoring
are practical for leakage detection systems. As both
McGuire and Catawba meet or exceed this accepted
sensitivity, Duke proposes the operability of the

12
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particulate monitors to be based upon the following
conditions:

Instrument sensitivity > 107 uCi/cc

Channel Check frequency every 12 hours

Channel Operational Test frequency every 92 days
Channel Calibration frequency every 18 months

RG 1.45 also states that detector systems should respond to
a one gpm, or its equivalent, leakage increase in one hour
or less. The particulate monitors at both McGuire and
Catawba have demonstrated capabilities of detecting a 1.0
gpm leak within one hour at the sensitivity recommended in
Regulatory Guide 1.45 using the RCS corrosion product
activities as provided in the UFSAR. However, recently
measured RCS activities are significantly lower than those
provided in the USFAR. Lower RCS activities will result in
an increased detection time. This LAR requests an
exemption from the 1 gpm in one hour detection capability
recommendation for the particulate monitors as stated in RG
1.45. Analyses based on measured RCS radioactivity
concentrations from February 2005, current background
levels in containment, and conservative particulate
transmission assumptions, have been conducted. Based on
probable operating conditions, the estimated time it would
take for the containment atmosphere particulate monitor to
detect a 1 gpm leak ranges from 1 to 10 hours, which
corresponds to 100% power and hot zero power operating
conditions. The 100% power condition is the most probable
power level based on operating history.

Industry operating experience has shown particulate
monitors to be effective in detecting primary system
leakage and the current particulate monitors at McGuire and
Catawba meet or exceed the accepted 107° uCi/cc sensitivity
as stated in RG 1.45. Since the monitors meet the
specified 107° uCi/cc sensitivity, they are designed in
accordance with RG 1.45. Therefore, Duke requests an
exemption from the response time objective of 1 gpm in 1
hour as stated in RG 1.45 and proposes that the instrument
operability requirements be based on the conditions
discussed above.

13
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Following deletion of the gaseous channel from the LCO, as
discussed above, additional diverse means of leakage
detection will continue to be available to provide RCS

leakage detection capability at both McGuire and Catawba.

2.4 Diverse Means of Detecting Reactor Coolant Leakage

The proposed changes to TS LCO 3.4.15 specify three diverse
means of detecting RCS leakage: 1) the containment sump
monitoring system (which will now include both the CFAE
sumps and the incore instrument sump), 2) the containment
atmosphere particulate radioactivity monitor, and 3) the
CVUCDT. As itemized below, there are other existing
considerations which contribute to the diverse capability
the plant operators have to detect RCS leakage.

* McGuire and Catawba operating experience indicates
that high temperature primary and secondary water
leaks produce steam and hot water mist that is readily
absorbed in the containment atmosphere. Much of the
hot water that reaches the containment floor will
evaporate in the low-humidity environment as it
migrates to the containment sumps. The net effect is
that any high enthalpy/high temperature system leakage
is detectable in part by the containment atmosphere
radiocactivity monitor, the CVUCDT, and the CFAE and
incore instrument sumps.

¢ Forced ventilation serves the incore instrument area
under the reactor vessel for McGuire and Catawba.
This ventilation is supplied to the area under the
reactor vessel from the lower containment ventilation
system. By maintaining forced ventilation, the air
volume of the incore instrument area is replaced at a
frequent rate. This provides for transportation of
moisture and/or radioactivity with the return air to
lower containment from any postulated reactor coolant
system leak within this area, and the detection of
leakage by either the CVUCDT monitor or the
containment atmosphere radioactivity monitors.

14



Attachment 2

Description of Proposed Changes and Technical Justification

e VCT level monitoring provides an additional diverse
means for detection of reactor coolant pressure
boundary leakage. A change in VCT level rate-of-
change is detectable by control room operators as a
potential leak in the reactor coolant pressure
boundary.

The function of the CVUCDT in regard to RCS leakage
detection is being clarified within this LAR to state that
the leakage is detectable within the required response time
after condensate has reached the tank, and for McGuire,
strengthened by the addition of a new TS Condition,
Required Actions, and Completion Time. Requirements for
the containment atmosphere particulate radioactivity
channel will remain in LCO 3.4.15 and these include the
requirement to analyze grab samples or perform an RCS mass
balance calculation (SR 3.4.13.1, which along with SR
3.4.15.1, Channel Check, will also now be required for an
inoperable CVUCDT) once per 24 hours in case of
inoperability. The proposed revisions to Condition A
specifies Required Actions and Completion Times for the
containment sump monitoring system that are consistent with
these corresponding TS requirements for the other two RCS
leakage detection subsystems. The mass balance calculation
can provide the control room operators with indication of a
1 gpm leak. Further, there are other non-TS containment
temperature and pressure instrumentation indications
available in the control room and these contribute to the
operators’ ability to detect RCS leakage.

