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JAN 2 22007
SERIAL: BSEP 06-0 129 10 CER 50.90
TSC-2006-06

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

Subject: Brunswick Steam Electric Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 2
Docket Nos. 50-325 and 50-324/License Nos. DPR-71 and DPR-62
Request for License Amendments Regarding Linear Heat Generation Rate and
Core Operating Limits Report References for ARE VA NP Fuel

Ladies and Gentlemen:

In accordance with the Code of Federal Regulations, Title 10, Part 50.90, Carolina
Power & Light Company (CP&L), now doing business as Progress Energy Carolinas, Inc.,
is requesting a revision to the Technical Specifications (TSs) for the Brunswick Steam
Electric Plant (BSEP), Unit Nos. 1 and 2. The proposed license amendments revise:
(1) Technical Specification 5.6.5, "Core Operating Limits Report (COLR)," to add
references to ARE VA NP analytical methods that will be used to determine core operating
limits, and (2) add a new Technical Specification 3.2.3, "Linear Heat Generation Rate
(LHGR)," add a new definition to Technical Specification 1. 1 for LHGR, and revise
Technical Specifications 3.4.1 and 3.7.6 to incorporate restrictions on LHGR when in
single recirculation loop operation or with an inoperable Turbine Bypass System. An
evaluation of the proposed license amendments is provided in Enclosure 1.

CP&L has evaluated the proposed change in accordance with 10 CER 50.9 1(a)(1), using
the criteria in 10 CER 50.92(c), and determined that this change involves no significant
hazards considerations.

CP&L is providing, in accordance with 10 CER 50.9 1(b), a copy of the proposed license
amendment to the designated representative for the State of North Carolina.

CP&L requests approval of the proposed amendments by January 30, 2008. Once
approved, the Unit 1 amendment shall be implemented prior to start-up from the 2008
Unit 1 refueling outage and the Unit 2 amendment shall be implemented prior to start-up
from the 2009 Unit 2 refueling outage.

There are no regulatory commitments associated with this submittal. Please refer any
questions regarding this submittal to Mr. Randy C. Ivey, Manager - Support Services, at
(910) 457-2447.

P.O. Boo 10429
Southport, NC 28461Cc

T> 910.457.3698
F> 910.457.2803
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I declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on
January 22, 2007.

Sincerely,

7James Scarola

WRM/wrm

Enclosures:
1 . Evaluation of Proposed License Amendment Requests
2. ARE VA NP BWR Approved Topical Reports for Brunswick Units 1 and 2

Technfical Specification COLR References
3. GNIF BWR Approved Topical Reports for Brunswick Units 1 and 2 Technical

Specification COLRZ References
4. Marked-up Technical Specification Pages - Unit 1
5. Typed Technical Specification Pages - Unit 1
6. Typed Technical Specification Pages - Unit 2
7. Marked-up Technical Specification Bases Pages - Unit 1 (For Information Only)
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cc (with enclosures):

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Region II
ATTN: Dr. William D. Travers, Regional Administrator
Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center
61 Forsyth Street, SW, Suite 23T85
Atlanta, GA 30303-8931

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
ATTN: Mr. Eugene M. DiPaolo, NRC Senior Resident Inspector
8470 River Road
Southport, NC 28461-8869

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (Electronic Copy Only)
ATTN: Mr. Stewart N. Bailey (Mail Stop OWEN 8B1)
11555 Rockville Pike
Rockville, MD 20852-2738

Ms. Jo A. Sanford
Chair - North Carolina Utilities Commission
P.O. Box 29510
Raleigh, NC 27626-05 10

Ms. Beverly 0. Hall, Section Chief
Radiation Protection Section, Division of Environmental Health
North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources
3825 Bar-rett Drive
Raleigh, NC 27609-7221
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Evaluation of Proposed License Amendment Requests

Subject: Request for License Amendments Regarding Linear Heat Generation Rate
Requirements and Core Operating Limits Report References for ARE VA NP
Fuel

1.0 Description

This letter is a request by Carolina Power & Light Company (CP&L), now doing business as
Progress Energy Carolinas, Inc., to amend the Technical Specifications of Renewed
Operating Licenses DPR-71 and DPR-62 for the Brunswick Steam Electric Plant (BSEP),
Unit Nos. 1 and 2.

The proposed license amendments will revise: (1) Technical Specification 5.6.5, "Core
Operating Limits Report (COLR)," to add references to ARE VA NP analytical methods that
will be used to determine core operating limits, and (2) add a new Technical
Specification 3.2.3, "Linear Heat Generation Rate (LHGR)," add a new definition to
Technical Specification 1. 1 'for LHGR, and revise Technical Specifications 3.4.1 and 3.7.6 to
incorporate restrictions on LHGR when in single recirculation loop operation or with an
inoperable Turbine Bypass System.

These proposed Technical Specification changes are needed to support the transition to
ARE VA NP fuel, and to ARE VA NP core design and analysis services. CP&L is planning to
begin using AREVA NP fuel starting with the BSEP, Unit 1 refueling outage scheduled for
March 2008 and the BSEP, Unit 2 refueling outage scheduled for February 2009.

2.0 Proposed Changes

Core Operating Limits Report Methodologies

Technical Specification 5.6.5, "Core Operating Limits Report (COLR)," item b, is being
revised as shown below. The specific changes to Technical Specification 5.6.5, item b, are
shown in bold typeface.

b. The analytical methods used to determine the core operating limits shall be
those previously reviewed and approved by the NRC, specifically those
described in the following documents:

1. NEDE-2401 1-P-A, General Electric Standard Application for Reactor
Fuel.

2. XN-NF-81 -58(P)(A), RODEX2 Fuel Rod Thermal-Mechanical
Response Evaluation Model.
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3. XN-NF-85-67(P)(A), Generic Mechanical Design for Exxon
Nuclear Jet Pump BWR. Reload Fuel.

4. EMF-85-74(P) Supplement 1(P)(A) and Supplement 2(P)(A),
RODEX2A (BWR) Fuel Rod Thermal-Mechanical Evaluation
Model.

5. ANF-89-98(P)(A), Generic Mechanical Design Criteria for BWR
Fuel Designs.

6. XN-NF-80-19(P)(A) Volume 1, Exxon Nuclear Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors - Neutronic Methods for Design and
Analysis.

7. XN-NF-80-19(P)(A) Volume 4, Exxon Nuclear Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors: Application of the ENC Methodology to
BWR Reloads.

8. EMF-2158(P)(A), Siemens Power Corporation Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors: Evaluation and Validation of
CASMO-4/MICROBURN-B2.

9. XN-NF-80-19(P)(A) Volume 3, Exxon Nuclear Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors, THERMEX: Thermal Limits
Methodology Summary Description.

10. XN-NF-84-105(P)(A) Volume 1, XCOBRA-T: A Computer Code
for BWR Transient Thermal-Hydraulic Core Analysis.

11. ANF-524(P)(A), ANF Critical Power Methodology for Boiling
Water Reactors.

12. ANF-913(P)(A) Volume 1, COTRANSA2: A Computer Program
for Boiling Water Reactor Transient Analyses.

13. ANF-1358(P)(A), The Loss of Feedwater Heating Transient in
Boiling Water Reactors

14. EM[F-2209(P)(A), SPCB Critical Power Correlation.

15. EMF-2245(P)(A), Application of Siemens Power Corporation's
Critical Power Correlations to Co-Resident Fuel.

16. EMF-2361(P)(A), EXEM BWR-2000 ECCS Evaluation Model.
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17. EMF-2292(P)(A), ATRIUMTM-10: Appendix K Spray Heat
Transfer Coefficients.

18. EMiF-CC-074(P)(A) Volume 4, BWR Stability Analysis:
Assessment of STAIF with Input from MICROBURN-B2.

19. NEDO-32465-A, Reactor Stability Detect and Suppress Solutions
Licensing Basis Methodology for Reload Applications.

Linear Heat Generation Rate

First, a new definition for LHGR is being added to Technical Specification 1. 1, "Definitions."

LINEAR HEAT
GENERATION RATE (LHGR)

The LHGR shall be the heat generation rate per
unit length of fuel rod. It is the integral of the heat
flux over the heat transfer area associated with the
unit length.

Second, a new Technical Specification 3.2.3, "Linear Heat Generation Rate (LHGR)," is
being added, as shown below.

3.2.3 LINEAR BEAT GENERATION RATE (LHGR)

LCO 3.2.3 All LHGRs shall be less than or equal to the limits specified in the
COLR.

APPLICABILITY: THERMAL POWER Ž:23% RTP.

ACTIONS

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

A. Any LHGR not within A.1 Restore LHGR(s) to 4 hours
limits, within limits.

B. Required Action and B. 1 Reduce THERMAL 4 hours
associated Completion POWER to
Time not met. < 23% RTP.
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SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS__________

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.2. 1.1 Verify all LHGRs are less than or Once within 12 hours after
equal to the limits specified in the >Ž 23% RTP
COLR.

AND

24 hours thereafter

Third, Technical Specification 3.4.1, "Recirculation Loops Operating," is being revised as
shown below. The specific changes to Technical Specification 3.4.1 are shown in bold
typeface.

3.4.1 Recirculation Loops Operating

LCO 3.4.1 Two recirculation loops with matched recirculation pump speeds shall
be in operation,

OR

One recirculation loop may be in operation provided the following
limits are applied when the associated LCO is applicable:

a. LCO 3.2.1, "AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT
GENERATION RATE (APLHGR)," single loop operation limits
specified in the COLR;

b. LCO 3.2.2, "MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR),"
single loop operation limits specified in the COLR; and

c. LCO 3.2.3, "LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE
(LHGR)," single loop operation limits specified in the COLR;
and

d. LCO 3.3. 1. 1, "Reactor Protection System (RPS) Instrumentation,"
Function 2.b (Average Power Range Monitors Simulated Thermal
Power-High), Allowable Value of Table 3.3.1.1-1 is reset for
single loop operation.
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Fourth, Technical Specification 3.7.6, "The Main Turbine Bypass System," is being revised
as shown below. The specific changes to Technical Specification 3.7.6 are shown in bold
typeface.

3.7.6 The Main Turbine Bypass System

LCO 3.7.6 The Main Turbine Bypass System shall be OPERABLE.

OR

The following limits are made applicable:

a. LCO 3.2.1, "AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT
GENERATION RATE (APLHGR)," limits for an inoperable Main
Turbine Bypass System, as specified in the COLR; and

b. LCO 3.2.2, "MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR),"
limits for an inoperable Main Turbine Bypass System, as specified
in the COLR; and

c. LCO 3.2.3, "LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE
(LHGR)," limits for an inoperable Main Turbine Bypass
System, as specified in the COLR.

Fifth, Technical Specification 5.6.5, "Core Operating Limits Report (COLR)," item a, is
being revised as shown below. The specific changes to Technical Specification 5.6.5, item a,
are shown in bold typeface.

a. Core operating limits shall be established prior to each reload cycle, or
prior to any remaining portion of a reload cycle, and shall be
documented in the COLR for the following:

* 1. The AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION
RATE (APLHGR) for Specification 3.2.1;

2. The MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR) for
Specification 3.2.2;

3. The LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (LHGR) for
Specification 3.2.3;
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4. The period based detection algorithm (PBDA) setpoint for
Function 2.f, Oscillation Power Range Monitor (OPRM)
Upscale, for Specification 3.3. 1. 1; and

5. The Allowable Values and power range setpoints for Rod
Block Monitor Upscale Functions for Specification 3.3.2. 1.

Enclosure 4 contains a marked-up version of the Unit 1 Technical Specifications showing the
proposed changes. Since the affected Technical Specification Sections (i.e., 1. 1, 3.2.3, 3.4. 1,
3.7.6, and 5.6.5 for Unit 1 and Unit 2 are identical, only the mark-up for Unit I is provided.
Enclosures 5 and 6 provide typed versions of the affected Unit 1 and Unit 2 Technical
Specification pages, respectively. These typed Technical Specification pages are to be used
for issuance of the proposed amendments.

CP&L will make supporting changes to the Technical Specification Bases in accordance with
Technical Specification 5.5.10, "Technical Specifications (TS) Bases Control Program."
Enclosure 7 provides a markup of the affected Technical Specification Bases pages for
Unit 1. These pages are being submitted for information only and do not require issuance by
the NRC.

3.0 Background

On March 10, 2006, CP&L held a public meeting with the NRC to discuss plans to change
the Brunswick Unit 1 and 2 reload fuel supplier from Global Nuclear Fuels - Americas
(GNF-A) to AREVA NP. A summary of this meeting was issued by the NRC on April 27,
2006 (i.e., Reference 1). As presented during the public meeting, CP&L plans included
submittal of at least two separate license amendment applications to request the Technical
Specification changes needed to support loading and use of the ATRllJMTM-10 fuel
assemblies.

This letter provides the proposed Technical Specification changes necessary to incorporate
the AREVA NP analytical methods, previously approved by the NRC, that will be used to
establish core operating limits. Under a separate submittal (i.e., Reference 2), CP&L has
submitted proposed Technical Specification changes needed to support the receipt and
storage of new AREVA NP fuel bundles. If changes to the Minimum Critical Power Ratio
(MCPR) Safety Limit (SL) values are required to support operation with the ATRIUMTM_ 10
fuel, CP&L anticipates submittal of those MCPR SL changes in July 2007.

CP&L plans to begin using ARE VA NP fuel beginning with the March 2008 Unit I refueling
outage; therefore, CP&L requests that these Technical Specification changes be issued by
January 30, 2008. Once approved, the Unit 1 amendment shall be implemented prior to start-
up from the 2008 Unit 1 refueling outage and the Unit 2 amendment shall be implemented
prior to start-up from the 2009 Unit 2 refueling outage.



BSEP 06-0129
Enclosure 1

Page 7 of 12

4.0 Technical Analysis

Core Operating Limits Report Methodologies

Currently, Technical Specification 5.6.5, "Core Operating Limits Report (COLR)," item b,
identifies the NRC reviewed and approved analytical methods to be used to determine core
operating limits. A revision to Technical Specification 5.6.5.b is needed to reference the
ARE VA NP analytical methods that will be used in upcoming fuel cycles to determine core
operating limits.

Each methodology reference being added is being cited consistent with the format
established in TSTF-363, Revise Topical Report References in ITS 5.6.5, COLR, which was
approved by the NRC on April 13, 2000. TSTF-363 has subsequently been incorporated into
the latest NRC-approved version of the Standard Technical Specifications for BWRI4 plants
(i.e., Revision 3.1 of NUREG-1433). NUREG-1433, Revision 3.1, states that: (1) Technical
Specification 5.6.5.b should identify the topical report(s) by number and title or identify the
staff Safety Evaluation Report for a plant-specific methodology by NRC letter and date, and
(2) the COLR will contain the complete identification for each Technical Specification
referenced topical report(s) used to prepare the COLR (i.e., report number, title, revision,
date, and any supplements).

Brunswick Technical Specification 5.6.5.b contains an existing reference to the GNF-A
topical report NEDE-2401 11-P-A, General Electric Standard Application for Reactor Fuel.
This analytical methodology reference is being retained because some GNEF-A-derived core
operating limits will continue to be applicable to the co-resident GNF-A fuel. However, to
maintain consistency with the form-at established in Revision 3 of NJIREG-1433, the existing
phrase "(latest approved version)" is being removed from the Technical Specification 5.6.5.b
reference to NEDE-24011I-P-A.

Brunswick Technical Specification 5.6.5.b also contains an existing reference to the GNF-A
topical report NEDE-32906P-A, TRACG Application for Anticipated Abnormal Operational
Occurrences (A 00) Transient Analyses. The TRACG analytical methodology was added to
the Brunswick Technical Specifications through Amendments 231 (i.e., Reference 3) and 262
(i.e., Reference 4) for Units 1 and 2, respectively. At the time the TRACG analytical
methodology was added to the Brunswick Technical Specifications, the TRACG method had
not yet been incorporated into the GNF-A topical report NEDE-2401 I-P-A. The TRACG
analytical methodology has subsequently been added to GNTF-A topical report
NEDE-2401 I-P-A; therefore, the separate Technical Specification 5.6.5.b reference to GNIF
topical report NEDE-32906P-A is no longer necessary and is being removed.

Finally, a reference to the GNF-A topical report NEDO-32465-A, Reactor Stability Detect
and Suppress Solutions Licensing Basis Methodology for Reload Applications, is being added
to Technical Specification 5.6.5.b. Although NEDO-32465-A has been incorporated into the
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compendium of methods contained in GNF-A topical report NIEDE-2401 I1-P-A, the
NEDO-32465-A topical report will be used by AREVA NP as part of their detection and
suppression analyses.

Enclosure 2 provides a list of the NRC-approved ARE VA NP topical report references being
added to Technical Specification 5.6.5.b and the associated Technical Specification Limiting
Condition for Operations for the core limits or setpoints for which the methodology is used.
Enclosure 3 provides a list showing the applicability of the retained GNF-A topical report
NEDE-24011-P-A reference to Technical Specification 5.6.5.a core operating limits. Details
regarding the GNE-A methodologies for calculating core limits are available in
NEDE-2401 I1-P-A- 15.

Linear Heat Generation Rate

The Brunswick Technical Specifications currently do not include LHGR as a required power
distribution limit. The LHGR is a measure of the heat generation rate of a fuel rod in a fuel
assembly at any axial location and is an important fuel design parameter. Limits are
calculated for LHGR to ensure that the cladding circumferential plastic strain will not exceed
one percent and that the fuel centerline will not melt. Thus, limits on the LHGR in the
COLR are specified to ensure the fuel design limits are not exceeded anywhere in the core
during normal operation, including anticipated operational occurrences.

For GNF-A fuel, the average planar linear heat generation rate (APLHGR) limits, in addition
to protecting against excess peak clad temperature, include the exposure dependent thermal-
mechanical limits for the fuel rods and thereby ensure that the LHGR limits are not exceeded.
During the upcoming BSEP mixed core cycles, the APLHGR limits that were developed by
GNE-A for their fuel types will continue to be the applicable limits and will ensure that the
LHGR limits for GNF-A fuel are not exceeded.

To support the use of ARE VA NP fuel, a new Technical Specification 3.2.3 is being proposed
to add the LHGR limit as a separate limit. For ARE VA NP fuel, both the APLHGR and the
LHGR limits will be specified in the COLR.

Currently, Technical Specification 3.4.1, Recirculation Loop Operating, and Technical
Specification 3.7.6, Main Turbine Bypass System, contain equipment out-of-service
provisions for adjusting APLHGR and MCPR limits to ensure thermal margins are
maintained if certain equipment is not in service. The specific adjusted APLHGR and MCPR
limits for these conditions are currently documented in the COLR. As part of the proposed
amendments, a similar provision is being added to Technical Specification 3.4.1 and
Technical Specification 3.7.6 to apply an adjustment to the LHGR limit when a single reactor
recirculation loop or the main turbine bypass system is inoperable. The specific adjusted
LHGR limits for these conditions will also be documented in the COLR.
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5.0 Regulatory Safety Analysis

5.1 No Significant Hazards Consideration

Carolina Power & Light Company (CP&L), now doing business as Progress Energy
Carolinas, Inc., is submitting proposed amendments to support transition to AREVA NP fuel
and core design and analysis services for the Brunswick Steam Electric Plant (BSEP),
Units I and 2. The proposed amendments: (1) revise Technical Specification 5.6.5, "Core
Operating Limits Report (COLR)," to add references to AREVA NP analytical methods that
will be used to determine core operating limits, and (2) add a new Technical
Specification 3.2.3, 'Linear Heat Generation Rate (LHGR)," add a new definition to
Technical Specification 1. 1 for LHGR, and revise Technical Specifications 3.4.1 and 3.7.6 to
incorporate restrictions on LHGR when in single recirculation loop operation or with an
inoperable Turbine Bypass System. CP&L has evaluated whether or not a significant hazards
consideration is involved with the proposed amendments by focusing on the three standards
set forth in 10 CER 50.92, "Issuance of amendment," as discussed below:

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

Response: No

The proposed amendments revise the list of NRC-approved analytical methods used to
establish core operating limits. Core operating limits are established to ensure that fuel
design limits are not exceeded during operating transients or accidents. The analytical
methods used to determine core operating limits are those methods that have
previously been found acceptable by the NRC and are required to be listed in the
Technical Specification section governing the Core Operating Limits Report. The
application of these NRC-approved analytical methods will continue to ensure that
acceptable operating limits are established and applied to operation of the reactor core.

The proposed amendments will add a new Technical Specification 3.2.3, "Linear Heat
Generation Rate (LHGR)," for fuel bundles, add a new definition to Technical
Specification 1. 1 for LHGR, and revise Technical Specifications 3.4.1 and 3.7.6 to
incorporate restrictions on LHGR when in single recirculation loop operation or with
an inoperable Turbine Bypass System. These LHGR limits will be established using
NRC-approved analytical methods to ensure that fuel performance during normal,
transient, and accident conditions is acceptable.

Based on the above, the proposed amendments do not involve an increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.
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2. Does the proposed change create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated?

Response: No

As previously stated, the proposed amendments support transition from Global Nuclear
Fuels - Americas (GNF-A) fuel and core design and analysis services to ARE VA NP
fuel and core design and analysis services. The AREVA NP fuel assemblies which will
be used in the BSEP Unit 1 and 2 cores will be similar in design to the GNF-A fuel
that will be co-resident in the cores. The BSEP, Unit 1 and 2 cores in which this fuel
will operate will be designed to meet all applicable design and licensing criteria.
Adherence to these design and licensing criteria will not introduce any new modes of
operation or introduce any new accident precursors, and thus will preclude the
introduction of a new or different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

3. Does the proposed change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety?

Response: No

The proposed amendments will continue to require that core operating limits be
determined using NRC-approved analytical methods. Acceptable fuel performance is
obtained by ensuring that the peak cladding temperature (PCT) during a postulated
design basis loss-of-coolant accident (LOCA) is maintained less than the limits
specified in 10 CER 50.46, and that the core remains in a coolable geometry following
a postulated design basis LOCA. The proposed amendments ensure that adequate
margin will continue to be maintained to the 2200 degree PCT limit of 10 CFR 50.46,
and the use of NRC-approved analytical methods will continue to ensure acceptable
fuel performance during normal operations, as well as during transient and accident
conditions. Therefore, the proposed amendments do not involve a significant reduction
in a margin of safety.

Based on the above, CP&L concludes that the proposed amendments present no significant
hazards consideration under the standards set forth in 10 CFR 50.92(c), and, accordingly, a
finding of "no significant hazards consideration" is justified.

5.2 Applicable Regulatory Reg uirements/Criteri a

10 CER 50.36, "Technical Specifications," provides the regulatory requirements for the
content required in a licensee's Technical Specifications. Criterion 2 of
10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) requires a limiting condition for operation to be established for a
process variable, design feature, or operating restriction that is an initial condition of a design
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basis accident or transient analysis that either assumes the failure of or presents a challenge
to the integrity of a fission product barrier.

10 CFR 50.46, "Acceptance criteria for emergency core cooling systems for light-water
power reactors," establishes the acceptance criteria for the design basis LOCA.
Paragraph (b)(1) requires the calculated maximum fuel element cladding temperature (i.e.,
PCT) to not exceed 22000 FE The use of NRC-approved analytical methods to determine core
operating limits will continue to ensure that fuel performance during normal, transient, and
accident conditions complies with these requirements. Specific APLHGR limits will be
determined and documented in the COLR to ensure compliance with 10 CER 50.46(b)(1).
LHGR is being added to the Technical Specifications to support Criterion 2 of
10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii).

6.0 Environmental Considerations

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

7.0 References

1. "Summary of March 10, 2006, Meeting with Carolina Power & Light Company (CP&L),
Regarding the Fuel Transition Process and Licensing Submittals for Brunswick Steam
Electric Plant, Units 1 and 2," dated April 27, 2006, ADAMS Accession Number
MLO6 1000574.

2. Letter from Mr. James Scarola (CP&L) to the Document Control Desk (NRC), "Request
for License Amendments Regarding Fuel Design and Storage Requirements for AREVA
NP Fuel," dated January 22, 2007.

3. Letter from Ms. Brenda L. Mozafari (NRC) to Mr. C. J. Gannon (CP&L), "Issuance of
Amendment Re: Minimum Critical Power Ratio Safety Limit (TAC No. MC 1249),"
dated March 26, 2004, ADAMS Accession Number ML040900042.
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4. Letter from Ms. Brenda L. Mozafari (NRC) to Mr. C. J. Gannon (CP&L), "Issuance of
Amendment on Addition of TRACG Methodology for Determining Core Operating
Limits (TAC No. MC4385)," dated March 4, 2005, ADAMS Accession
Number ML05047013 1.
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AREVA NP BWR Approved Topical Reports for
Brunswick Units 1 and 2 Technical Specification

COLR References

Report Applicable LCO Justification

XN-NF-81-58(P)(A) Revision 2 and 3.2.1 /ATRllJMTM-10 Provides an analytical capability to predict
Supplements 1 and 2, RODEX2 Fuel Rod 3.2.2 / ATRULJMTM- 10, GE 14 BWR fuel thermal and mechanical conditions
Thermal-Mechanical Response Evaluation 3.2.3 / ATRIUMTM- 10 for normal core operation and to establish
Model. initial conditions for power ramping, non-

LOCA and LOCA analyses.

XN-NF-85-67(P)(A) Revision 1, Generic 3.2.3 / ATRfLJMTM- 10 Describes the process used to develop linear
Mechanical Design for Exxon Nuclear Jet heat generation rates for fuel designs.
Pump BWR Reload Fuel.

EMI-85-74(P) Revision 0 3.2.3 / ATRJUMTM_ 10 Extends the exposure limit of the RODEX2A
Supplement 1(P)(A) and code which is a version of RODEX2 that
Supplement 2(P)(A), RODEX2A (BWR) includes a fission gas release model specific
Fuel Rod Thermal-Mechanical Evaluation to BWR fuel designs.
Model.

AN-F-89-98(P)(A) Revision 1 and 3.2.3 / ATRfUMTM- 10 Establishes a set of design criteria which
Supplement 1, Generic Mechanical Design assures that BWR fuel will perform
Criteria for BWR Fuel Designs. ____________________satisfactorily throughout its lifetime.
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Report Applicable LCO Justification

X.N-NF-80-19(P)(A) Volume 1 and 3.2.1 / ATRITJMTM-10 Development of BWR core analysis
Supplements 1 and 2, Exxon Nuclear 3.2.2 / ATRTUMTM-10, GE14 methodology which comprises codes for fuel
Methodology for Boiling Water Reactors - 3.2.3 / ATRIUMTM-10 neutronic parameters and assembly bumnup
Neutronic Methods for Design and Analysis. 3.3.2. 1, Table 3.3.2. 1-1 /calculations, reactor core simulation diffusion

ATRI1JlVTM-10, GE14 theory calculations, core and channel
hydrodynamic stability predictions, and
producing input for nuclear plant transients.
Subsequently approved codes or
methodologies have superseded portions of
this report. Applicable portions include
control rod drop accident, and methodology to
determine neutronic reactivity parameters,
void reactivity, Doppler reactivity, scram
reactivity, delayed neutron fraction, and
prompt neutron lifetime.

XN-NF-80-19(P)(A) Volume 4 Revision 1, 3.2.1 / ATRIT1MTM-10 Summarizes the types of BWR licensing
Exxon Nuclear Methodology for Boiling 3.2.2 / ATR~iJvLTN4M-10, GE14 analyses performed, identifies the
Water Reactors: Application of the ENC 3.2.3 / ATRIUMTM-10 methodologies used.
Methodology to BWR Reloads.

EMF-2158(P)(A) Revision 0, Siemens 3.2.2 I ATRRTN/TM-10, GE14 Describes the reactor core simulator code
Power Corporation Methodology for 3.2.3 I ATRHUMTM-10 MICROBURN-B2 and the lattice physics
Boiling Water Reactors: Evaluation and 3.3.2. 1, Table 3.3.2. 1-1 Icode CASMO-4.

LValidation of CASMO-4/MICROBURN-B2. ATRJUMTM-10, GEJ4
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Report Applicable LCO Justification

XN-NE-80-19(P)(A) Volume 3 Revision 2, 3.2.2 / ATRIUMTM-10, GE14 Provides overall methodology for determining
Exxon Nuclear Methodology for Boiling a MCPR operating limit.
Water Reactors, THERMEX. Thermnal
Limits Methodology Summary Description. ___________ ________

XN-NE-84-105(P)(A) Volume 1 and 3.2.2 / ATRIUMTM-10, GE14 Provides a capability to perform analyses of
Volume 1 Supplements 1 and 2, transient heat transfer behavior in BWR
XCOBRA-T: A Computer Code for BWR assemblies.
Transient Thennal-Hydraulic Core
Analysis._____________________

ANF-524(P)(A) Revision 2 and 3.2.2 / ATR~IUMTM-10, GE14 Provides a methodology for the determination
Supplements 1 and 2, ANF Critical Power of thermal margins, specifically the MCPR
Methodology for Boiling Water Reactors. safety limit.

ANEF-913(P)(A) Volume I Revision 1 and 3.2.2 / ATRRLTMTM-10, GE14 Provides a computer program for analyzing
Volume 1, Supplements 2, 3, and 4, BWR system transients.
COTRANSA2: A Computer Program for
Boiling Water Reactor Transient Analyses. ____________________

ANF-1358(P)(A) Revision 3, The Loss of 3.2.2 / ATRTUMTM-10, GE14 Presents a generic methodology for evaluating
Feedwater Heating Transient in Boiling the loss of feedwater heating event.
Water Reactors.

EMIF-2209(P)(A) Revision 2, SPCB Critical 3.2.2 / ATRIUMTM-10, GE14 Presents the critical power correlation for use
Power Correlation. with the ATRIUTMTM-10 and GE14 fuel

____ ___ ___ ____ ___ ___ ___ ____ ___ __ ___ ____ ___ ___ ___ ____ ___ ___ ___ designs.
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Report Applicable LCO Justification

EMIF-2245(P)(A) Revision 0, Application of 3.2.2 / GE14 Provides direct and indirect approaches to
Siemens Power Corporation's Critical develop parameters necessary to appropriately
Power Correlations to Co-Resident Fuel. model co-resident fuel with an approved

critical power correlation.

EME-2361(P)(A) Revision 0, EXEM 3.2.1 / ATRIUMTM-10 Describes an evaluation model methodology
BWR-2000 ECCS Evaluation Model. for licensing analyses of postulated LOCAs in

jet pump BWRs. The methodology was
developed to comply with 10 CER 50.46 and
10 CFR 50 Appendix K criteria.

EMF-2292(P)(A) Revision 0, 3.2.1 / ATRIUMTM-10 Provides measured cladding temperatures
ATRIUMiTm-1O: Appendix K Spray Heat from spray heat transfer tests to justify the use
Transfer Coefficients. of Appendix K coefficients for

ATRIUTMTM-l10fuel LOCA analyses.

EMF-CC-074(P)(A) Volume 4 Revision 0, 3.3. 1. 1 / ATRIUMNTM-10, GE14 Describes methodology for stability analysis
BWR Stability Analysis - Assessment of with input from the MICROBIURN-B2 reactor
STAIF with Input from MICROBURN-B2. core simulator.

NEDO-32465-A, Reactor Stability Detect 3.3. 1. 1 / ATRIUMTM-10, GE14 Describes the bases for period-based detection
and Suppress Solutions Licensing Basis algorithm setpoint for the OPRMs.

LMethodology for Reload Applications. I_________________ I_____________I_____
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GNE BWR Approved Topical Reports for
Brunswick Units 1 and 2 Technical Specification

COLR References

Applicable LCO /Assembly Types COLR Specified Limit NEDE-24011 -P-A Applicability

3.2.1 / GE14 Average Planar Linear Heat Generation The NEDE-2401 1 -P-A APLHGR limits are applied to
Rate (APLHGR) off-rated conditions using power- and flow-dependent

factors, MAPFACP and MAPFACf.

NIEDE-24011I-P-A APLHGR limits are applied to the
following Equipment Out-of-Service (EOOS)
conditions:

* S LO(TS53.4. 1)
" Turbine Bypass OGS (TS 3.'7.6)

3.2.2 /GE14 Minimum Critical Power Ratio (MCPR) NEDE-24011I-P-A will not be applied to establish
MCPR operating limits.

Operating Limit MCPR for rated and off-rated power
and flow conditions and EOOS operation will be
established for GE 14 fuel using ARE VA-approved
methods identified in Enclosure 2.

3.2.3 / GE14 Linear Heat Generation Rate (LHGR) NEDE-240 11-P-A will not be applied to establish off-
rated or flow-dependent or HOOS corrections to LHGR
limits.
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Applicable LCO / Assembly Types COLR Specified Limit I-NF-DE-24011I-P-A Applicability

3.3.2. 1, Table 3.3.2. 1-1 IGE 14 Rod Block Monitor (RBM) setpoints N-EDE-2401 I-P-A will not be applied to establish RBM
and applicable reactor thermal power setpoints and applicable reactor thermal power ranges.
ranges The RBM setpoints and applicable thermal power

ranges will be established using the ARE VA approved
methods identified in Enclosure 2.

3.3. 1. 1, Table 3.3. 1. 1-1 IGE 14 Oscillation Power Range Monitor NTEDE-24011-P-A will not be applied to establish the
(OPRM) period-based detection OPRMI setpoints. The OPRM setpoints will be
algorithm (PBDA) setpoint limits established using ARE VA NP approved methods

identified in Enclosure 2.
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Definitions
1.1

1.1 Definitions

LEAKAGE
(continued)

b. Unidentified LEAKAGE

All LEAKAGE into the drywell that is not identified
LEAKAGE;

c. Total LEAKAGE

Sum of the identified and unidentified LEAKAGE; and

d. Pressure Boundary LEAKAGE

LEAKAGE through a nonisolable fault in a Reactor
Coolant System (RCS) component body, pipe wall, or

L vessel wall.

LOGIC SYSTEM FUNCTIONAL
TEST

MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER
RATIO (MCPR)

MODE

A LOGIC SYSTEM FUNCTIONAL TEST shall be a test of
all required logic components (i.e., all required relays and
contacts, trip units, solid state logic elements, etc.) of a logic
circuit, from as close to the sensor as practicable up to, but
not including, the actuated device, to verify OPERABILITY.
The LOGIC SYSTEM FUNCTIONAL TEST may be performed
by means of any series of sequential, overlapping, or total
system steps so that the entire logic system is tested.

The MCPR shall be the smallest critical power ratio (CPR)
that exists in the core. The CPR is that power in the
assembly that is calculated by application of the appropriate
correlation(s) to cause some point in the assembly to
experience boiling transition, divided by the actual assembly
operating power.

A MODE shall correspond to any one inclusive combination
of mode switch position, average reactor coolant
temperature, and reactor vessel head closure bolt tensioning
specified in Table 1. 1-1 with fuel in the reactor vessel.

(continued)

Amendment No. eBrunswick Unit 1114 1.1-4



INSERT 1.1 DEFINITIONS

LINEAR HEAT
GENERATION RATE (LHGR)

The LHGR shall be the heat generation rate
per unit length of fuel rod. It is the integral of
the heat flux over the heat transfer area
associated with the unit length.



LHGR
3.2.3

3.2.3 LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (LHGR)

LCO 3.2.3

APPLICABILITY:

All LHGRs shall be less than or equal to the limits specified in the COLR.

THERMAL POWER Ž:23% RTP.

ACTIONS__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

A. Any LHGR not within A. 1 Restore LHGR(s) to 4 hours
limits, within limits.

B. Required Action and B.1 Reduce THERMAL 4 hours
associated Completion POWER to < 23% RTP.
Time not met.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS _______

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

S R 3.2. 1.1 Verify all LHGRs are less than or equal to the limits Once within
specified in the COLR. 12 hours after

Ž!23% RTP

AND

24 hours thereafter

Brunswick Unit 132-AmnetNo 3.2-4 Amendment No.



Recirculation Loops Operating
3.4.1

3.4 REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM (RCS)

3.4.1 Recirculation Loops Operating

LCO 3.4.1 Two recirculation loops with matched recirculation pump speeds shall be in
operation,

OR

One recirculation loop may be in operation provided the following limits are
applied when the associated LCO is applicable:

GNERT-ý

a. LCO 3.2.1, "AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION
RATE (APLHGR)," single loop operation limits specified in the COLR;

b.LCO 3.2.2, "MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR)," single1
loop operation limits specified in the COLR; (0

LCO 3.3.1.1, "Reactor Protection System (RPS) Instrumentation,"
Function 2.b (Average Power Range Monitors Simulated Thermal
Power-High), Allowable Value of Table 3.3.1.1-1 is reset for single
loop operation.

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1 and 2.

ACTIONS_____________

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

A. Requirements of the LCO A. 1 Satisfy the requirements of 6 hours

not met. the LCO.

(continued)

Brunswick Unit 1 3.4-1 BrunwickUni 1 34-1Amendment No.& I



INSERT LCQ 3.4.1

C. LCO 3.2.3, "LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (LHGR)," single ioop operation limits
specified in the COLR; and



Main Turbine Bypass System
3.7.6

3.7 PLANT SYSTEMS

3.7.6 The Main Turbine Bypass System

LCO 3.7.6 The Main Turbine Bypass System shall be OPERABLE.

OR

The following limits are made applicable:

a. LCO 3.2.1, "AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION
RATE (APLHGR)," limits for an inoperable Main Turbine Bypass
System, as specified in the COLR;GZ

an inoperable Main Turbine Bypass System, as specified in the

APPLICABILITY: THERMAL POWER Ž!23% RTP.

ACTIONS

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

A. Requirements of the LCO A. 1 Satisfy the requirements of 4 hours
not met. the LCO.

B. Required Action and B. 1 Reduce THERMAL 4 hours
associated Completion Time POWER to < 23% RTP.
not met.

Brunswick Unit 1 3.7-20 BrunwickUnit1 3.-20Amendment No. g I



INSERT LCO 3.7.6

c. LCO 3.2.3, "LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (LHGR)," limits for an
inoperable Main Turbine Bypass System, as specified in the COLR.



Reporting Requirements
51.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements (continued)

5.6.5 CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (COLR)

a. Core operating limits shall be established prior to each reload cycle, or
prior to any remaining portion of a reload cycle, and shall be documented
in the COLR for the following:

1 . The AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE
(APLHGR) for Specification 3.2.1;

2. The MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR) for
Specification 3.2.2;

®The period based detection algorithm (PBDA) setpoint for
~y Function 2.f, Oscillation Power Range Monitor (OPRM) Upscale,

for Specification 3.3.1.1; and .