The changes proposed in this LAR emphasize a diverse
approach to providing RCS leakage detection capability as
encouraged by RG 1.45. Thus, the revised Condition A for
the containment sump level monitoring system has a Required
Action and Completion Time that does not require a plant
shutdown. The proposed changes to TS 3.4.15 require that
the 30-day shutdown requirement be invoked when two of the
three leakage detection subsystems are inoperable (new
Condition D). Duke considers the risk significance of the
RCS leakage detection instrumentation to be low. The
instrumentation systems covered by TS 3.4.15 are not
modeled in either the McGuire or Catawba PRA, thus the
proposed TS controls are considered to be appropriately
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stringent based on the safety significance of these
components.

2.5 Applicable Regulatory Criteria

General Design Criteria (GDC) 30, "Quality of Reactor
Coolant Pressure Boundary", contained in Appendix A to 10
CFR 50, "General Design Criteria of Nuclear Power Plants",
requires that a means be provided for detecting, and to the
extent practical, identifying the location of the source of
reactor coolant leakage. RG 1.45 describes acceptable
methods of implementing this requirement with regard to the
selection of leakage detection systems for the reactor
coolant pressure boundary.

RG 1.45 is a part of the McGuire and Catawba licensing
bases. The TS Bases states that RG 1.45 describes
acceptable methods for selecting leakage detection systems,
and both of the McGuire and Catawba UFSARs state that RG
1.45 was adopted with comment, the comment being related to
seismic qualification and unrelated to the issue of
instrumentation sensitivity.

RG 1.45 emphasizes the importance of early leak detection
in the prevention of accidents and encourages improvements
in leak detection techniques. The RG describes various
acceptable methods of detecting RCS leakage including sump
level, tank level, and gaseous and particulate radiation
monitors. Although the RG does not attempt to describe all
possible floor drain/sump arrangements, it is reasonable to
conclude that the RG intends for the sump level
instrumentation to reflect the cumulative leakage to the
floor throughout the Containment Building. This would
include the area inside the crane wall, the pipe chase, and
the incore instrument area.

RG 1.45 further recognizes that some methods, such as
radiation monitors may be ineffective during certain
periods of operation. The RG recognizes that other
detection methods may be developed although it does not
explicitly suggest substitution of alternate methods in
lieu of the recommended methods.
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10 CFR 50.36 is the NRC regulation that addresses the
content of TS at nuclear power plants. Following review of
this regulation, Duke has determined that the incore
instrument sump level alarm should be included in the
McGuire and Catawba TS LCO 3.4.15.a and discussed in the
associated Bases, since it contributes to ensuring the
integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary.

The applicable section of the NRC Safety Evaluation Report
for McGuire and Catawba is Section 5.2.5, Reactor Coolant
Pressure Boundary Leakage Detection System.

Appropriate discussions that reflect the changes contained
in this LAR will be added to the McGuire and Catawba UFSARSs
in accordance with 10 CFR 50.71(e).

2.6 Leak-Before-Break

In light of the RCS leakage detection capabilities of the
containment incore instrument sump level alarm and the
containment atmosphere radioactivity monitors, the
technical bases for applying the leak-before-break concept
to McGuire and Catawba were reviewed.

The leak-before-break analysis (LBB) for large diameter
primary piping for McGuire was submitted by Reference 1 and
approved by the NRC in Reference 2, and submitted for
Catawba in References 3 and 4 and approved by the NRC in
References 5 and 6. Each of these analyses calculated a
leak through a postulated leakage flaw that is large
relative to the sensitivity of the plants’ leak detection
systems, consistent with RG 1.45. That is, the capability
of the incore instrument sump level alarm to detect a 1 gpm
leak in four hours and the capability of the atmosphere
particulate radiocactivity monitor, as described above, is
adequate to ensure identification of a leak bounded by the
LBB methodology, since sufficient margin in initial leakage
and flaw stability has been demonstrated.

The current structural design basis for the McGuire reactor
coolant system (RCS) primary loops requires that pipe
breaks be postulated as defined in the approved
Westinghouse WCAP-8082 (Reference 7). The postulated pipe
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break locations for the main coolant loop are identified in
UFSAR Table 3-21. The leak rate predictions of Enclosure A
of Reference 1, WCAP-10585 (Reference 8), which is
McGuire’s LBB analysis, identifies a critical flaw size of
29.33 inches long in the hot leg piping (2.31 inches thick)
and establishes a postulated leak rate of 96 gpm using an
initial through wall crack of 7.5 inches long. This
provides a margin of approximately 4 between the critical
flaw size and the postulated leakage flaw size, and a
margin of 96 between the postulated leak rate and the
present leak detection capacity identified as McGuire's
licensing basis (i.e., the ability to detect leakage of 1
gpm within 1 hour as recommended by RG 1.45).