The Allowable Values and power range setpoints for Rod Block
~ Monitor Upscale Functions for Specification 3.3.2.1.

b. The analytical methods used to determine the core operating limits shall
be those previously reviewed and approved by the NRC, specifically
those described in the following documents:

1 . NEDE-2401 1 -PA"General Electric Standard Application for
Reactor Fuel" Ia;4st ýa oedvsioný)

c. The core operating limits shall be determined such that all applicable
limits (e.g., fuel thermal mechanical limits, core thermal hydraulic limits,
Emergency Core Cooling Systems (ECCS) limits, nuclear limits such as
SDM, transient analysis limits, and accident analysis limits) of the safety
analysis are met.

d. The COLR, including any midcycle revisions or supplements, shall be
provided upon issuance for each reload cycle to the NRC.

(continued)

Brunswick Unit 1 5.0-20 Amendment No.0



INSERT TS 5.6.5.a

3. The LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (LHGR) for
Specification 3.2.3;

INSERT TS 5.6.5.b

2. XN-NF-81-58(P)(A), RODEX2 Fuel Rod Thermal-Mechanical
Response Evaluation Model.

3. XN-NF-85-67(P)(A), Generic Mechanical Design for Exxon Nuclear
Jet Pump BWR Reload Fuel.

4. EMF-85-74(P) Supplement 1(P)(A) and Supplement 2(P)(A),
RODEX2A (BWR) Fuel Rod Thermal-Mechanical Evaluation Model.

5. ANF-89-98(P)(A), Generic Mechanical Design Criteria for BWR
Fuel Designs.

6. XN-NF-80-19(P)(A) Volume 1, Exxon Nuclear Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors - Neutronic Methods for Design and
Analysis.

7. XN-NF-80-19(P)(A) Volume 4, Exxon Nuclear Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors: Application of the ENG Methodology to
BWR Reloads.

8. EMF-2158(P)(A), Siemens Power Corporation Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors: Evaluation and Validation of
CASMO-4/M ICROBU RN-B2.

9. XN-NF-80-19(P)(A) Volume 3, Exxon Nuclear Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors, THERMEX: Thermal Limits Methodology
Summary Description.

10. XN-NF-84-1 05(P)(A) Volume 1, XCOBRA-T: A Computer Code for
BWR Transient Thermal-Hydraulic Core Analysis.

11. ANF-524(P)(A), ANF Critical Power Methodology for Boiling Water
Reactors.

12. ANF-91 3(P)(A) Volume 1, COTRANSA2: A Computer Program for
Boiling Water Reactor Transient Analyses.



INSERT TS 5.6.5.b (Continued)

13. ANF-1358(P)(A), The Loss of Feedwater Heating Transient in
Boiling Water Reactors.

14. EMF-2209(P)(A), SPCB Critical Power Correlation.

15. EMF-2245(P)(A), Application of Siemens Power Corporation's
Critical Power Correlations to Co-Resident Fuel.

16. EMF-2361(P)(A), EXEM BWR-2000 ECCS Evaluation Model.

17. EMF-2292(P)(A), ATRI UM TM-10: Appendix K Spray Heat Transfer
Coefficients.

18. EMF-CC-074(P)(A) Volume 4, BWR Stability Analysis:
Assessment of STAIF with Input from MICROBURN-B32.

19. NEDO-32465-A, Reactor Stability Detect and Suppress Solutions
Licensing Basis Methodology for Reload Applications.
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Definitions
1.1

1.1 Definitions

LEAKAGE
(continued)

b. Unidentified LEAKAGE

LINEAR HEAT
GENERATION RATE (LHGR)

LOGIC SYSTEM FUNCTIONAL
TEST

MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER
RATIO (MCPR)

MODE

All LEAKAGE into the drywell that is not identified
LEAKAGE;

c. Total LEAKAGE

Sum of the identified and unidentified LEAKAGE; and

d. Pressure Boundary LEAKAGE

LEAKAGE through a nonisolable fault in a Reactor
Coolant System (RCS) component body, pipe wall, or
vessel wall.

The LHGR shall be the heat generation rate per unit length of
fuel rod. It is the integral of the heat flux over the heat
transfer area associated with the unit length.

A LOGIC SYSTEM FUNCTIONAL TEST shall be a test of
all required logic components (i.e., all required relays and
contacts, trip units, solid state logic elements, etc.) of a logic
circuit, from as close to the sensor as practicable up to, but
not including, the actuated device, to verify OPERABILITY.
The LOGIC SYSTEM FUNCTIONAL TEST may be
performed by means of any series of sequential, overlapping,
or total system steps so that the entire logic system is tested.

The MCPR shall be the smallest critical power ratio (CPR)
that exists in the core. The CPR is that power in the
assembly that is calculated by application of the appropriate
correlation(s) to cause some point in the assembly to
experience boiling transition, divided by the actual assembly
operating power.

A MODE shall correspond to any one inclusive combination
of mode switch position, average reactor coolant
temperature, and reactor vessel head closure bolt tensioning
specified in Table 1. 1-1 with fuel in the reactor vessel.

(continued)

Brunswick Unit 1 1.1-4 Bruswik Uit 1.-4Amendment No. I



LHGR
3.2.3

3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

3.2.3 LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (LHGR)

LCO 3.2.3

APPLICABILITY:

All LHGRs shall be less than or equal to the limits specified in the COLR.

THERMAL POWER Ž!23% RTP.

ACTIONS_______ ___

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

A. Any LHGR not within A.1 Restore LHGR(s) to 4 hours
limits, within limits.

B. Required Action and B. 1 Reduce THERMAL 4 hours
associated Completion POWER to < 23% RTP.
Time not met.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS _______

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.2.1.1 Verify all LHGRs are less than or equal to the limits Once within
specified in the COLR. 12 hours after

Ž:23% RTP

AND

24 hours thereafter

Brunswick Unit 1 3.2-4 Bruswik Uit 3.-4Amendment No. I



Recirculation Loops Operating
3.4.1

3.4 REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM (RCS)

3.4.1 Recirculation Loops Operating

LCO 3.4.1 Two recirculation loops with matched recirculation pump speeds shall be in
operation,

OR

One recirculation loop may be in operation provided the following limits are
applied when the associated LCO is applicable:

a. LCO 3.2.1, "AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION
RATE (APLHGR)," single loop operation limits specified in the COLR;

b. LCO 3.2.2, "MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR)," single
loop operation limits specified in the COLR;

c. LCO 3.2.3, "LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (LHGR)," single
loop operation limits specified in the COLR; and

d. LCO 3.3.1.1, "Reactor Protection System (RPS) Instrumentation,"
Function 2.b (Average Power Range Monitors Simulated Thermal
Power-High), Allowable Value of Table 3.3.1.1-1 is reset for single
loop operation.

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1 and 2.

ACTIONS__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

A. Requirements of the LCO A. 1 Satisfy the requirements of 6 hours
not met. the LCO.

(continued)

Brunswick Unit 1341AmnetNo 3.4-1 Amendment No. I



Main Turbine Bypass System
3.7.6

3.7 PLANT SYSTEMS

3.7.6 The Main Turbine Bypass System

LCO 3.7.6 The Main Turbine Bypass System shall be OPERABLE.

OR

The following limits are made applicable:

a. LCO 3.2.1, "AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION
RATE (APLHGR)," limits for an inoperable Main Turbine Bypass
System, as specified in the COLR;

b. LCO 3.2.2, "MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR)," limits for
an inoperable Main Turbine Bypass System, as specified in the
COLR; and

c. LCO 3.2.3, "LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (LHGR)," limits for
an inoperable Main Turbine Bypass System, as specified in the
COLR.

I

APPLICABILITY: THERMAL POWER Ž!23% RTP.

ACTIONS__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

A. Requirements of the LCO A. 1 Satisfy the requirements of 4 hours
not met. the LCO.

B. Required Action and B. 1 Reduce THERMAL 4 hours
associated Completion Time POWER to < 23% RTP.
not met.

Brunswick Unit 1 3.7-20 Bruswik Uit 3.-20Amendment No. I



Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements (continued)

5.6.5 CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (COLR)

a. Core operating limits shall be established prior to each reload cycle, or
prior to any remaining portion of a reload cycle, and shall be documented
in the COLR for the following:

1 . The AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE
(APLHGR) for Specification 3.2. 1;

2. The MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR) for
Specification 3.2.2;

3. The LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (LHGR) for
Specification 3.2.3;

4. The period based detection algorithm (PBDA) setpoint for
Function 2.f, Oscillation Power Range Monitor (OPRM) Upscale,
for Specification 3.3.1.1; and

5. The Allowable Values and power range setpoints for Rod Block
Monitor Upscale Functions for Specification 3.3.2.1.

b. The analytical methods used to determine the core operating limits shall
be those previously reviewed and approved by the NRC, specifically
those described in the following documents:

1 . NEDE-2401 1-P-A, "General Electric Standard Application for
Reactor Fuel."

2. XN-NF-8 1-58(P)(A), RODEX2 Fuel Rod Thermal-Mechanical
Response Evaluation Model.

3. XN-NF-85-67(P)(A), Generic Mechanical Design for Exxon
Nuclear Jet Pump BWR Reload Fuel.

4. EMF-85-74(P) Supplement 1(P)(A) and Supplement 2(P)(A),
RODEX2A (BWR) Fuel Rod Thermal-Mechanical Evaluation
Model.

5. ANF-89-98(P)(A), Generic Mechanical Design Criteria for BWR
Fuel Designs.

(continued)

Brunswick Unit 1 5.0-20 Bruswik Uit 5.-20Amendment No. I



Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements (continued)

5.6.5 CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (COLR) (continued)

6. XN-NF-80-1 9(P)(A) Volume 1, Exxon Nuclear Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors - Neutronic Methods for Design and
Analysis.

7. XN-NF-80-19(P)(A) Volume 4, Exxon Nuclear Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors: Application of the ENC Methodology to
BWR Reloads.

8. EMF-2158(P)(A), Siemens Power Corporation Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors: Evaluation and Validation of
CASMO-4/MICROBURN-B32.

9. XN-NF-80-19(P)(A) Volume 3, Exxon Nuclear Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors, THERMEX: Thermal Limits Methodology
Summary Description.

10. XN-NF-84-105(P)(A) Volume 1, XCOBRA-T: A Computer Code
for BWR Transient Thermal-Hydraulic Core Analysis.

11. ANF-524(P)(A), ANF Critical Power Methodology for Boiling
Water Reactors.

12. ANF-913(P)(A) Volume 1, COTRANSA2: A Computer Program
for Boiling Water Reactor Transient Analyses.

13. ANF-1358(P)(A), The Loss of Feedwater Heating Transient in
Boiling Water Reactors.

14. EMF-2209(P)(A), SPCB Critical Power Correlation.

15. EMF-2245(P)(A), Application of Siemens Power Corporation's
Critical Power Correlations to Co-Resident Fuel.

16. EMF-2361(P)(A), EXEM BWR-2000 ECCS Evaluation Model.

17. EMF-2292(P)(A), ATRI UM TM -1 0: Appendix K Spray Heat
Transfer Coefficients.

18. EMF-CC-074(P)(A) Volume 4, BWR Stability Analysis -

Assessment of STAlE with Input from MICROBURN-B32.

19. NEDO-32465-A, Reactor Stability Detect and Suppress Solutions
Licensing Basis Methodology for Reload Applications.

(continued)

Brunswick Unit 1 5.0-21 Bruswik Uit 5.-21Amendment No. I



Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements (continued)

5.6.5 CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (COLR) (continued)

c. The core operating limits shall be determined such that all applicable
limits (e.g., fuel thermal mechanical limits, core thermal hydraulic limits,
Emergency Core Cooling Systems (ECCS) limits, nuclear limits such as
SIDM, transient analysis limits, and accident analysis limits) of the safety
analysis are met.

d. The COLR, including any midcycle revisions or supplements, shall be
provided upon issuance for each reload cycle to the NRC.

5.6.6 Post Accident Monitoring (PAM) Instrumentation Report

When a report is required by Condition B or F of LCO 3.3.3.1, "Post Accident
Monitoring (PAM) Instrumentation," a report shall be submitted within the
following 14 days. The report shall outline the preplanned alternate method of
monitoring, the cause of the inoperability, and the plans and schedule for
restoring the instrumentation channels of the Function to OPERABLE status.

Brunswick Unit 1 5.0-22 Bruswik Uit 5.-22Amendment No. I



High Radiation Area
5.7

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.7 High Radiation Area

As provided in paragraph 20.1601 (c) of 10 CIFR Part 20, the following controls shall be applied
to high radiation areas in place of the, controls required by paragraph 20.1601 (a) and (b) of
10 CFR Part 20:

5.7.1 High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates not exceeding 1.0 rem/hour (at
30 centimeters from the radiation sources or from any surface Penetrated by the
radiation)

a. Each accessible entryway to such an area shall be barricaded and
conspicuously posted as a high radiation area. Such barricades may be
opened as necessary to permit entry or exit of personnel or equipment.

b. Access to, and activities in, each such area shall be controlled by means
of a Radiation Work Permit (RWP) or equivalent that includes
specification of radiation dose rates in the immediate work area(s) and
other appropriate radiation protection equipment and measures.

c. Individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures and personnel
continuously escorted by such individuals may be exempted from the
requirement for an RWP or equivalent while performing their assigned
duties provided that they are following plant radiation protection
procedures for entry to, exit from, and work in such areas.

d. Each individual or group entering such an area shall:

1 . Possess a radiation monitoring device that continuously displays
radiation dose rates in the area ("radiation monitoring and
indicating device"); or

2. Possess a radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates
the radiation dose rates in the area and alarms when the device's
dose alarm setpoint is reached ("alarming dosimeter"), with an
appropriate alarm setpoint; or

3. Possess a radiation monitoring device that continuously transmits
dose rate and cumulative dose information to a remote receiver
monitored by radiation protection personnel responsible for
controlling personnel radiation exposure within the area; or

(continued)
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High Radiation Area
5.7

5.7 High Radiation Area

5.7.1 Hicih Radiation Areas with Dose Rates not exceeding 1.0 rem/hour (at
30 centimeters from the radiation sources or from any surface penetrated by the
radiation) (continued)

4. Possess a self-reading dosimeter and be under the surveillance,
as specified in the RWP or equivalent, by means of closed circuit
television, of personnel qualified in radiation protection
procedures, responsible for controlling personnel radiation
exposure in the area; or

5. Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or equivalent,
of an individual at the work site, qualified in radiation protection
procedures, equipped with a radiation monitoring and indicating
device who is responsible for controlling personnel radiation
exposure within the area.

e. Except for individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures, entry
into such areas shall be made only after dose rates in the area have been
established and entry personnel are knowledgeable of them.

5.7.2 High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Greater than 1.0 rem/hour (at
30 centimeters from the radiation source or from any surface Penetrated by the
radiation), but less than 500 rads/hour (at 1 meter from the radiation source or
from any surface Penetrated by the radiation)

a. Each accessible entryway to such an area shall be conspicuously posted
as a high radiation area and shall be provided with a locked door, gate, or
guard that prevents unauthorized entry, and in addition:

1 . All such door and gate keys shall be maintained under the
administrative control of the shift superintendent or the radiation
control supervisor or designated representative; and

2. Doors and gates shall remain locked or guarded except during
periods of personnel or equipment entry or exit.

(continued)
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High Radiation Area
5.7

5.7 High Radiation Area

5.7.2 High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Greater than 1.0 rem/hour (at 30
centimeters from the radiation source or from any surface penetrated by the
radiation), but less than 500 rads/hour (at 1 meter from the radiation source or
from any surface penetrated by the radiation) (continued)

b. Access to, and activities in, each such area shall be controlled by means
of an RWP or equivalent that includes specification of radiation dose
rates in the immediate work area(s) and other appropriate radiation
protection equipment and measures.

c. Individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures may be exempted
from the requirement for an RWP or equivalent while performing radiation
surveys in such areas provided that they are following plant radiation
protection procedures for entry to, exit from, and work in such areas.

d. Each individual or group entering such an area shall:

1 . Possess an alarming dosimeter with an appropriate alarm
setpoint; or

2. Possess a radiation monitoring device that continuously transmits
dose rate and cumulative dose information to a remote receiver
monitored by radiation protection personnel responsible for
controlling personnel radiation exposure within the area with the
means to communicate with and control every individual in the
area; or

3. Possess a direct-reading dosimeter and be under the surveillance,
as specified in the RWP or equivalent, by means of closed circuit
television, of personnel qualified in radiation protection
procedures, responsible for controlling personnel radiation
exposure in the area, and with the means to communicate with
and control every individual in the area; or

4. Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or equivalent,
of an individual qualified in radiation protection procedures,
equipped with a radiation monitoring and indicating device who is
responsible for controlling personnel exposure within the area; or

(continued)
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High Radiation Area
5.7

5.7 High Radiation Area

5.7.2 High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Greater than 1.0 rem/hour (at 30
centimeters from the radiation source or from any surface Penetrated by the
radiation), but less than 500 rads/hour (at 1 meter from the radiation source or
from any surface penetrated by the radiation) (continued)

5. Possess a radiation monitoring and indicating device in those
cases where the options of Specifications 5.7.2.d.2, 5.7.2.d.3, and
5.7.2.d.4. above, are impractical or determined to be inconsistent
with the "As Low As is Reasonably Achievable" principle.

e. Except for individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures, entry
into such areas shall be made only after dose rates in the area have been
established and entry personnel are knowledgeable of them.

f. Such individual areas that are within a larger area that is controlled as a
high radiation area, where no enclosure exists for purpose of locking and
where no enclosure can reasonably be constructed around the individual
area need not be controlled by a locked door or gate, but shall be
barricaded and conspicuously posted as a high radiation area, and a
conspicuous, clearly visible flashing light shall be activated at the area as
a warning device.
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Definitions
1.1

1 .1 Definitions

LEAKAGE
(continued)

b. Unidentified LEAKAGE

All LEAKAGE into the drywell that is not identified
LEAKAGE;

c. Total LEAKAGE

Sum of the identified and unidentified LEAKAGE; and

d. Pressure Boundary LEAKAGE

LINEAR HEAT
GENERATION RATE (LHGR)

LOGIC SYSTEM FUNCTIONAL
TEST

MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER
RATIO (MCPR)

MODE

LEAKAGE through a nonisolable fault in a Reactor
Coolant System (RCS) component body, pipe wall, or
vessel wall.

The LHGR shall be the heat generation rate per unit length of
fuel rod. It is the integral of the heat flux over the heat
transfer area associated with the unit length.

A LOGIC SYSTEM FUNCTIONAL TEST shall be a test
of all required logic components (i.e., all required relays and
contacts, trip units, solid state logic elements, etc.) of a logic
circuit, from as close to the sensor as practicable up to, but
not including, the actuated device, to verify OPERABILITY.
The LOGIC SYSTEM FUNCTIONAL TEST may be
performed by means of any series of sequential, overlapping,
or total system steps so that the entire logic system is tested.

The MCPR shall be the smallest critical power ratio (CPR)
that exists in the core. The CPR is that power in the
assembly that is calculated by application of the appropriate
correlation(s) to cause some point in the assembly to
experience boiling transition, divided by the actual assembly
operating power.

A MODE shall correspond to any one inclusive combination
of mode switch position, average reactor coolant
temperature, and reactor vessel head closure bolt tensioning
specified in Table 1. 1-1 with fuel in the reactor vessel.

(continued)
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LHGR
3.2.3

3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

3.2.3 LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (LHGR)

LCO 3.2.3

APPLICABILITY:

All LHGRs shall be less than or equal to the limits specified in the COLR.

THERMAL POWER Ž!23% RTP.

ACTIONS_______ ___

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

A. Any LHGR not within A.1 Restore LHGR(s) to 4 hours
limits, within limits.

B. Required Action and B.1 Reduce THERMAL 4 hours
associated Completion POWER to < 23% RTP.
Time not met.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS _______

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.2. 1.1 Verify all LHGRs are less than or equal to the limits Once within
specified in the COLR. 12 hours after

Ž!23% RTP

AND

24 hours thereafter
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Recirculation Loops Operating
3.4.1

3.4 REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM (RCS)

3.4.1 Recirculation Loops Operating

LCO 3.4.1 Two recirculation loops with matched recirculation pump speeds shall be in
operation,

OR

One recirculation loop may be in operation provided the following limits are
applied when the associated LCO is applicable:

a. LCO 3.2.1, "AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION
RATE (APLHGR)," single loop operation limits specified in the COLR;

b. LCO 3.2.2, "MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR)," single
loop operation limits specified in the COLR;

c. LCO 3.2.3, "LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (LHGR)," single
loop operation limits specified in the COLR; and

d. LCO 3.3.1.1, "Reactor Protection System (RPS) Instrumentation,"
Function 2.b (Average Power Range Monitors Simulated Thermal
Power-High), Allowable Value of Table 3.3.1.1-1 is reset for single
loop operation.

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1 and 2.

ACTIONS

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

A. Requirements of the LCO A. 1 Satisfy the requirements of 6 hours
not met. the LCO.

(continued)
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Main Turbine Bypass System
3.7.6

3.7 PLANT SYSTEMS

3.7.6 The Main Turbine Bypass System

LCO 3.7.6 The Main Turbine Bypass System shall be OPERABLE.

OR

The following limits are made applicable:

a. LCO 3.2.1, "AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION
RATE (APLHGR)," limits for an inoperable Main Turbine Bypass
System, as specified in the COLR; I

b. LCO 3.2.2, "MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR)," limits for
an inoperable Main Turbine Bypass System, as specified in the
COLR; and

c. LCO 3.2.3, "LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (LHGR)," limits for
an inoperable Main Turbine Bypass System, as specified in the
COLR.

APPLICABILITY: THERMAL POWER Ž!23% RTP.

ACTIONS

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

A. Requirements of the LCO A. 1 Satisfy the requirements of 4 hours
not met. the LCO.

B. Required Action and B. 1 Reduce THERMAL 4 hours
associated Completion Time POWER to < 23% RTP.
not met.
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Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements (continued)

5.6.5 CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (COLR)

a. Core operating limits shall be established prior to each reload cycle, or
prior to any remaining portion of a reload cycle, and shall be documented
in the COLR for the following:

1 . The AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE
(APLHGR) for Specification 3.2.1;

2. The MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR) for
Specification 3.2.2;

3. The LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (LHGR) for
Specification 3.2.3;

4. The period based detection algorithm (PBDA) setpoint for
Function 2.f, Oscillation Power Range Monitor (OPRM) Upscale,
for Specification 3.3. 1. 1; and

5. The Allowable Values and power range setpoints for Rod Block
Monitor Upscale Functions for Specification 3.3.2.1.

b. The analytical methods used to determine the core operating limits shall
be those previously reviewed and approved by the NRC, specifically
those described in the following documents:

1. NEDE-2401 1-P-A, "General Electric Standard Application for
Reactor Fuel."

2. XN-NF-8 1-58(P)(A), RODEX2 Fuel Rod Thermal-Mechanical
Response Evaluation Model.

3. XN-NF-85-67(P)(A), Generic Mechanical Design for Exxon
Nuclear Jet Pump BWR Reload Fuel.

4. EMF-85-74(P) Supplement 1 (P)(A) and Supplement 2(P)(A),
RODEX2A (BWR) Fuel Rod Thermal-Mechanical Evaluation
Model.

5. ANF-89-98(P)(A), Generic Mechanical Design Criteria for BWR

Fuel Designs.

(continued)
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Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements (continued)

5.6.5 CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (COLR) (continued)

6. XN-NF-80-1 9(P)(A) Volume 1, Exxon Nuclear Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors - Neutronic Methods for Design and
Analysis.

7. XN-NF-80-1 9(P)(A) Volume 4, Exxon Nuclear Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors: Application of the ENC Methodology to
BWR Reloads.

8. EMF-2158(P)(A), Siemens Power Corporation Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors: Evaluation and Validation of
CASMO-4/MICROBURN-B2.

9. XN-NF-80-19(P)(A) Volume 3, Exxon Nuclear Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors, THERMEX: Thermal Limits Methodology
Summary Description.

10. XN-NF-84-105(P)(A) Volume 1, XCOBRA-T: A Computer Code
for BWR Transient Thermal-Hydraulic Core Analysis.

11. ANF-524(P)(A), ANF Critical Power Methodology for Boiling Water
Reactors.

12. ANF-913(P)(A) Volume 1, COTRANSA2: A Computer Program
for Boiling Water Reactor Transient Analyses.

13. ANF-1358(P)(A), The Loss of Feedwater Heating Transient in
Boiling Water Reactors.

14. EMF-2209(P)(A), SPCB Critical Power Correlation.

15. EMF-2245(P)(A), Application of Siemens Power Corporation's
Critical Power Correlations to Co-Resident Fuel.

16. EMF-2361 (P)(A), EXEM BWR-2000 ECCS Evaluation Model.

17. EMF-2292(P)(A), ATRI UM TM-1 0: Appendix K Spray Heat Transfer
Coefficients.

18. EMF-CC-074(P)(A) Volume 4, BWR Stability Analysis -

Assessment of STAIF with Input from MICROBURN-B32.

19. NEDO-32465-A, Reactor Stability Detect and Suppress Solutions
Licensing Basis Methodology for Reload Applications.

(continued)
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Reporting Requirements
5.6

5.6 Reporting Requirements (continued)

5.6.5 CORE OPERATING LIMITS REPORT (COLR) (continued)

c. The core operating limits shall be determined such that all applicable
limits (e.g., fuel thermal mechanical limits, core thermal hydraulic limits,
Emergency Core Cooling Systems (ECCS) limits, nuclear limits such as
SIDM, transient analysis limits, and accident analysis limits) of the safety
analysis are met.

d. The COLR, including any midcycle revisions or supplements, shall be
provided upon issuance for each reload cycle to the NRC.

5.6.6 Post Accident Monitoring (PAM) Instrumentation Report

When a report is required by Condition B or F of LCO 3.3.3.1, "Post Accident
Monitoring (PAM) Instrumentation," a report shall be submitted within the
following 14 days. The report shall outline the preplanned alternate method of
monitoring, the cause of the inoperability, and the plans and schedule for
restoring the instrumentation channels of the Function to OPERABLE status.
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High Radiation Area
5.7

5.0 ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROLS

5.7 High Radiation Area

As provided in paragraph 20.1601 (c) of 10 CFR Part 20, the following controls shall be applied
to high radiation areas in place of the controls required by paragraph 20.1601 (a) and (b) of 10
CFR Part 20:

5.7.1 High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates not exceeding 1.0 rem/hour (at 30
centimeters from the radiation sources or from any surface Penetrated by the
radiation)

a. Each accessible entryway to such an area shall be barricaded and
conspicuously posted as a high radiation area. Such barricades may be
opened as necessary to permit entry or exit of personnel or equipment.

b. Access to, and activities in, each such area shall be controlled by means
of a Radiation Work Permit (RWP) or equivalent that includes
specification of radiation dose rates in the immediate work area(s) and
other appropriate radiation protection equipment and measures.

c. Individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures and personnel
continuously escorted by such individuals may be exempted from the
requirement for an RWP or equivalent while performing their assigned
duties provided that they are following plant radiation protection
procedures for entry to, exit from, and work in such areas.

d. Each individual or group entering such an area shall:

1 . Possess a radiation monitoring device that continuously displays
radiation dose rates in the area ("radiation monitoeing and
indicating device"); or

2. Possess a radiation monitoring device that continuously integrates
the radiation dose rates in the area and alarms when the device's
dose alarm setpoint is reached ("alarming dosimeter"), with an
appropriate alarm setpoint; or

3. Possess a radiation monitoring device that continuously transmits
dose rate and cumulative dose information to a remote receiver
monitored by radiation protection personnel responsible for
controlling personnel radiation exposure within the area; or

(continued)
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High Radiation Area
5.7

5.7 High Radiation Area

5.7.1 Higih Radiation Areas with Dose Rates not exceeding 1.0 rem/hour (at 30
centimeters from the radiation sources or from any surface penetrated by the
radiation) (continued)

4. Possess a self-reading dosimeter and be under the surveillance,
as specified in the RWP or equivalent, by means of closed circuit
television, of personnel qualified in radiation protection
procedures, responsible for controlling personnel radiation
exposure in the area; or

5. Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or equivalent,
of an individual at the work site, qualified in radiation protection
procedures, equipped with a radiation monitoring and indicating
device who is responsible for controlling personnel radiation
exposure within the area.

e. Except for individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures, entry
into such areas shall be made only after dose rates in the area have been
established and entry personnel are knowledgeable of them.

5.7.2 Hi-gh Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Greater than 1.0 rem/hour (at 30
centimeters from the radiation source or from any surface Penetrated by the
radiation), but less than 500 rads/hour (at 1 meter from the radiation source or
from any surface Penetrated by the radiation)

a. Each accessible entryway to such an area shall be conspicuously posted
as a high radiation area and shall be provided with a locked door, gate, or
guard that prevents unauthorized entry, and in addition:

1 . All such door and gate keys shall be maintained under the
administrative control of the shift superintendent or the radiation
control supervisor or designated representative; and

2. Doors and gates shall remain locked or guarded except during
periods of personnel or equipment entry or exit.

(continued)
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High Radiation Area
5.7

5.7 High Radiation Area

5.7.2 High Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Greater than 1.0 rem/hour (at 30
centimeters from the radiation source or from any surface Penetrated by the
radiation), but less than 500 rads/hour (at 1 meter from the radiation source or
from any surface penetrated by the radiation) (continued)

b. Access to, and activities in, each such area shall be controlled by means
of an RWP or equivalent that includes specification of radiation dose rates
in the immediate work area(s) and other appropriate radiation protection
equipment and measures.

c. Individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures may be exempted
from the requirement for an RWP or equivalent while performing radiation
surveys in such areas provided that they are following plant radiation
protection procedures for entry to, exit from, and work in such areas.

d. Each individual or group entering such an area shall:

1 . Possess an alarming dosimeter with an appropriate alarm
setpoint; or

2. Possess a radiation monitoring device that continuously transmits
dose rate and cumulative dose information to a remote receiver
monitored by radiation protection personnel responsible for
controlling personnel radiation exposure within the area with the
means to communicate with and control every individual in the
area; or

3. Possess a direct-reading dosimeter and be under the surveillance,
as specified in the RWP or equivalent, by means of closed circuit
television, of personnel qualified in radiation protection
procedures, responsible for controlling personnel radiation
exposure in the area, and with the means to communicate with
and control every individual in the area; or

4. Be under the surveillance, as specified in the RWP or equivalent,
of an individual qualified in radiation protection procedures,
equipped with a radiation monitoring and indicating device who is
responsible for controlling personnel exposure within the area, or

(continued)
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High Radiation Area
5.7

5.7 High Radiation Area

5.7.2 Hi-gh Radiation Areas with Dose Rates Greater than 1.0 rem/hour (at
30 centimeters from the radiation source or from any surface penetrated by the
radiation), but less than 500 rads/hour (at 1 meter from the radiation source or
from any surface Penetrated by the radiation) (continued)

5. Possess a radiation monitoring and indicating device in those
cases where the options of Specifications 5.7.2.d.2, 5.7.2.d.3,
and 5.7.2.d.4, above, are impractical or determined to be
inconsistent with the "As Low As is Reasonably Achievable"
principle.

e. Except for individuals qualified in radiation protection procedures, entry
into such areas shall be made only after dose rates in the area have been
established and entry personnel are knowledgeable of them.

f. Such individual areas that are within a larger area that is controlled as a
high radiation area, where no enclosure exists for purpose of locking and
where no enclosure can reasonably be constructed around the individual
area need not be controlled by a locked door or gate, but shall be
barricaded and conspicuously posted as a high radiation area, and a
conspicuous, clearly visible flashing light shall be activated at the area as
a warning device.
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Reactor Core SLs
B 2.1.1

BASES

BACKGROUND
(continued)

Operation above the boundary of the nucleate boiling regime could result
in excessive cladding temperature because of the onset of transition
boiling and the resultant sharp reduction in heat transfer coefficient.
Inside the steam film, high cladding temperatures are reached, and a
cladding water (zirconium water) reaction may take place. This chemical
reaction results in oxidation of the fuel cladding to a structurally weaker
form. This weaker form may lose its integrity, resulting in an uncontrolled
release of activity to the reactor coolant.

The reactor vessel water level SL ensures that adequate core cooling
capability is maintained during all MODES of reactor operation.
Establishment of Emergency Core Cooling System initiation setpoints
higher than this safety limit provides margin to ensure the safety limit will
not be reached or exceeded such that fuel damage would occur.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

The fuel cladding must not sustain damage as a result of normal.
operation and AO0s. The reactor core SLs are established to preclude
violation of the fuel design criterion that an MCPR limit is to be
established, such that at least 99.9% of the fuel rods in the core would not
be expected to experience the onset of transition boiling.

The Reactor Protection System setpoints (LCO 3.3.1.1, "Reactor
Protection System (RPS) Instrumentation'), in combination with the other
LCOs, are designed to prevent any anticipated combination of transient
conditions for Reactor Coolant System water level, pressure, and
THERMAL POWER level that would result in reaching the MCPR limit.
2.1.1.1 Fuel Cladding Integrity

INSPITcritical po r correlatio are appli le for all cri i al power
-P4SR calculation at pressure -785 psi d core flow - 10% of rate ow.

For operation at low pressures or low flows, another basis is used, as
follows:

Since the pressure drop in the bypass region is essentially all
elevation head, the core pressure drop at low power and flows will
always be > 4.5 psi. Analyses show that with a bundle flow of
28 x 10 lb/hr, bundle pressure drop is nearly independent of
bundle power and has a value of 3.5 psi. Thus, the bundle flow

(continued)
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INSERT TO B 2.1.1.1 (Fuel Cladding Integrity) APPLICABLE SAFETY
ANALYSIS

The SPCB critical power correlation is valid for critical power calculations at
pressures Ž: 571.4 psia and bundle mass fluxes *Žý 0.087E+6 Ibm/hr-ft2

(Reference 1).



Reactor Core SLs
B 2. 1.1

BASES

APPLICABLE 2.1.1.1 Fuel Cladding Integrity (continued)

SAFET ANAYSESwith a 4.5 psi driving head will be > 28 x 103 lb/hr. Full scale
ATLAS test data taken at pressures from 14.7 psia (0 psig) to
800 psia (785 psig) indicate that the fuel assembly critical power
at this flow is approximately 3.35 MWt. With the design peaking
factors, this corresponds to a THERMAL POWER > 46% RTP.
Thus, a THERMAL POWER limit of 23% RTP for reactor pressure
< 785 psig is conservative.

2.1.1.2 MCPR

The fuel cladding integrity SL is set such that no fuel damage is
calculated to occur if the limit is not violated. Since the parameters that
result in fuel damage are not directly observable during reactor operation,
the thermal and hydraulic conditions that result in the onset of transition
boiling have been used to mark the beginning of the region in which fuel
damage could occur. Although it is recognized that the onset of transition
boiling would not result in damage to BWR fuel rods, the critical power at
which boiling transition is calculated to occur has been adopted as a
convenient limit. However, the uncertainties in monitoring the core
operating state and in the procedures used to calculate the critical power
result in an uncertainty in the value of the critical power. Therefore, the
fuel cladding integrity SL is defined as the critical power ratio in the
limiting fuel assembly for which more than 99.9% of the fuel rods in the
core are expected to avoid boiling transition, considering the power
distribution within the core and all uncertainties.

The MCPR SL is determined using a statistical model that combines all
the uncertainties in operating parameters and the procedures used to
calculate critical power. The probability of the occurrence of boiling

Strabsation of dthertaeduintisedi the tprve ermnationecofie MCPR SL
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Reactor Core SLs
B 2.1.1

BASES

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

(continued)

2.1.1.3 Reactor Vessel Water Level

During MODES 1 and 2 the reactor vessel water level is required to be
above the top of the active irradiated fuel, to provide core cooling
capability. In conjunction with LCOs, the limiting safety system settings,
defined in LCO 3.3.1.1 as the Allowable Values, establish the threshold
for protective system action to prevent exceeding acceptable limits,
including this reactor vessel water level SL, during Design Basis
Accidents. With fuel in the reactor vessel during periods when the reactor
is shut down, consideration must be given to water level requirements
due to the effect of decay heat. If the water level should drop below the
top of the active irradiated fuel during this period, the ability to remove
decay heat is reduced. This reduction in cooling capability could lead to
elevated cladding temperatures and clad perforation in the event that the
water level becomes < 2/3 of the core height. The reactor vessel water
level SL has been established at the top of the active irradiated fuel to
provide a point that can be monitored and to also provide adequate
margin for effective action.

SAFETY LIMITS The reactor core SLs are established to protect the integrity of the fuel
clad barrier to prevent the release of radioactive materials to the environs.
SL 2. 1. 1.1 and SL 2.1.1.2 ensure that the core operates within the fuel
design criteria. SL 2.1.1 .3 ensures that the reactor vessel water level is
greater than the top of the active irradiated fuel in order to prevent
elevated clad temperatures and resultant clad perforations.

APPLICABILITY SLs 2.1.1.1, 2.1.1.2, and 2.1.1.3 are applicable in all MODES.

SAFETY LIMIT Exceeding an SL may cause fuel damage and create a potential
VIOLATIONS for radioactive releases in excess of 10 CFR 50.67, "Accident Source

Term," limits_ (Ref~. Therefore, it is required to insert all insertable
contol odsand restore compliance with the SLs within 2 hours. The

(continued)
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Reactor Core SLs
B 2.1.1

BASES

SAFETY LIMIT 2 hour Completion Time ensures that the operators take prompt remedial
VIOLATIONS action and also ensures that the probability of an accident occurring

(continued) during this period is minimal.

~ 10 CFR 50.67.
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Control Rod OPERABILITY
B 3.1.3

BASES

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

(continued)

The capability to insert the control rods provides assurance that the
assumptions for scram reactivity in the DRA and transient analyses are
not violated. Since the SDM ensures the reactor will be subcritical with
the highest worth control rod withdrawn (assumed single failure), the
additional failure of a second control rod to insert, if required, could
invalidate the demonstrated 5DM and potentially limit the ability of the
CR0D System to hold the reactor subcritical. If the control rod is stuck at
an inserted position and becomes dlecoupled from the CRID, a control rod
drop accident (ORDA) can possibly occur. Therefore, the requirement
that all control rods be OPERABLE ensures the CR0D System can perform
its intended function.

The control rods also protect the fuel from damage which could result in
release of radioactivity. The limits protected are the MCPR Safety Limit
(SL) (see Bases for SL 2. 1. 1, "Reactor Core SLs," and LCO 3.2.2,
"MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR)"), the 1% cladding plastic
strain fuel design limit (see Bases for LCO 3.2.1, "AVERAGE PLANAR
LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (APLHGR)j), and the fuel damage
limit (see Bases for LCO 3.1.6, "Rod Pattern Control") during reactivity
insertion events.