The current structural design basis for the Catawba reactor
coolant system (RCS) primary loops requires that pipe
breaks be postulated as defined in the approved
Westinghouse WCAP-8082 (Reference 7). The postulated pipe
break locations for the main coolant loop are identified in
UFSAR Table 3-20. The leak rate predictions of Enclosure A
of Reference 4, Westinghouse Topical Report WCAP-10546
(Reference 9), which is Catawba's LBB analysis, identifies
a critical flaw size of 32.5 inches long in the cross over
piping (2.61 inches thick) and establishes a postulated
leak rate of 10 gpm using an initial through wall crack of
7.5 inches long. This provides a margin of greater than 4
between the critical flaw size and the postulated leakage
flaw size and a margin of approximately 10 between the
postulated leak rate and the present leak detection
capacity identified as Catawba's licensing basis (i.e., the
ability to detect leakage of 1 gpm within 1 hour as
recommended by RG 1.45).

The underlying technical basis for LBB is based on a leak
rate alone. Extension of the 1 hour timeframe discussed in
RG 1.45 and the McGuire and Catawba LBB analyses does not
affect the technical basis for the fracture mechanics
analyses demonstrating LBB. There is no credible failure
mechanism associated with the RCS piping/components that
would lead to crack propagation from the reference leakage
crack size of 7.5 in. to the critical flaw size in a short
period of time. Fatigue, intergranular stress corrosion
cracking, and primary water stress corrosion cracking are
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relatively slow failure mode processes.

Therefore,

a crack

producing a leak rate as predicted by the LBB analyses
would not grow measurably under any of these individual or
collective failure modes in a short period of time.

the LBB analyses indicate that given the
leakage crack size associated with a referenced leak (based
on RG 1.45 leak rate detection capability of 1 gpm

Furthermore,

multiplied by a safety factor of 10),

the crack is stable

under the worst case design load combination of deadweight,

pressure,

indicated above,

thermal expansion,

and seismic (SSE) loads. As
there is a factor of safety of

approximately 4 between the reference leakage crack size
and the critical crack size.

2.7

Precedent Licensing Actions

The following table summarizes previous approvals for leak
detection response times for radioactivity monitors.

Plant Date Monitor response | Assumption
Byron and January 1 gpm detection realistic
Braidwood 14, 2005 in 7.3 hours activity levels
SER (particulate)
NRC July 18, 10™ uCi/cc N/A
response to | 2002 sensitivity for
3 questions RG 1.45
ML021750004 compliance
(particulate)
Indian January 1 gpm detection Realistic
Point 3 30, 2002 in 4 to 7 hours activity levels
SER and (particulate) and
October 70 hours
25, 2001 (gaseous)
letter
Crystal June 14, 1 gpm detection 0.1 % failed fuel
River 1999 SER in 1 hour from plant
(particulate) and | environmental
14 hours report

(gaseous)
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Plant Date Monitor response |Assumption
St Lucie May 27, 1 gpm detection 0.1% failed fuel
1999 in 18.1 hours
Safety (particulate) and |’
Assessment | 15.1 hours
(gaseous)
Turkey May 27, 1 gpm detection 1% failed fuel
Point 1999 in 1 hour
Safety (particulate) and
Assessment | 4 hours (gaseous)

A random sample of other Technical Specifications within
the industry identified several plants! that rely upon only
two leakage detection subsystems, and consequently, permit
continuous plant operation with two leakage detection
subsystems operable; with shutdown being required when only
one leakage detection system is operable. McGuire and
Catawba similarly propose to limit the plant shutdown
requirement to conditions where there is only one leakage
detection subsystem operable (i.e., two of the three
leakage detection subsystems are inoperable).

3.0 CONCLUSION

Based on the above discussion, an effective RCS leakage
detection system must depend on diverse methods of
detection and these diverse methods must be able to detect
significant Reactor Coolant System pressure boundary
degradation as soon after occurrence as practical to
minimize the potential for gross boundary failure. This
LAR clarifies the alternate and diverse means available for
RCS leakage detection at McGuire and Catawba. RG 1.45
recommends that the sensitivity and response time of each
leakage detection system be adequate to detect a leakage
rate, or its equivalent, of 1 gpm in less than one hour.

! Plants identified include Calvert Cliffs, Hatch, San Onofre, Brunswick, Farley, Braidwood, Byron, and
Oconee.
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The RG recognizes that variables exist that make some
methods of leakage detection ineffective and untimely under
certain operating conditions so that diverse detection
methods and consideration of delay time are appropriate and
required. The design of the McGuire and Catawba RCS
leakage detection system incorporates diverse methods of
detection as currently required by TS 3.4.15 and emphasized
by this LAR. Additionally other diverse methods of leakage
detection are available, such as containment humidity, air
temperature, and pressure monitoring. Further, the current
UFSARs describe an additional method for leakage detection
via changes in the VCT level, which uses as its basis, the
makeup demand for the RCS. The VCT level change trend is
very useful to the control room operators but is not
required by the TS LCO 3.4.15.