The negative reactivity insertion (scram) provided by the CR0D System
provides the analytical basis for determination of plant thermal lim 'its and
provides protection against fuel damage limits during a CRIDA. The
Bases for LCO 3.1.4, LCO 3.1.5, and LCO 3.1.6 discuss in more detail
how the SLs are protected by the CRID System.

Control rod OPERABILITY satisfies Criterion 3 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii)
(Ref. 5).

LCO The OPERABILITY of an individual control rod is based on a combination
of factors, primarily, the scram insertion times, the control rod coupling
integrity, and the ability to determine the control rod position.
Accumulator OPERABILITY is addressed by LCO 3.1.5. The associated
scram accumulator status for a control rod only affects the scram
insertion times; therefore, an inoperable accumulator does not
immediately require declaring a control rod inoperable. Although not all
control rods are required to be OPERABLE to satisfy the intended

(continued)
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Control Rod Scram Times
B 3.1.4

BASES

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

(continued)

The scram function of the CRID System protects the MCPR Safety Limit
(SL) (see Bases for SL 2.1.1, "Reactor Core SLs," and LCO 3.2,2,
"MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR)") and the 1% cladding
plastic strain fuel design limit (see Bases for LCO 3.2.1, "AVERAGE
PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (APLHGRJ, which
ensure that no fuel damage will occur if these limits are not exceeded.
Above 800 psig, the scram function is designed to insert negative
reactivity at a rate fast enough to prevent the actual MCPR from
becoming less than the MCPR SL, during the analyzed limiting power
transient. Below 800 psig, the scram function is assumed to perform
during the control rod drop accident (Ref. 5) and, therefore, also provides
protection against violating fuel damage limits during reactivity insertion
accidents (see Bases for LCO 3.1.6, "Rod Pattern Control"). For the
reactor vessel overpressure protection analysis, the scram function, along
with the safety/relief valves, ensure that the peak vessel pressure is
maintained within the applicable ASME Code limits.

Control rod scram times satisfy Criterion 3 of 10 GFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii)
(Ref. 6).

LCO The scram times specified in Table 3.1.4-1 (in the accompanying LCO)
are required to ensure that the scram reactivity assumed in the DBA and
transient analysis is met (Ref. 5).

To account for single failures and "slow" scramming control rods, the
scram times specified in Table 3.1.4-1 are faster than those assumed in
the design basis analysis. The scram times have a margin that allows up
to approximately 7% of the control rods (e.g., 137 x 7% :z10) to have
scram times exceeding the specified limits (i.e., "slow" control rods)
assuming a single stuck control rod (as allowed by LCO 3.1.3, "Control
Rod OPERABILITY") and an additional control rod failing to scram per the
single failure criterion. The scram times are specified as a function of
reactor steam dome pressure to account for the pressure dependence of
the scram times. The scram times are specified relative to
measurements based on reed switch positions, which provide the control
rod position indication. The reed switch closes ("pickup") when the index
tube passes a specific location and then opens ("dropout") as the index
tube travels upward. Verification of the specified scram times in

(continued)i
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Control Rod Scram Accumulators
B 3.1.5

B 3.1 REACTIVITY CONTROL SYSTEMS

B 3.1.5 Control Rod Scram Accumulators

BASES

BACKGROUND The control rod scram accumulators are part of the Control Rod Drive
(CRD) System and are provided to ensure that the control rods scram
under varying reactor conditions. The control rod scram accumulators
store sufficient energy to fully insert a control rod independent of any
other source of energy. The accumulator is a hydraulic cylinder with a
free floating piston. The piston separates the water used to scram the
control rods from the nitrogen, which provides the required energy. The
scram accumulators are necessary to scram the control rods within the
required insertion times of LCO 3.1.4, "Control Rod Scram Times."*

APPLICABLE The analytical methods and assumptions used in evaluating the control
SAFETY ANALYSES rod scram function are presented in References 1, 2, and 3. The Design

Basis Accident (DBA) and transient analyses. assume that all of the
control rods scram at a specified insertion rate. OPERABILITY of each
individual control rod scram accumulator, along with LCO 3.1.3, "Control
Rod OPERABILITY," and LCO 3.1.4, ensures that the scram reactivity
assumed in the DBA and transient analyses can be met. The existence
of an inoperable accumulator may invalidate prior scram time
measurements for the associated control rod.

The scram function of the CRD System, and therefore the OPERABILITY
of the accumulators, protects the MCPR Safety Limit (see Bases for
SL 2.1.1, "Reactor Core SLs," and LCO 3.2.2, "MINIMUM CRITICAL
POWER RATIO (MCPR)") and 1% cladding plastic strain fuel design limit
(see Bases for LCO 3.2.1, "AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT
GENERATION RATE (APLHGR) ), which ensure that no fuel damage will
occur if these limits are not exceeded (see Bases for LCO 3.1.4). In
addition, the scram function at low reactor vessel pressure (i.e., startup
conditions) provides protection against violating fuel design limits during
reactivity insertion accidents (see Bases for LCO 3.1.6, "Rod Pattern
Control").

Control rod scram accumulators satisfy Criterion 3 of
10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) (Ref. 4).

(continued)
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Rod Pattern Control
B83.1.6

B 3.1 REACTIVITY CONTROL SYSTEMS

B 3.1.6 Rod Pattern Control

BASES

BACKGROUND Control rod patterns during startup conditions are controlled by the
operator and the rod worth minimizer (RWM) (LCO 3.3.2.1, "Control Rod
Block Instrumentation"), so that only specified control rod sequences and
relative positions are allowed over the operating range of all control rods
inserted to 8.75% RTP. The sequences limit the potential amount of
reactivity addition that could occur in the event of a Control Rod Drop
Accident (CRDA).

This Specification assures that the control rod patterns are consistent with
the assumptions of the CRDA analyses of References 1, 2 and 3.

APPLICABLE The analytical methods and assumptions used in evaluating the CRDA
SAFETY ANALYSES are summarized in References 2 and 3. ORDA analyses assume that the

reactor operator follows prescribed withdrawal sequences. These
sequences define the potential initial conditions for the ORDA analysis.
The RWM (LCO 3.3.2.1) provides backup to operator control of the
withdrawal sequences to ensure that the initial conditions of the CRDA
analysis are not violated.

Prevention or mitigation of positive reactivity insertion events is necessary
to limit the energy deposition in the fuel, thereby preventing significant
fuel damage which could result in the undue release of radioactivity.
S ince the failure consequences for U0 2 have shown that sudden fuel pin

/~..jruptur7e requires a fuel energy deposition of approximately 425 cal/gmn
Y(Ref.(A, the fuel damage limit of 280 cal/gm, provides a margin of safety

from significant core damage which would result in release of radioactivity
(Rf .Generic evaluations (Refs.W 0"i) of a design basis CRDA
aie. CRDA resulting in a peak fuel energy deposition of 280 cal/gm)

have shown that if the peak fuel enthalpy remains below 280 cal/gm, then
the maximum reactor pressure will be less than the required ASME Code

9 limits Ref. ) and the calculated offsite doses will be well within the
required lim its ( R f(c 

ni u d
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Rod Pattern Control
B 3.1.6

W-ý4k lkiREvk meA+'cds (Rev~s. 2 cwa 3)

BASES

APPLICABLE Control rod patterns analyzed i R er follow the banked position
SAFETY ANALYSES withdrawal sequence (BPWS). The BPWS is applicable from the

(continued) condition of all control rods fully inserted to 8.75% RTP (Ref. For the
BPWS, the control rods are required to be moved in groups, with all
control rods assigned to a specific group required to be within specified
banked positions (e.g., between notches 08 and 12). The banked
positions are established to minimize the maximum incremental control
rod worth without being overly restrictive during normal plant operation.

NkWi GNF rmeAoas Generic analysis of the BPW I;has demonstrated that the 280 cal/gmn fuel
damage limit will not be violated during a ORDA while following the
BPWS during a plant startup or shutdown. The generic BPWS analysis

ý e.)also evaluates the effect of fully inserted, inoperable control rods
otin compliance with the sequence, to allow a limited number (i.e.,

eight) and a required distribution of fully inserted, inoperable control rods. 4-
Rod pattern control satisfies Criterion 3 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii)

Q(Ref. ).

LCO Compliance with the prescribed control rod sequences minimizes the
potential consequences of a CRDA by limiting the initial conditions to
those consistent with the BPWS. This LCO only applies to OPERABLE
control rods. For inoperable control rods required to be inserted,
separate requirements are specified in LCO 3.1.3, "Control Rod
OPERABILITY," consistent with the allowances for inoperable control
rods in the BPWS-

APPLICABILITY In MODES 1 and 2, when THERMAL POWER is!• 8.75% RTP, the CRDA
is a Design Basis Accident and, therefore, compliance with the
assumptions of the safety analysis is required. When THERMAL
POWER is > 8.75% RTP, there is no credible control rod configuration
that results in a control rod worth that could exceed the 280 cal/gmn fuel

dmgliit durin g a CRDA (Ref. ).In MODES 3, 4, and 5, since the
reactor is shut down and interlocks allow only a single control rod to be
withdrawn from a core cell containing fuel assemblies in MODE 5,
adequate SDM ensures that the consequences of a CRDA are
acceptable. This is due to the fact that the reactor will remain subcritical
with a single control rod withdrawn.

(continued)
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Rod Pattern Control
B 3.1.6

BASES

ACTIONS B. 1 and B.2 (continued)

to correct the position of control rods withdrawn beyond their allowed
position is allowed since, in general, insertion of control rods has less
impact on control rod worth than withdrawals have. Required Action BA1
is modified by a Note which allows an individual control rod to be
bypassed in the RWM or the entire RWM to be bypassed to allow the
affected control rods to be returned to their correct position. LCO 3.3.2.1
requires verification of control rod movement by a second licensed
operator or other qualified member of the technical staff.
When nine or more OPERABLE control rods are not in compliance with
BPWS, the reactor must be manually scrammed within 1 hour. This
ensures the reactor is shut down and, as such, does not meet the
applicability requirements of this LCO. The allowed Completion Time of
1 hour is reasonable to allow insertion of control rods to restore
compliance, and is appropriate relative to the low probability of a CRDA
occurring with the control rods out of sequence.

SURVEILLANCE SR 3.1.6.1
REQUIREMENTS

The control rod pattern is verified to be in compliance with the BPWS at a
24 hour Frequency to ensure the assumptions of the CRDA analyses are
met. The 24 hour Frequency was developed considering that the primary
check on compliance with the BPWS is performed by the RWM
(LCO 3.3.2. 1), which provides control rod blocks to enforce the required
sequence and is required to be OPERABLE when operating at
<ý8.75% RTP.

REFERENCES 1. UFSAR, Section 15.4.

NEDE-240 11-P-A-il1-US, General Electric Standard Application
~ for Reactor Fuel, Supplement for United States, Section 2.2.3.1,

November 1995.
(continued)
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Rod Pattern Control
B 3.1.6

BASES

REFERENCES

(continued)
NRC Safety Evaluation Report, Acceptance For Referencing of
Licensing Topical Report NEDE-2401 1-P-A, General Electric
Standard Application for Reactor Fuel, Revision 8,
Amendment 17; December 27, 1987.

UFSAR, Section 4.3.2.5.

NUREG-0800, Section 15.4.9, Revision 2, July 1981.

NEDO-2 1778-A, Transient Pressure Rises Affected Fracture
Toughness Requirements for Boiling Water Reactors,
December 1978.

ASME, Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code.

10 CFR 50.67.

NEDO-21231, Banked Position Withdrawal Sequence,
January 1977.
10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii).
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APLHGR
B 3.2.1

B 3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

B 3.2.1 AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (APLHGR)

BASES

BACKGROUND The APLHGR is a measure of the average LHGR of all the fuel rods in a
fuel assembly at any axial locatio/n. Li s on the A PLH 11are sp/ecified
to 9sure that the fu design limits id ntified in Refer e 1 r ot
e eeded duin a icipated operati nal occurren/cesAOOs) and th the-

INSRT akcladding te yer~ature (PCT) uring the postul ed design bas' loss
of coolant accid t (LOCA) doe ot exceed the jits specified
10 CFR 50.46.1-

ISIZand 1ry1
APPLICABLE The analytical methods and assumptions used in evaluating the fuel
SAFETY ANALYSES design limits are presented in References a ,J The analytical

methods and assumptions used in evaluating Design Basis Accidents
(DBAs), anticipated operational transients, and normal operation that
determine the APLHGR limits are presented in References 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,
and 6v

GN5~ Fuxe-
Fuel design evaluations are performed to demonstrate that the 1 %/ limit on
the fuel cladding plastic strain and other fuel design limits described in
Reference 1 are not exceeded during AO0s for operation with LHGRs up
to the operating limit LHGR. APLHGR limits are equivalent to the LHGR
limit for each fuel rod divided by the local peaking factor of the fuel
assembly. APLHGR limits are developed as a function of exposure and
the various operating core flow and power states to ensure adherence to
fuel design limits during the limiting AO0s.

Flow dependent APLHGR limits are determined using the three
dimensional BWR simulator code (Ref. 7) to analyze slow flow runout
transients. The flow dependent multiplier, MAPFACI, is dependent on the
maximum core flow runout capability. The maximum runout flow is
dependent on the existing setting of the core flow limiter in the
Recirculation Flow Control System.

Based on analyses of limiting plant transients (other than core flow
increases) over a range of power and flow conditions, power dependent
multipliers, MAPFAC1,, are also generated. Due to the sensitivity of the

(continued)
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INSERT B 3.2.1 BACKGROUND

Limits on the APLHGR are specified to ensure that the peak cladding
temperature (PCT) during the postulated design basis loss of coolant accident
(LOCA) does not exceed the limits specified in 10 CFR 50.46. For GNF fuel, the
APLHGR limits also ensure that the fuel design limits identified in Reference 1
are not exceeded during anticipated operational occurrences (AOOs).



APLHGR
B 3.2.1

BASES

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

(continued)

transient response to initial core flow levels at power levels below those at
which turbine stop valve closure and turbine control valve fast closure
scram trips are bypassed, both high and low core flow MAP FACp limits are
provided for operation at power levels between 23% RTP and the
previously mentioned bypass power level. The exposure dependent
APLHGR limits are reduced by MAPFACP and MAPFACf at various
operating conditions to ensure that all fuel design criteria are met for
normal operation and AO0s. A complete discussion of the analysis code
is provided in Reference 8.
LOCA analyses are then performed to ensure that the above determined
APLHGR limits are adequate to meet the POT and maximum oxidation
limits of 10 CFR 50.46. The analysis is performed using calculational
models that are consistent with the requirements of 10 CFR 50,
Appendix K. A complete discussion of the analysis code is provided in
Reference 9. The POT following a postulated LOCA is a function of the
average heat generation rate of all the rods of a fuel assembly at any axial
location and is not strongly influenced by the rod to rod power distribution
within an assembly. The APLHGR limits specified are equivalent to the
LHGR of the highest powered fuel rod assumed in the LOCA analysis
divided by its local peaking factor. A conservative multiplier is applied to
the LHGR assumed in the LOCA analysis to account for the uncertainty
associated with the measurement of the APLHGR.

INSERT
For single recirculation loop operation, Reference 5 shows that no
APLHGR reduction is required.

The APLHGR satisfies Criterion 2 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) (Ref. 10).

result of the fuel design, DBA, andI transient analyses. For two
G W F L~e Irecirculation loops operating, the limit is determined by multiplying the

G i D smaller of the MAPFACp and MAPFACt factors times the exposure
dependent APLHGR limits. The APLHGR limits have been approved for
the respective fuel and lattice type and determined by the approved
methodology described in Reference 1. When hand calculations are
required, the APLHGR for each type of fuel as a function of average
planar exposure shall not exceed the limiting value, adjusted for core flow

(continued)
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INSERT B 3.2.1 APPLICABLE SAFETY ANALYSIS

AREVA Fuel

The analytical methods and assumptions used in evaluating the DBA that
determine the APLHGR limit are presented in Reference 11. APLHGR limits are
developed as a function of planar exposure.

LOCA analyses are performed to ensure that the APLHGR limits are adequate to
meet the PCT and maximum oxidation limits of 10 CFR 50.46. The analysis is
performed using analysis models that are consistent with the requirements of
10 CFR 50, Appendix K. The analysis models and methodology are described in
Reference 11.

The AR EVA fuel APLHGR limits are presented in the COLR. For single
recirculation loop operation, a multiplier is applied to the two recirculation loop
operation exposure dependent APLHGR limits. This multiplier is due to an
earlier departure from nucleate boiling with one recirculation loop available,
resulting in a more severe cladding heatup during a LOCA.



APLHGR
B 3.2.1

BASES

LCO and core power, for the most limiting lattice (excluding natural uranium)
(continued) for each type of fuel shown in the applicable figures of the COLR. Limits

have been provided in the COLR for two recirculation loop operation and
single recirculation loop operation. The limits on single recirculation loop

uoperation are provided to allow operation in this condition in conformance
INS~~~T with the requirements of LCO3-.4.1, "Recircu'lat~ioun LoopsOeaig

APP LICABILITY Th APL R Ii ts are nirn~ay der edi fr fue esgea in adA
LCAa dtran ient a a[ Lse that e as med occ ath-. e
vels. udies and operating experience hav show tht as power is

re uced, the margin to the required APLHGR limits increases. This trend
continues down to the power range of 5% to 15% RTP when entry into

I KI SERT MODE 2 occurs. When in MODE 2, the intermediate range monitor scram
G E function provides prompt scram initiation during any significant transient,

thereby effectively removing any APLHGR limit compliance concern in
MODE 2. At THERMAL POWER levels!ý 23% RTP, the reactor is
operating with substantial margin to the APLHGR limits. For consistency
with the 2.1.1.1 SL, this'power level was selected for LCO applicability.

ACTIONS A.1

If any APLHGR exceeds the required limits, an assumption regarding an
initial condition of the DBA and transient analyses may not be met.
Therefore, prompt action should be taken and continued to restore the
APLHGR(s) to within the required limits such that the. plant operates within
analyzed conditions and within design limits of the fuel rods. The 4 hour
Completion Time is sufficient to restore the APLHG R(s) to within its limits
and is acceptable based on the low probability of a transient or DBA
occurring simultaneously with the APLHGR out of specification.

B.1

It the APLHGR cannot be restored to within its required limits within the
associated Completion Time, the plant must be brought to a MODE or
other specified condition in which the LCO does not apply. To achieve

(continued)
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INSERT B 3.2.1 LCO:

AREVA Fuel

The APLHGR limits specified in the COLR are the result of the DBA analyses.
For two recirculation loops operating, the limit is dependent on exposure. With
only one recirculation loop in operation, in conformance with LCO 3.4.1,
"Recirculation Loops Operating," the limit is determined by multiplying the
exposure dependent APLHGR limit by a multiplier determined by a specific single
recirculation loop analysis.

Additional APLHGR operating limits adjustments may be provided in the COLR
to support analyzed equipment out-of-service operation.

INSERT B 3.2.1 APPLICABILITY:

The GNF fuel APLHGR limits are primarily derived from fuel design evaluations
and LOCA and transient analyses that are assumed to occur at high power
levels. The AREVA fuel APLHGR limits are derived from LOCA analyses that
are assumed to occur at high power levels.



MCPR
B 3.2.2

B 3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

B 3.2.2 MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR)

BASES

BACKGROUND MCPR is a ratio of the fuel assembly power that would result in the onset
of boiling transition to the actual fuel assembly power. The MCPR Safety
Limit (SL) is set such that 99.9% of the fuel rods avoid boiling transition if
the limit is not violated (refer to the Bases for SL 2.1.1.2). The operating
limit MCPR is established to ensure that no fuel damage results during
anticipated operational occurrences (AQOs). Although fuel damage does
not necessarily occur if a fuel rod actually experienced boiling transition
(Ref.1), the critical power at which boiling transition is calculated to occur
has been adopted as a fuel design criterion.

The onset of transition boiling is a phenomenon that is readily detected
during the testing of various fuel bundle designs. Based on these
experimental data, correlations have been developed to predict critical
bundle power (i.e., the bundle power level at the onset of transition
boiling) for a given set of plant parameters (e.g., reactor vessel pressure,
flow, and subcooling). Because plant operating conditions and bundle
power levels are monitored and determined relatively easily, monitoring
the MCPR is a convenient way of ensuring that fuel failures due to
inadequate cooling do not occur.

APPLICABLE

SAFETY ANALYSES,

IENS E R, TD

The analytical ethods ad asuP~ ins used in evaluati the AO0s
to establish e operating lImtM are presented in feerences 2, 3, 4

5,6 ,ap8. To ensure that t 99.9% of the fuel rsaviboln
ftrasiti during any transie hat occurs with mo rate frequency,
limit 'g transients are ana zed either with TRA or other

7hodologies. The s of transients eval ed are loss of fl
fncrease in pressure nd power, positive r ctivity insertion, d coolant
temperature decr se. The TRACG m odology calculat an operating
limit MCPR (0 CPR) for the transie initial con~diti~on at will yield the
largest chan in CPR (ACPR) res ting from the limi g transient. When
the larges CPR is added to th CPR SL, an 0 CPR is obtained.
The -- limiting of the OLM R calculated by her the TRACG or

othe ethodology sets th ore operatfing Ii

ýeMCPR operating Ii its derived from t. transient analysis e
dependent on the o rating core flow a power state (MCP iand

(continued)
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INSERT B 3.2.2 APPLICABLE SAFETY ANALYSIS:

The analytical methods and assumptions used in evaluating the AO0s to
establish the operating limit MCPR are presented in References 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8,
9, and 10. To ensure that 99.9% of the fuel rods avoid boiling transition during
any transient that occurs with moderate frequency, limiting transients are
analyzed to determine the largest reduction in critical power ratio (CPR). The
types of transients evaluated are loss of flow, increase in pressure and power,
positive reactivity insertion, and coolant temperature decrease. The limiting
transient yields the largest change in CPR (ACPR). When the largest ACPR is
added to the MCPR SL, the required operating limit MCPR (OLMCPR) is
obtained.

The MCPR operating limits derived from the transient analysis are dependent on
the operating core flow and power state (MCPRf and MCPRp respectively) to
ensure adherence to fuel design limit during the worst transient that occurs with
moderate frequency as identified in the UFSAR Chapter 15 (Reference 5).

Flow dependent MCPR limits are determined using steady state thermal
hydraulic methods (Reference 7) to analyze slow flow runout transients. The
MCPRt limits are dependent on the maximum core flow runout capability of the
Recirculation System.

Power dependent MCPR limits (MCPRp) are determined on a cycle-specific basis
using the methodologies presented in References 8, 9, and 10. The MCPRp
limits are established for a set of exposure intervals. Due to the sensitivity of the
transient response to initial core flow levels at power levels below those at which
turbine stop valve and/or turbine control valve fast closure and the associated
scrams occur, high and low flow MCPRp operating limits may be provided for the
following core power level ranges: 23 to 26% RTP and 26 to 40% RTP. The
26% RTP is the previously mentioned bypass power level and 40% RTP is the
power level below which the power load unbalance unit (PLU) may not generate
a turbine control valve fast closure on a generator loss of load event.



MCPR
B 3.2.2

BASES

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

(continued)

MCPRp, reectively) to sure adherenc/ to fuel dIe~sign ! its during the
worst trient that oco rs with modera frequenc(R.7)

Flow ependent PR limits are termined using e methodology
/de ribed in Ref rence 2 to anal e slow flow ru ut transients. Th

eerating limit' dependent o e maximum c e flow limiter setti g in
he Recircull ion Flow Contr System.

Power de endent MCPR 'its (MOP Rp) ar determined usin the
method ogy described' Reference 2. ue to the sensitiv* of the
transi nt response to' itial core flow le eIs at power level below those at
whi the turbine st valv closu re d turbine control alve fast closur

sams are bypas ed, higheacnd low, ow MCIPRP oper ing limits are
rovided for op ating between 2 /o RTP and the p vously mention d

bypass power evel.

The MCPR satisfies Criterion 2 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) (RefkA, ý I

LCO The MCPR operating limits, as a function of core flow, core power, and
cycle exposure, specified in the COLR are the result of the Design Basis
Accident (DBA) and transient analysis. The operating limit MCPR is
determined by the larger of the MCPRt and MCPRp limits.

APPLICABILITY The MCPR operating limits are primarily derived from transient analyses
that are assumed to occur at high power levels. Below 23% RTP, the
reactor is operating at a minimum recirculation pump speed and the
moderator void ratio is small. Surveillance of thermal limits below
23% RTP is unnecessary due to the large inherent margin that ensures
that the MCPRSL is not exceeded even if a limiting transient occurs.
Statistical analyses indicate that the nominal value of the initial MCPR
expected at 23% RTP is > 3.5. Studies of the variation of limiting transient
behavior have been performed over the range of power and flow
conditions. These studies encompass the range of key actual plant
parameter values important to typically limiting transients. The results of
these studies demonstrate that a margin is expected between
performance and the MCPR requirements, and that margins increase as

(continued)
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MCPR
B 3.2.2

BASES

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR 3.2.2.1 (continued)

slowness of changes in power distribution during normal operation. The
12 hour allowance after THERMAL POWER Ž! 23% RTP is achieved is
acceptable given the large inherent margin to operating limits at low power
levels.
SR 3.2.2.2

Because the transient analysis takes credit for conservatism in the scram
speed performance, it must be demonstrated that the specific scram
speed distribution is consistent with that used in the transient analysis.
SR 3.2.2ý determines th vau fr hic his eurofteaa
scram eed distributio compared with the sumed distributio . The
MOP operating limit i then determined b ed on an interpol on

Xbe een the applic le limits for Option scram times of L 3.1.4,
ontrol Rod Scr Times") and Optio B (realistic scram mes)

nalyses. The CPR operating limit or the Option AadOption B
analyses are ecified in the COL . The parameter T ust be determined
once within 2 hours afterec t of scram time te s required by
SR 3.1 .4. , SR 3.1.4.2, and S .1.4.4 because t effective scram
speed tribution may chan during the cycle, he 72 hour Comp tion
Time' acceptable due to e relatively minor anges inTrexpecd
dur' g the fuel cycle.

REFERENCES 1. UFSAR Section 4.4.2.1.

2. JNE~p"-24O1 ,AS-A, Gen~pfal Electrlipttandard ý~(plication /
1 qactor Fuyf (latest a roved vwtion).

3. UFSAR, Chapter 4.
A HCICAD r~,+C

5. UFSAR, Chapter 15.

- tSinnle-
ii
ued)

ANt4-524MP(A') ~NtF Cr.Licak Power MAetk~oioly
4 Boiln W.4cer R~ecir-c~os.
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INSERT B 3.2.2 SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS:

SR 3.2.2.2 determines the actual scram speed distribution and compares it with
the assumed distribution. The MCPR operating limit is then determined based
either on the applicable limit associated with scram times of LCO 3.1.4, "Control
Rod Scram Times," or the realistic (nominal) scram times. The scram time
dependent MCPR limits are contained in the COLR. This determination must be
performed within 72 hours after each set of control rod scram time tests required
by SR 3.1 .4.1, SIR 3.1.4.2, and SR 3.1.4.4 because the effective scram speed
distribution may change during the cycle. The 72 hour Completion Time is
acceptable due to the relatively minor changes in the actual control rod scram
speed distribution expected during the fuel cycle.

INSERT B 3.2.2 REFERENCES:

7. XN-NF-80-19(P)(A) Volume 3, "Exxon Nuclear Methodology for Boiling
Water Reactors, THERMEX: Thermal Limits Methodology Summary
Description," (as identified in the COLR).

8. EMF-2158(P)(A), "Siemens Power Corporation Methodology for Boiling
Water Reactors: Evaluation and Validation of
CASMO-4/MICROBURN-B2," (as identified in the COLR).

9. ANF-.913(P)(A) Volume 1, "COTRANSA2: A Computer Program for Boiling
Water Reactor Transient Analyses,' (as identified in the COLR).

10. XN-NF-84-1 05(P)(A), XCOBRA-T: A Computer Code for BWR Transient
Thermal-Hydraulic Core Analysis," (as identified in the COLR).

11. 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii).



MCPR
B 3.2.2

BASES

R /ERENCES 7. NED -'31654P, Maxiu tended Operatling Doýi am
continued) Ar aysis for Brunswick ýearn Electric Plat Fe uary 1989.

8. EDE-32906P-A, "T ACG Application for ticipated Operation
Occurrences (AO Transient Analyses," pproved version as
specified in /theOLR.

9. 10O CFR 50 6(c)(2)(ii).
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LHGR
B 3.2.3

B 3.2 POWER DISTRIBUTION LIMITS

B 3.2.3 LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (LHGR)

BASES

BACKGROUND The LHGR is a measure of the heat generation rate of a fuel rod in a fuel
assembly at any axial location. Limits on the LHGR are specified to
ensure that fuel design limits are not exceeded anywhere in the core
during normal operation, including anticipated operational occurrences
(AOOs). Exceeding the LHGR limit could potentially result in fuel damage
and subsequent release of radioactive materials. Fuel design limits are
specified to ensure that fuel system damage, fuel rod failure or inability to
cool the fuel does not occur during the anticipated operating conditions
identified in References 1 and 2.

For GNF fuel, LCO 3.2.1 "AVEARGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT
GENERATION RATE (APLHGR)" ensures that the fuel design limits are
not exceeded during normal operation and anticipated operational
occurrences.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

The analytical methods and assumptions used in evaluating the fuel
system design are presented in References 1 and 2. The fuel assembly is
designed to ensure (in conjunction with the core nuclear and thermal
hydraulic design, plant equipment, instrumentation, and protection
system) that the fuel damage will not result in the release of radioactive
materials in excess of the guidelines of 10 CFR, Parts 20, 50, and 50.67.
The mechanisms that could cause fuel damage during normal operations
and operational transients and that are considered in fuel evaluations are:

a. Rupture of the fuel rod cladding caused by strain from the relative
expansion of the U0 2 pellet; and

b. Severe overheating of the fuel rod cladding caused by inadequate
cooling

A value of 1% plastic strain of the fuel cladding has been defined as the
limit below which fuel damage caused by overstraining of the fuel cladding
is not expected to occur (Ref. 3).

Fuel design evaluations have been performed and demonstrate that the
1 % fuel cladding plastic strain design limit is not exceeded during
continuous operation with LHGRs up to the operating limit specified in the
COLR. The analysis also includes allowances for short term transient
operation above the operating limit to account for AO0s.

(continued)
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LHGR
B 3.2.3

BASES

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES
(continued)

The LHGR limits are multiplied by the smaller of either the flow-dependent
LHGR factor (LHGRFACf) or the power-dependent LHGR factor
(LHGRFACp) corresponding to the existing core flow and power state to
ensure adherence to the fuel mechanical design bases during the limiting
transient.
Flow-dependent LHGR factors are determined using the three
dimensional BWR simulator code (Reference 4) to analyze slow flow
runout transients. The LHGRFACf is dependent on the maximum core
flow runout capability of the Recirculation System.

Based on analyses of limiting plant transients (other than the slow flow
runout event) over a range of power and flow conditions, power-
dependent LHGR factors are generated. Due to the sensitivity of the
transient response to initial core flow levels at power levels below those at
which turbine stop valve and/or turbine control valve fast closure and the
associated scrams occur, high and low flow LHGRFACp multipliers may
be provided for the following core power level ranges:- 23 to 26% RTP
and 26 to 40% RTP. The 26% RTP is the previously mentioned bypass
power level and 40% RTP is the power level below which the power load
unbalance unit (PLU) may not generate a turbine control valve fast closure
on a generator loss of load event.

For GE fuel, no power- or flow-dependent LHGR factors are applied to the
LHGR limits.

The LHGR satisfies Criterion 2 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) (Reference 5)

LCO The LHGR is a basic assumption in the fuel design analysis. The fuel has
been designed to operate at rated core power with sufficient design
margin to the calculated LHGR which would cause a 1% fuel cladding
plastic strain. The operating limit to accomplish this objective is specified
in the COLR. Additional LHGR operating limits adjustments may be
provided in the COLR to support analyzed equipment out-of-service
operation.

APPLICABILITY The LHGR limits are derived from fuel design analysis that is limiting at
high power level conditions. At core thermal power levels < 23% RTP, the
reactor is operating with margin to the LHGR limits and, therefore, the
Specification is only required when the reactor is operating at Ž! 23% RTP.

(continued)
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LHGR
B 3.2.3

BASES

ACTIONS A.1

If any LHGR exceeds its required limit, an assumption regarding an initial
condition of the fuel design analysis in not met. Therefore, prompt action
should be taken to restore the LHGR(s) to -within its required limits such
that the plant is operating within analyzed conditions. The 4 hour
Completion Time is normally sufficient to restore the LHGR(s) to within its
limits and is acceptable based on the low probability of a transient or
Design Basis Accident occurring simultaneously with the LHGR out of
specification.

B.1

If the LHGR cannot be restored within its required limits within the
associated Completion Time, the plant must be brought to a MODE or
other specified condition in which the LCO does not apply. To achieve
this status, THERMAL POWER is reduced to < 23% RTP within 4 hours.
The allowed Completion Time is reasonable, based on operating
experience, to reduce THERAL POWER to < 23% RTP in an orderly
manner and without challenging plant systems.

SURVEILLANCE S R 3.2.3.1
REQUIREMENTS

The LHGRs are required to be initially calculated within 12 hours after
THERMAL POWER is > 23% RTP and then every 24 hours thereafter.
They are compared with the LHGR limits in the GOLR to ensure that the
reactor is operating within the assumptions of the safety analysis. The
24 hour Frequency is based on both engineering judgment and
recognition of the slowness of changes in power distribution during normal
operation. The 12 hour allowance after THERMAL POWER Ž: 23% RTP
is acceptable given the large inherent margin to operating limits at low
power levels.

REFERENCES 1.- UFSAR, Chapter 4.

2. UFSAR, Chapter 15.

3. NUREG-0800, Section 4.2.11 A.2(g), Revision 2, July 1981.

4- EMF-21 58(P)(A), "Siemens Power Corporation Methodology for
Boiling Water Reactors: Evaluation and Validation of CASMO-
4/MICROBURN-B2," (as identified in the COLR).

5. 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii)
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RPS Instrumentation
B 3.3. 1. 1

BASES

APPLICABLE 21f Oscillation Power Rangie Monitor (OPRM) Upscale (continued)
SAFETY ANALYSES,
LCO, and necessary to satisfy a Required Action, the APRM equipment is
APPLICABILITY conservatively designed to force an OPRM Upscale trip output from the

APRM channel if an APRM Inop condition occurs, such as when the
APRM chassis keylock switch is placed in the Inop position.)

There are four "sets" of OPRM related setpoints or adjustment
parameters: (a) OPRM trip auto-enable setpoints for Simulated Thermal
Power (STP) (25%) and drive flow (60%); (b) period based detection
algorithm (PBDA) confirmation count and amplitude setpoints; (c) period
based detection algorithm tuning parameters; and (d) growth rate
algorithm (GRA) and amplitude based algorithm (ABA) selpoints.

The first set, the OPRM auto-enable region setpoints, as discussed in the
SR 3.3.1.1.19 Bases, are treated as nominal setpoints with no additional
margins added. The settings, 25% APRM Simulated Thermal Power and
60% drive flow, are defined (limit values) in and confirmed by
SR 3.3.1.1.19. The second set, the OPRM PBDA trip selpoints, are
established in accordance with methodologies defined in Reference~
and are documented in the COLR. There are no allowable values for
these setpoints. The third set, the OPRM PBDA "tuning" parameters, are
established, adjusted, and controlled by plant procedures. The fourth set,
the GRA and ABA setpoints, in accordance with References 15 and 16,
are established as nominal values only, and controlled by plant
procedures.

3. Reactor Vessel Steam Dome Pressure-Hicih

An increase in the RPV pressure during reactor operation compresses the
,steam voids and results in a positive reactivity insertion. This causes the
neutron flux and THERMAL POWER transferred to the reactor coolant to
increase, which could challenge the integrity of the fuel cladding and the
RCPB. The Reactor Vessel Steam Dome Pressure-High Function
initiates a scram for transients that results in a pressure increase,
counteracting the pressure increase by rapidly reducing core power. For
the overpressurization protection analyses of References 4,

(continued)

Brunswick Unit 1 B 3,3.1.1-15 Brunwic Unt 1 3..1.-15Revision Noo I



RPS Instrumentation
B 3.3. 1.1

BASES

REFERENCES 22. General Electric Nuclear Energy Letter NSA 01 -21 2,
(continued) DRF 051 -00251-00, A. Chung (GE) to S. Chakraborty (GE),

"Minimum Number of Operable OPRM Cells for Option Ill Stability
at Brunswick 1 and 2," June 8, 2001.
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Control Rod Block Instrumentation
B 3.3.2.1

BASES

BACKGROUND
(continued)

A rod block signal is also generated if an RBM inoperable trip occurs,
since this could indicate a problem with the RBM channel. The inoperable
trip will occur if, during the nulling (normalization) sequence, the RBM
channel fails to null or too few LPRM inputs are available, if a critical
self-test fault has been detected, or the RBM instrument mode switch is
moved to any position other than "Operate."

The purpose of the RWM is to control rod patterns during startup and
shutdown, such that only specified control rod sequences and relative
positions are allowed over the operating range from all control rods
inserted to 8.75% RTP. The sequences effectively limit the potential
amount and rate of reactivity increase during a CRDA. Prescribed control
rod sequences are stored in the RWM, which will initiate control rod
withdrawal and insert blocks when the actual sequence deviates beyond
allowances from the stored sequence. The RWM determines the actual
sequence based position indication for each control rod. The RWM also
uses steam flow signals to determine when the reactor power is above the
preset power level at which the RWM is automatically bypassed. The
RWM is a single channel system that provides input into the RMCS rod
withdraw permissive circuit.

With the reactor mode switch in the shutdown position, a control rod
withdrawal block is applied to all control rods to ensure that the shutdown
condition is maintained. This Function prevents inadvertent criticality as
the result of a control rod withdrawal during MODE 3 or 4, or during
MODE 5 when the reactor mode switch is required to be in the shutdown
position. The reactor mode switch has two channels, each inputting into a
separate RMCS rod block circuit. A rod block in either RMCS circuit will
provide a control rod block to all control rods.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES,

1. Rod Block Monitor

LCO, and The RBM is designed to prevent violation of the MCPR SL and the
APPLICABILITY cladding 1 % plastic strain fuel design limit that may result from a single

control rod withdrawal error (RWE) event. The analytical methods and
~e~eer-~es asum ionsused in evaluating the RWE event are summarized in

efer ncA statistical analysis of RWE events was performed to

(continu ed)
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Control Rod Block Instrumentation
B 3.3.2.1

BASES

APPLICABLE 1. Rod Block Monitor (continued)
SAFETY ANALYSES,
LCO, and determine the RBM response for both channels for each event. From
APPLICABILITY these responses, the fuel thermal performance as a function of RBM.ý

Allowable Value was determined. The Allowable Values are chosen as a
function of power level. Based on the specified Allowable Values,
operating limits are establfish ed.'OL NG-
The RBM Function satisfies Criterion 3 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) (Ref. 3).