The incore instrument sump is not currently covered by the
TS, nor discussed in detail in the UFSARs, in regard to
reactor coolant leakage detection, but it is concluded that
it should be controlled by TS and included in the McGuire
and Catawba licensing bases since it serves as a diverse
means of detecting RCS leakage and contributes to ensuring
the integrity of the reactor coolant pressure boundary.

The changes proposed in this LAR enhances the McGuire and
Catawba TS and licensing bases.

While the proposed amendment eliminates the gaseous channel
from LCO 3.4.15, it results in a more restrictive
requirement in the LCO for the containment atmosphere
particulate radioactivity monitor for the particulate
channel. ‘

This LAR proposes additions that strengthen the TS controls
for the McGuire and Catawba RCS leakage detection
instrumentation. Following implementation of this LAR, the
TS will continue to require diverse means of leakage
detection with the capability to detect RCS leakage such
that adequate margin is maintained with the NRC-approved
LBB analyses for both McGuire and Catawba.
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Duke Energy Corporation (Duke) has made the determination
that this license amendment request (LAR) involves No
Significant Hazards Consideration through the application of
the standards established by the NRC’s regulations in 10 CFR
50.92. These three standards are discussed below.

1. Would implementation of the changes proposed in this LAR
involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated?

No. The changes contained in this LAR have been
evaluated and determined to not increase the probability
or consequences of an accident previously evaluated. The
proposed changes do not make any hardware changes and do
not alter the configuration of any plant structure,
system, or component. The proposed changes: 1) remove
the containment atmosphere gaseous radioactivity monitor
as an option for meeting the operability requirements of
TS 3.4.15 and replaces it with the particulate
radioactivity monitor, 2) adds the incore instrument sump
and its level instrumentation to the McGuire and Catawba
licensing basis contained in the TS, the Bases, and the
Updated Final Safety Analysis Reports, and 3) makes other
low risk changes to TS 3.4.15. None of the containment
Reactor Coolant System (RCS) leakage detection
instrumentation systems are initiators of any accident;
therefore, the probability of occurrence of an accident
is not increased. The McGuire and Catawba licensing
bases will continue to require diverse means of detecting
reactor coolant system (RCS) leakage, thus ensuring that
leakage due to cracks would continue to be identified
prior to breakage and the plant would be shutdown
accordingly. Therefore the consequences of an accident
are not increased.

2. Would implementation of the changes proposed in this LAR
" create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated?

No. The changes proposed in this LAR do not involve the
use or installation of any ecquipment that is less
conservative than that already installed and in use. No
new or different system interactions are created and no
new processes are introduced. The proposed changes will
not introduce any new failure mechanisms, malfunctions,
or accident initiators not already considered in the
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design and licensing basis. The proposed changes do not
affect any structure, system, or component associated
with an accident initiator. Based on these
considerations, the proposed changes do not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated.

3. Would implementation of the changes proposed in this LAR
involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

No. The changes proposed in this LAR do not make any
alteration to any RCS leakage detection components. The
proposed changes only remove the containment atmosphere
gaseous radioactivity monitors as an option for meeting
the operability requirements for TS 3.4.15 and replace
it with the more responsive particulate radioactivity
monitor. Since the level of radioactivity in the
McGuire and Catawba reactor coolant has become much
lower than what was assumed in the original licensing
bases, the gaseous channel can no longer detect a small
RCS leak consistent with the plants’ leak-before-break
(LBB) analyses. Conservative additions are being made
to TS 3.4.15 in order to include controls for the incore
instrument sump level instrumentation and to require a
plant shutdown when two of the three leakage detection
subsystems are inoperable. The changes contained in the
LAR are not risk significant since the RCS leakage
detection instrumentation is not credited in the McGuire
and Catawba probabilistic risk assessments. The
proposed amendment continues to require diverse means of
leakage detection equipment with the capability to
promptly detect RCS leakage well within the margin of
the LBB analyses. Based on this evaluation, the
proposed changes do not involve a significant reduction
in a margin of safety.

Conclusion

Based upon the preceding discussion, Duke has concluded that
this LAR does not involve a significant hazards
consideration.
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Environmental Assessment/Impact Statement

A review of this license amendment request has determined it
would change a requirement with respect to the installation or
use of a facility component located within the restricted area,
as defined in 10 CFR 20. However, the proposed changes do not
involve: (i) a significant hazards consideration (see Attachment
3), (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 changes meet 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
this license amendment request.