Two channels of the RBM are required to be OPERABLE, with their
setpoints within the appropriate Allowable Value for the associated power
range, to ensure that no single instrument failure can preclude a rod block
from this Function. The actual setpoints are calibrated consistent with
applicable setpoint methodology.

Trip setpoints are specified in the setpoint calculations. The setpoints are
selected to ensure that the trip settings do not exceed the Allowable
Values between successive CHANNEL CALIBRATIONS. Operation with
a trip setting less conservative than the trip setpoint, but within its
Allowable Value, is acceptable. A channel is inoperable if its actual trip
setting is not within its required Allowable Value.

Trip setpoints are those predetermined values of output at which an action
should take place. The setpoints are compared to the actual process
parameter, the calculated RBM flux (RBM channel signal). When the
RBM flux value exceeds the applicable setpoint, the RBM provides a trip
output. The analytic limits are derived from the limiting values of the
process parameters obtained from the safety analysis. The trip setpoints
are determined from the analytic limits corrected for defined process,
calibration, and instrument errors. The Allowable Values are then
determined, based on the trip setpoint value, by accounting for calibration
based errors. These calibration based instrument errors are limited to
instrument drift, errors associated with measurement and test equipment,
and calibration tolerance of LPRM input processing in the average power
range monitor (APRM) equipment. The RBM performs only digital
calculations on digitized LPRM signals received from the APRM
equipment. The trip setpoints and Allowable Values determined in this
manner provide adequate protection because instrumentation

(continued)
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INSERT B 3.3.2.1 APPLICABLE SAFETY ANALYSES, LCO, and
APPLICABILITY:

With AREVA methods (References 11 and 12), cycle specific analyses are
performed to establish MCPR limits and RBM setpoints considering allowed
combinations of out of service LPRM instruments feeding the RBM channels, and
assuming one RBM channel out of service.



Control Rod Block Instrumentation
B 3.3.2.1

BASES

APPLICABLE 1. Rod Block Monitor (continued)
SAFETY ANALYSES,
LCO, and uncertainties, process effects, calibration tolerances, instrument drift, and
APPLICABILITY environment errors are accounted for and appropriately applied~for the

instrumentation.

orheq (Ito the liu omitsigaiedi the coneucs o no RWE evenilreut i
exc6 dpraing th %CP (Ref. 2). thi poefr, unery th e conditions, oh

(STP refeence sIgnal inpuet from C S anasoitd reerencete A RM i
chan trqel. the OPERABLE (Ranef is .divde intthe"pwransa

poe rS Ta angses is, respectvely, thet "lwitri a etpint," th "ntermediate'o trip

deftined u in th e CO ) To dterie the curen plowter range a chRB
channl coprsiscrenvT nu au to thre powe se inthe "ow power stphit" (29%) the"in teý90rmedwiate MPoweaer tehant"(urn
valueq d otefin i ced in the COL) and the "hg o ervetint (currenut valu

poer rang te is more f.2) restritiv thanr th e cors onding tpoint , fo he

TeRBM feluxtrpoupts an ftree automaetial bypse blutxh o trip setpointstob
cniustbeapplied tose inict the RBMen fllux ofpn onEMA theER TH UMAC
ROWE displdiays. oec BMcanlb asmltdthra oe

(STP)refeencesignl inut fom anassoiateorefrenceAPR
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INSERT B 3.3.2.1 APPLICABLE SAFETY ANALYSES, LCO, and
APPLICABILITY:

The RBM is assumed to mitigate the consequences of an RWE event when
operating t> 29% RTP. Analyses demonstrate that below this power level the
consequences of an RWE event will not exceed the MCPR SL and, therefore, the
RBM is not required to be OPERABLE. Cycle specific analyses with
Reference 11 and 12 methods are performed to establish an initial MCPR value
above which the occurrence of an RWE event will not result in exceeding the
MCPR SL while operating < 90% RTP. Cycle specific analyses are also
performed to demonstrate that with MCPR greater than or equal to a specified
value, no RWE event will result in exceeding the MCPR SL when operating
Ž! 90% RTP. The MCPR values for both < 90% RTP and Ž> 90% RTP are
provided in the COLR. Under the conditions of RTP and MCPR specified in the
COLR, the RBM is not required be OPERABLE.



Control Rod Block Instrumentation
B 3.3.2.1

BASES

APPLICABLE 1. Rod Block Monitor (continued)
SAFETY ANALYSES,
LCO, and The calculated (required) setpoints and applicable power ranges are
APPLICABILITY bounding values. In the equipment implementation, it is necessaryrto

apply a "dleadband" to each setpoint. The dleadband is applied to the
RBM trip setpoint selection logic and the RBM trip automatic bypass logic
such that the setpoint being applied is always equal to or more
conservative than the required setpoint. Since the RBMV flux trip setpoint
applicable to the higher power ranges are more conservative than the
corresponding trip setpoints for lower power ranges, the trip setpoint
applicable to the higher power range (high power range or intermediate
power range) continues to be applied when STP decreases below the
lower limit of that range until STP is below the power range setpoint by a
value exceeding the dleadband. Similarly, when STP decreases below the
low power setpoint, the automatic bypass of RBM flux trip outputs will not
be applied until STP decreases below the trip setpoint by a value
exceeding the dleadband.

The RBM channel uses THERMAL POWER, as represented by the STP
input value from its reference APRMV channel, to automatically enable
RBM flux trip outputs (remove the automatic bypass) and to select the
RBMV flux trip setpoint to be applied. However, the RBM Upscale function

I+eValIues is only required to be OPERABLE when the MCPR values are Iess than

Thereforineit 1.ev.Oden diouh h onV Upsal FuALio RI ipemet. i
each RBM channel as a single trip function with a selected trip setpoint, it

is characterized in Table 3.3.2.1 -1 as three Functions, the Low Power
Range-Upscale Function, the Intermediate Power Range-Upscale
Function, and the High Power Range-Upscale Function, to facilitate
correct definition of the OPERABILITY requirements for the functions.
Each Function corresponds to one of the RBM power ranges. Due to the
dleadband effects on the determination of the current power range, the
transition between these three Functions will occur at slightly different
THERMAL POWER levels for increasing power versus decreasing power.
Since the RBMV flux trip setpoints applied for the higher power ranges are
more conservative, the OPERABILITY requirement for the Low Power
Range-Upscale Function is satisfied if the Intermediate Power Range-
Upscale Function or the High Power Range-Upscale Function is

(continued)
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Control Rod Block Instrumentation
B 3.3.2.1

BASES

APPLICABLE 1. Rod Block Monitor (continued)
SAFETY ANALYSES,
LCO, and OPERABLE. Similarly, the OPERABILITY requirement for the
APPLICABILITY Intermediate Power Range-Upscale Function is satisfied if the High

Power Range-Upscale Function is OPERABLE.

2. Rod Worth Minimizer C QýcIIZ

The RWM enforces the banked position withdrawal sequence (BPWS) to
ensure that the initial conditions of the CRDA analysis are not violated.
The analytical methods and assumptions used in evaluating the CRDA
are summarized in References , 5 n 6. T~he BPfWS requires that
control rods be moved in groups, with all control rods assigned to a
specific group required to be within specified banked positions.
Requirements that the control rod sequence is in compliance with the
BPWS are specified in LCO 3.1.6, "Rod Pattern Control."

The RW M Function satisfies Criterion 3 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) (Ref. 3).

The RWM is a microprocessor-based system with the principle task to
reinforce procedural control to limit the reactivity worth of control rods
under lower power conditions. Only one channel of the RWM is available
and required to be OPERABLE. Special circumstances provided for in the
Required Action of LCO 3.1.3, "Control Rod OPERABILITY," and
LCO 3.1.6 may necessitate bypassing the RWMV to allow continued
operation with inoperable control rods, or to allow correction of a control
rod pattern not in compliance with the BPWS. As required by these
conditions, one or more control rods may be bypassed in the RWM or the
RWMV may be bypassed. However, the RWM must be considered
inoperable and the Required Actions of this LCO followed since the RWM
can no longer enforce compliance with the BPWS.

Compliance with the BPWS, and therefore OPERABILITY of the RWM, is
required in MODES 1 and 2 when THERMAL POWER is •: 8.75% RTP.
When THERMAL POWER is > 8.75% RTP, there is no possible control
rod configuration that results in a control rod worth that could exceed the
280 cal/gmn fuel damage limit during a CRDA (Refs. 5 and 6). In
MODES 3 and 4, all control rods are required to be inserted into the core;

(continued)
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Control Rod Block Instrumentation
B 3.3.2.1

BASES (continued)

REFERENCES 1 . UFSAR, Section 7.6.1.1.5.

2. NEDC-31654P, Maximum Extended Operating Domain Analysis
For Brunswick Steam Electric Plant, February 1989.

3. 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii).

4. NEDC-32466P, Power Uprate Safety Analysis Report for
Brunswick Steam Electric Plant Unit 1 and 2, September 1995.

5. UFSAR Section 15.4.
6. NRC SER, Acceptance for Referencing of Licensing Topical

Report NEDE-2401 1-P-A; General Electric Standard Application
for Reactor Fuel, Revision 8, Amendment 17, December 27, 1987.

7. GENE-770-06-1 -A, Bases for Changes to Surveillance Test
Intervals and Allowed Out-of-Service Times for Selected
Instrumentation Technical Specifications, December 1992.

8. NEDC-30851 P-A, Supplement 1, Technical Specification
Improvement Analysis for BWR Control Rod Block
Instrumentation, October 1988.

9. NEDC-32410P-A, Nuclear Measurement Analysis and Control
Power Range Neutron Monitor (NUMAC PRNM) Retrofit Plus
Option Ill Stability Trip Function, October 1995.

10. NEDC-32410P-A Supplement 1, Nuclear Measurement Analysis
and Control Power Range Neutron Monitor (NUMAC PRNM)

IAs E RT Retrofit Plus Option filt Stability Trip Function, November 1997.
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INSERT B 3.3.2.1 REFERENCES:

11. XN-NF-80-19(P)(A) Volume 1, "Exxon Nuclear Methodology for Boiling
Water Reactors - Neutronic Methods for Design and Analysis," (as
identified in the COILR).

12. EMF-2158(P)(A), "Siemens Power Corporation Methodology for Boiling
Water Reactors: Evaluation and Validation of
CASMO-4/MICROBURN-B2," (as identified in the COILR).



Feedwater and Main Turbine High Water Level Trip Instrumentation
B 3.3.2.2

BASES

APPLICABLE The high water level trip indirectly initiates a reactor scram from the main
SAFETY ANALYSES turbine trip (above 26% RTP) and trips the feedwater pumps, thereby

(continued) terminating the event. The reactor scram mitigates the reduction in
MCPR or

Fedater ýand ýmain turbine ýigh w~ater 'eveltrip ntuetto aife

Criterion 3 of 10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) (Ref. 2).

LCO The LCO requires three channels of the reactor vessel high water level
instrumentation to be OPERABLE to ensure that the feedwater pump
turbines and main turbine trip on a valid high water level signal. Two of
the three channels are needed to provide trip signals in order for the
feedwater and main turbine trips to occur. Each channel must have its
setpoint set within the specified Allowable Value of SR 3.3.2.2.2. The
Allowable Value is set to ensure that the thermal limits are not exceeded
during the event. The actual setpoint is calibrated to be consistent with
the applicable setpoint methodology assumptions. Trip setpoints are
specified in the setpoint calculations. The setpoints are selected to
ensure that the trip settings do not exceed the Allowable Value between
successive CHANNEL CALIBRATIONS. Operation with a trip setting less
conservative than the trip setpoint, but within its Allowable Value, is
acceptable. A channel is inoperable if its actual trip setting is not within its
required Allowable Value.

Trip setpoints are those predetermined values of output at which an action
should take place. The setpoints are compared to the actual process
parameter (e.g., reactor vessel water level), and when the measured
output value of the process parameter exceeds the setpoint, the
associated device (e.g., trip unit) changes state. The analytic limits are
derived from the limiting values of the process parameters obtained from
the safety analysis. The trip setpoints are determined from the analytic
limits corrected for defined process, calibration, and instrument errors.
The Allowable Values are then determined, based on the trip setpoint
values, by accounting for calibration based errors. These calibration
based instrument errors are limited to instrument drift, errors associated
with measurement and test equipment, and calibration tolerance of loop
components. The trip setpoints and Allowable Values determined in this
manner provide adequate protection because

(continued)

Brunswick Unit 1 B 3-3.2.2-2 BrunwickUnit1 B .3.22-2Revision No.0 I



Feedwater and Main Turbine High Water Level Trip Instrumentation
B 3.3.2.2

crid LCO0 '3.2-3) L i mE A R1HEAVI

CGEINERAMTOI. RA~TE,
BASES

LCO
(continued)

instrumentation uncertainties, process effects, calibration tolerances,
instrument drift, and severe environment errors (for channels that must
function in harsh environments as defined by 10 CFR 50.49) are
accounted for and appropriately applied for the instrumentation.

APPLICABILITY The feedwater and main turbine high water level trip instrumentation is
required to be OPERABLE at Ž! 23% RTP to ensure that the fuel cladding
integrity Safety Limit and the cladding 1 % plastic strain limit are not
violated during the feedwater controller failure, maximum demand event.
As discussed in the Bases for LCO 3.2.1, "Average Planar Linear Heat
Generation Rate (APLHGR),"(aLCO 3.2.2, 'MINIMUM CRITICAL
POWER RATIO (MCPR)\ý sufficient margin to these limits exists below
23% RTP; therefore, these requirements are only necessary when
operating at or above this power level.

ACTIONS A Note has been provided to modify the ACTIONS related to feedwater
and main turbine high water level trip instrumentation channels.
Section 1.3, Completion Times, specifies that once a Condition has been
entered, subsequent divisions, subsystems, components, or variables
expressed in the Condition, discovered to be inoperable or not within
limits, will not result in -separate entry into the Condition. Section 1.3 also
specifies that Required Actions of the Condition continue to apply for each
additional failure, with Completion Times based on initial entry into the
Condition. However, the Required Actions for inoperable feedwater and
main turbine high water level trip instrumentation channels provide
appropriate compensatory measures for separate inoperable channels.
As such, a Note has been provided that allows separate Condition entry
for each inoperable feedwater and main turbine high water level trip
instrumentation channel.

A. 1
With one channel inoperable, the remaining two OPERABLE channels
can provide the required trip signal. However, overall instrumentation
reliability is reduced because a single failure in one of the remaining
channels concurrent with feedwater controller failure, maximum demand

(continued)
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Feedwater and Main Turbine High Water Level Trip Instrumentation
B 3.3.2.2

ACTIONS B.1 (continued)

With the required channels not restored to OPERABLE status or placed in
trip, THERMAL POWER must be reduced to < 23% RTP within 4 hours.
As discussed in the Applicability section of the Bases, operation below
23% RTP results in sufficient margin to the required limits, and the
feedwater and main turbine high water level trip instrumentation is not
required to protect fuel integrity during the feedwater controller failure,
maximum demand event. The allowed Completion Time of 4 hours is
based on operating experience to reduce THERMAL POWER to
< 23% RTP from full power conditions in an orderly manner and without
challenging plant systems.

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

The Surveillances are modified by a Note to indicate that when a channel
is placed in an inoperable status solely for performance of required
Surveillances, entry into associated Conditions and Required Actions may
be delayed for up to 6 hours provided the associated Function maintains
feedwater and main turbine high water level trip capability. Upon
completion of the Surveillance, or expiration of the 6 hour allowance, the
channel must be returned to OPERABLE status or the applicable
Condition entered and Required Actions taken. This Note is based on the
reliability analysis (Ref. 3) assumption that 6 hours is the average time
required to perform channel Surveillance. That analysis demonstrated
that the 6 hour testing allowance does not significantly reduce the
probability that the feedwater pump turbines and main turbine will trip
when necessary.

SR 3.3.2.2.1
Performance of the CHANNEL CHECK once every 24 hours ensures that
a gross failure of instrumentation has not occurred. A CHANNEL CHECK
is normally a comparison of the parameter indicated on one channel to a

(continued)
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EGOS Instrumentation
B 3.3.5.1

BASES

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES
LCO, and
APPLICABILITY

(continued)

I
Core Spray and Low Pressure Coolant Injection Systems

1 .a. 2.a. Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 3

Low reactor pressure vessel (RPV) water level indicates that the capability
to cool the fuel may be threatened. Should RPV water level decrease too
far, fuel damage could result. The low pressure EGOS and associated
DGs are initiated at Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 3 to ensure
that core spray and flooding functions are available to prevent or minimize
fuel damage. The Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 3 is one of the
Functions assumed to be OPERABLE and capable of initiating the ECCS
and associated DGs during the transients analyzed in References 1
and 3. In addition, the Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 3
Function is directly assumed in the analysis of the recirculation line break
(ý ~The core cooling function of the EGGS, along with the scram ;

action of the Reactor Protection System (RPS), ensures that the fuel peak
cladding temperature remains below the limits of 10 CFR 50.46.

Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 3 signals are initiated from four
level transmitters that sense the difference between the pressure due to a
constant column of water (reference leg) and the pressure due to the
actual water level (variable leg) in the vessel.

The Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 3 Allowable.Value is chosen
to allow time for the low pressure core flooding systems to activate and
provide adequate cooling. The Allowable Value is referenced from
reference level zero. Reference level zero is 367 inches above the vessel
zero point.

Four channels of Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 3 Function are
only required to be OPERABLE when the ECCS or OG(s) are required to
be OPERABLE to ensure that no single instrument failure can preclude
EGGS and DG initiation. Refer to LCO 3.5.1 and LCO 3.5.2, "ECCS-
Shutdown," for Applicability Bases for the low pressure EGGS
subsystems; and LGO 3.8.1 and LCO, 3.8.2, "AC Sources-Shutdown," for
Applicability Bases for the DGs.

1 .b. 2.b. Drvwell Pressure-Hicqh
High pressure in the drywell could indicate a break in the reactor coolant
pressure boundary (RCPB). The low pressure EGGS and associated

(continued)
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ECCS Instrumentation
The ~y~eI ?rss~r- ~B 3.3.5.1

ex~ic4ly use tir I-he AREVA o~rnclys's cS +-heL
BASES reircuka4ion tine Iweo~k since c4 es na oV c+

+he timd~ina 1-00%.

APPLICABLE 1 .b,T2b. Drvwell Pressure-Hi-gh (continued)
SAFETY ANA
LCD, and
APPLICABILIf

LYSES,
DGs are initiated upon receipt of the Drywell Pressure-High Function

ry coincident with Reactor Steam Dome Pressure-Low Function in order to

m1inimize the possibility of fuel damage. The Drywell Pressure-High
Fu nction is directly assumed in thejanalysis of the recirculation line break A

IXf The core cooling function of the ECCS, along with the scram
action of the RPS, ensures that the fuel peak cladding temperature
remains below the limits of 10 CFR 50.46.

High drywell pressure signals are initiated from four pressure transmitters
that sense drywell pressure. The Allowable Value was selected to be as
low as possible to be indicative of a LOCA inside primary containment.

The Drywell Pressure-High Function is required to be OPERABLE when
the ECGS or DG is required to be OPERABLE in conjunction with times
when the primary containment is required to be OPERABLE. Thus, four
channels of the CS and LPCI Drywell Pressure-High Functions are
required to be OPERABLE in MODES 1, 2, and 3 to ensure that no single
instrument failure can preclude ECCS and DG initiation. In MODES 4
and 5, the Drywell Pressure-High Function is not required, since there is
insufficient energy in the reactor to pressurize the primary containment to
Drywell Pressure-High setpoint. Refer to LCD 3.5.1 for Applicability
Bases for the low pressure ECCS subsystems and to LCD 3.8.1 for
Applicability Bases for the DGs.

1 .c. 2.c. Reactor Steam Dome Pressure-Low

Low reactor steam dome pressure signals are used as permissives for the
low pressure ECCS subsystems. This ensures that, prior to opening the
injection valves of the low pressure EGGS subsystems, the reactor
pressure has fallen to a value below these subsystems' maximum design
pressure. The low reactor steam dome pressure signals are also used in
the Drywell Pressure-High logic circuits to distinguish high drywell
pressure caused by a LOCA from that caused by loss of drywell cooling.
The Reactor Steam Dome Pressure-Low is one of the Functions
assumed to be OPERABLE and capable of permitting initiation of the
EGGS and associated DGs during the transients analyzed in
References 2 and 3. In addition, the Reactor Steam Dome

(continued)
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ECCS Instrumentation
B 3.3.5.1

BASES

APPLICABLE 1 .c, 2.c. Reactor Steam Dome Pressure-Low (continued)
SAFETY ANALYSES,
LGO, and Pressure-Low Function is directly assumed in the analysis of the
APPLICABILITY recirculation line break.- hecr coig ucio fth GS

along with the scram action of the RPS, ensures that the fuel peak
cladding temperature remains below the limits of 10 CFR 50.46.

The Reactor Steam Dome Pressure-Low signals are initiated from four
pressure transmitters that sense the reactor dome pressure.
The Allowable Value is low enough to prevent overpressuring the
equipment in the low pressure EGGS, but high enough to ensure that the
EGGS injection prevents the fuel peak cladding temperature from
exceeding the limits of 10 CFR 50.46.
Four channels of Reactor Steam Dome Pressure-Low Function are only
required to be OPERABLE when the EGGS or DG(s) are required to be
OPERABLE to ensure that no single instrument failure can preclude
EGGS and DG initiation. Refer to LCO 3.5.1 and LCD 3.5.2 for
Applicability Bases for the low pressure EGGS subsystems; and
LCO 3.8.1 and LCO 3.8.2 for Applicability Bases for the DGs.

14.d 21f Core Spray and RHR Pump Start-Time Delay Relays

The purpose of these time delays is to stagger the start of the CS and
RHR pumps that are in each of Divisions I and 1I, thus limiting the starting
transients on the 4.16 kV emergency buses. These Functions are
necessary when power is being supplied from either the normal power
sources (offsite power) or the standby power sources (DGs). The Gore
Spray Pump Start-Time Delay Relays and the RHR Pump Start-Time
Delay Relays are assumed to be OPERABLE in the accident and transient
analyses requiring EGGS initiation. That is, the analyses assume that the
pumps will initiate when required and excess loading will not cause failure
of the power sources.

There are eight RHR Pump Start-Time Delay Relays, two channels in
each of the RHR pump start logic circuits. There are six CS pump start
timers arranged such that there are four separate channels of the Core
Spray Pump Start Time-Delay Relay Function, two channels in each of
the CS pump start logic circuits. Each channel consists of an individual

(continued)
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ECOS Instrumentation
B 3.3.5.1

BASES

APPLICABLE 2.d. Reactor Steam Dome Pressure-Low (Recirculation Pump
SAFETY ANALYSES Dischargie Valve Permissive) (continued)
LCO, and
APPLICABILITY be OPERABLE and capable of closing the valve(s) during !he transients

analyzed in References 2 and 3. The core cooling function of the ECCS,
along with the scram action of the RIPS, ensures that the fuel peak
cladding temperature remains below the limits of 10 CFR 50.46. The
Reactor Steam Dome Pressure-Low Function is directly assumed in the
analysis of the recirculation line braa
The Reactor Steam Dome Pressure-Low signals are initiated from four
pressure transmitters that sense the reactor dome pressure.
The Allowable Value is chosen to ensure that the valves close prior to
commencement of LPCI injection flow into the core, as assumed in the
safety analysis.

Four channels of the Reactor Steam Dome Pressure-Low Function are
only required to be OPERABLE in MODES 1, 2, and 3 with the associated
recirculation pump discharge valve open or the associated recirculation
pump discharge bypass valve open. With the valve(s) closed, the function
of instrumentation has been performed; thus, the Function is not required.
In MODES 4 and 5, the loop injection location is not critical since LPCI

injection through the recirculation loop in either direction will still ensure
that LPCI flow reaches the core (i.e., there is no significant reactor steam
dome back pressure).

2.e. Reactor Vessel Shroud Level

The Reactor Vessel Shroud Level Function is provided as a permissive to
allow the RHR System to. be manually aligned from the LPCI mode to the
suppression pool cooling/spray or drywell spray modes. The permissive
ensures that water in the vessel is at least two thirds core height before
the manual transfer is allowed. This ensures that LPCI is available to
.prevent or minimize fuel damage. This function may be overridden during
accident conditions as allowed by plant procedures. The Reactor Vessel
Shroud Level Function is implicitly assumed in the analysis of the
recirculation line break e. since the analysis assumes that no LPCI

- --(continued)
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ECOS Instrumentation
B 3.3.5.1

BASES

APPLICABLE 3.e. Suppression Chamber Water Level,-Hicih (continued)
SAFETY ANALYSES,
LCO, and Two channels of Suppression Chamber Water Level-High Function are
APPLICABILITY required to be OPERABLE only when HPCI is required to be OPERABLE

(continued) to ensure that no single instrument failure can preclude HPCI swap to
suppression pool source. Refer to LCO 3.5.1 for HPCI Applicability
Bases.

Automatic Depressurization System (ADS)
4.a. 5.a. Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 3

Low RPV water level indicates that the capability to cool the fuel may be
threatened. Should RPV water level decrease too far, fuel damage could
result. Therefore, ADS receives one of the signals necessary for initiation

evenils Lknctyzed from this Function. The Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 3 is one
of the Functions assumed to be OPERABLE andicaa ble of initiating the

tn KeF'erenc~e 2. AD duigteacld~ent rnalved in) eýernce~. anyj The core
cooling function of the ECCS, along with the scram action of the RPS,
ensures that the fuel peak cladding temperature remains below the limits
of 10 CFR 50.46.

Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 3 signals are initiated from four
level transmitters that sense the 'difference between the pressure due to a
constant column of water (reference leg) and the pressure due to the
actual water level (variable leg) in the vessel. Four channels of Reactor
Vessel Water Level-Low Level 3 Function are required to be
OPERABLE only when ADS is required to be OPERABLE to ensure that
no single instrument failure can preclude ADS initiation. Two channels
input to ADS trip system A, while the other two channels input to ADS trip
system B. Refer to LCO 3.5.1 for ADS Applicability Bases.

The Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 3 Allowable Value is chosen
to allow time for the low pressure core flooding systems to initiate and
provide adequate cooling. The Allowable Value is referenced from
reference level zero. Reference level zero is 367 inches above the vessel
zero point.

(continued)
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EGGS Instrumentation
B 3.3.5.1

BASES

APPLICABLE 4.b, 5.b. ADS Timer
SAFETY ANALYSES,
LCO, and The purpose of the ADS Timer is to delay depressurization of the reactor
APPLICABILITY vessel to allow the HPCI System time to maintain reactor vessel water

(continued) level. Since the rapid depressurization caused by ADS operation is one of
,the most severe transients on the reactor vessel, its occurrence should be
limited. By delaying initiation of the ADS Function, the operator is given
the chance to monitor the success or failure of the HPCI System to
maintain water level, and then to decide whether or not to allow ADS to
initiate, to delay initiation further by recycling the timer, or to inhibit
initiation permanently. The ADS Timer Function is assumed to be
OPERABLE for the accident analyses of Referencer2l(6dýhat require
EGGS initiation and assume unavailability of the HPCI System.

There are two ADS Timer relays, one in each of the two ADS trip systems.
The Allowable Value for the ADS Timer is chosen to be long enough to

allow HPCI to start and avoid an inadvertent blowdown yet short enough
so that there is still time after depressurization for the low pressure EGGS
subsystems to provide adequate core cooling.

Two channels of the ADS Timer Function are only required to be
OPERABLE when the ADS is required to be OPERABLE to ensure that
no single instrument failure can preclude ADS initiation. One channel
inputs to ADS trip system A, while the other channel inputs to ADS trip
system B. Refer to LCO 3.5.1 for ADS Applicability Bases.

4.c. 5.c. Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 1

I

The Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 1 Function is used by the
ADS only as a confirmatory low water level signal. ADS receives one of
the signals necessary for initiation from Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low
Level 3 signals. In order to prevent spurious initiation of the ADS due to
spurious Level 3 signals, a Level 1 signal must also be received before
ADS initiation commences.
Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 1 signals are initiated from two
level transmitters that sense the difference between the pressure due to a
constant column of water (reference leg) and the pressure due to the
actual water level (variable leg) in the vessel. The Allowable Value for

(continued)
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ECCS Instrumentation
B 3.3.5.1

BASES

APPLICABLE 4.c, 5.c. Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 1 (continued)
SAFETY ANALYSES,
LCO, and Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 1 is selected at the RPS Level 1
APPLICABILITY scram Allowable Value for convenience. Refer to LCO 3.3.1.1, "Reactor

Protection System (RPS) Instrumentation," for the Bases discussion of
this Function. The Allowable Value is referenced from reference level
zero. Reference level zero is 367 inches above the vessel zero point.

Two channels of Reactor Vessel Water Level-Low Level 1 Function are
only required to be OPERABLE when the ADS is required to be
OPERABLE to ensure that no single instrument failure can preclude ADS
initiation. One channel inputs to ADS trip system A, while the other
channel inputs to ADS trip system B. Refer to LGO 3.5.1 for ADS
Applicability Bases.
4Ad 4.e, 5.d. 5.e. Core Spray and RHR (LPCI Mode) Pump Discharge
Pressure-High

The Pump Discharge Pressure-High signals from the CS and RHR
pumps are used as permissives for ADS initiation, indicating that there is
a source of low pressure cooling water available once the ADS has
depressurized the vessel. Pump Discharge Pressure-High is one of the
Functions assumed to be OPERABLE and capable ofpermitting ADS
initiation during the events analyzed in ReferenceT2W Dwith an
assumed HPCI unavailability. For these events the ADS depressurizes
the reactor vessel so that the low pressure ECCS can perform the core
cooling functions. This core cooling function of the ECCS, along with the
scram action of the RPS, ensures that the fuel peak cladding temperature
remains below the limits of 10 CFR 50.46.

Pump discharge pressure signals are initiated from twelve pressure
switches, two on the discharge side of each of the six low pressure ECOS
pumps. In order to generate an ADS permissive in one trip system, it is
necessary that only one CS pump (both channels for the pump) indicate
the high discharge pressure condition or two RHR pumps in one LPCI
loop (one channel for each pump) indicate a high discharge pressure
condition. The Pump Discharge Pressure-High Allowable Value is less
than the pump discharge pressure when the pump is operating at all flow
ranges and high enough to avoid any condition that results in a discharge

(continued)
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ECCS Instrumentation
B 3.3.5.1

BASES

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

(continued)

SR 3.3,5.1.5

The LOGIC SYSTEM FUNCTIONAL TEST demonstrates the
OPERABILITY of the required initiation logic and simulated automatic
operation for a specific channel. The system functional testing performed
in LCO 3.5.1, LCO 3.5.2, LCO 3.8.1, and LCO 3.8.2 overlaps this
Surveillance to complete testing of the assumed safety function.

Based on minimal assumed risk in performing this Surveillance with the
reactor at power, the surveillance is not required to be performed during a
refueling outage. Operating experience has demonstrated that these
components will usually pass the SIR when performed at the 24 month
Frequency (originally based on the refueling cycle). Therefore, the
Frequency is concluded to be acceptable from a reliability standpoint.

REFERENCES 1.UFSAR, Section 5.2.

2. UFSAR, Section 6.3.

3. UFSAR, Chapter 15.

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

6. UFSAR, Section 9.2.6.2.

7. NEDC-30936-P-A, BWR Owners'Group Technical Specification
Improvement Methodology (With Demonstration for BWR ECCS
Actuation Instrumentation), Parts 1 and 2, December 1988.
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Recirculation Loops Operating
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BACKGROUND coolant begins to boil, creating steam voids within the fuel channel that
(continued) continue until the coolant exits the core. Because of reduced moderation,

the steam voiding introduces negative reactivity that must be
compensated for to maintain or to increase reactor power. The
recirculation flow control allows operators to increase recirculation flow
which increases the overall core heat transfer. As a result, core voiding is
reduced thereby overcoming the negative reactivity void effect. Thus, the

^ fnw h-a~ wn~n rne-irr., Infien fienA io fn~ ý ne f-~

reactivity effects of boiling over a wide range of power generation (i.e.,
approximately 60 to 100% of RTP) without having to move control rods
and disturb desirable flux patterns.

Each recirculation loop is manually started from the control room. The
MG set provides regulation of individual recirculation loop drive flows.
The flow in each loop is manually controlled.

APPLICABLE The operation of the Reactor Recirculation System is an initial condition
SAFETY ANALYSES assumed in the design basis loss of coolant accident (LOCA). During a

LOCA caused by a recirculation loop pipe break, the intact loop is
assumed to provide coolant flow during the first few seconds of the
accident. The initial core flow decrease is rapid because the recirculation

thep cid'e brke Hoop everses LoC anlyiswa revieedtor coatt the cassel
wihaflmowt imeisatcl.he between the itwot loops wiath then pebrelakiel
assumed. Tohein thep loopwit thvernhighecre flow. Whiespthe flow catdoe
andx covrel respondse aruptntialy tejtpmor severeion tis assumeed. cashe/

(since the intact loop starts at a lower flow rate and the core response is
the same as if both loops were operating at a lower flow rate), a small
mismatch has been determined to be acceptable based on en ieei
judgement. hýere clat syrfst isals?/ ssume to have fficient

oi coas ow Z racuteri tics t, aintaiulte al margi s durin
nor I ope~rtional tr si~ent (Ref. 1)hich a annalyze in

Chap r15o he UF R( f2)

(continued)
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Recirculation Loops Operating
B 14.1

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSE~

(continued)

.IYplant spg6ific [OCX

Ir4 SERT1

3Wperatin94ecirculat' n loop. This analytis has demonstrated that, in the-
event of a LOCA caused by a pipe break in the operating recirculation
loop, the Emergency Core Cooling System response will provide
adequate core cooling, without the requirement to modify the APLHGR
requirements (Ref. 3). However, the COLIR may require APLHGR limits
to restrict the peak clad temperature for a LOCA with a single
recirculation loop operating below the corresponding temperature for both
loops operating.

IThfitrans/ient a lyses of Ch ter 15 of th UFSAR Xave also een
,p$rformed for ngle recircul tion loop op ation (R nde tý9. 3) and emonstr e

,9$ufficient flo coastdown iaracteristics o mainta' fuel the mal marg s
during the normal oper tional transie ts analy* d witho the
req uirem t to mo dif t e MCPR req eIents. I uring single
recirculation loop operation, modification to the Reactor Protection
System (RPS) average power range monitor (APRM) Simulated Thermal
Power-High Allowable Value is required to account for the different
analyzed limits between two-recirculation drive flow loop operation and
operation with only one loop. The APRM channel subtracts the AW value
from the measured recirculation drive flow to effectively shift the limits and
uses the adjusted recirculation drive flow value to determine the APRM
Simulated Thermal Power-High Function trip setpoint.

Recirculation loops operating satisfies Criterion 2 of
10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) (Ref. 4).

LCO Two recirculation loops are normally required to be in operation with their
recirculation pump speeds matched within the limits specified in
SR 3.4.1.1 to ensure that during a LOCA caused by a break of the piping
of one recirculation loop the assumptions of the LOCA analysis are
satisfied. Alternately, with only one recirculation loop in operation,
modifications to the required APLHGR limits (LCO 3.2.1, "AVERAGE
PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (APLHGR)"), MCPR limits
(LCO 3.2.2, "MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR)"),yand APIRM
Simulated Thermal Power-High Allowable Value (LCO 3.3.1.1), as

(continued)
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INSERT B 3.4.1 APPLICABLE SAFETY ANALYSES:

For ARE VA fuel, the COLR presents single loop operation APLHGR limits in the
form of a multiplier that is applied to the two loop operation APLHGR limits.

The transient analyses of Chapter 15 of the UFSAR have also been evaluated for
single recirculation loop operation. The evaluation concludes that results of the
transient analyses are not significantly affected by the single recirculation loop
operation. There is, however, an impact on the fuel cladding integrity SL since
some of the uncertainties for the parameters used in the critical power
determination are higher in single loop operation. The net result is an increase in
the MCPR operating limit.



Recirculation Loops Operating
B 3.4. 1

BASES

LCO applicable, must be applied to allow continued operation. The COLR
(continued) dfnsajtmtsor modifications required for the APLHGRW)jZ4

CPR~mitsfor the current operating cycle.

APPLICABILITY In MODES 1 and 2, requirements for operation of the Reactor Coolant
Recirculation System are necessary since there is considerable energy in
the reactor core and the limiting design basis transients and accidents are
assumed to occur.

In MODES 3, 4, and 5, the consequences of an accident are reduced and
the coastdown characteristics of the recirculation loops are not important.

ACTIONS A. 1

With the requirements of the LCO not met, the recirculation loops must be
restored to operation with matched recirculation pump speeds within
6 hours. A recirculation loop is considered not in operation when the
pump in that loop is idle or when the difference in pump speeds of the two
recirculation pumps is greater than the match criteria. The loop with the
lower recirculation pump speed must be considered not in operation.
Should a LOCA occur with one recirculation loop not in operation, the
core flow coastdown and resultant core response may not be bounded by
the LOCA analyses. Therefore, only a limited time is allowed to restore
the inoperable loop to operating status.

Alternatively, if the single loop requirements of the LCO are applied to
operating limits and RPS setpoints, as applicable, operation with only one
recirculation loop would satisfy the requirements of the LCO and the initial
conditions of the accident sequence.

The 6 hour Completion Time is based on the low probability of an
accident occurring during this time period, on a reasonable time to
complete the Required Action (i.e., reset the applicable limits or setpoints
for single recirculation loop operation), and on frequent core monitoring
by operators allowing abrupt changes in core flow conditions to be quickly
detected.

(continued)
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Reactor Steam Dome Pressure
B 3.4.10

B 3.4 REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM (RCS)

B 3.4.10 Reactor Steam Dome Pressure

BASES

BACKGROUND The reactor steam dome pressure is an 'assumed value in the
determination of compliance with reactor pressure vessel overpressure
protection criteria and is also an assumed initial condition of design basis
accidents and transients.

APPLICABLE The reactor steam dome pressure of•: 1045 psig is an initial condition of
SAFETY ANALYSES the vessel overpressure protection analysis of Reference 1. This analysis

assumes an initial maximum reactor steam dome pressure and evaluates
the response of the pressure relief system, primarily the safety/relief
valves, during the limiting pressurization transient. The determination of
compliance with the overpressure criteria is dependent on the initial
reactor steam dome pressure; therefore, the limit on this pressure
ensures that the assumptions of the overpressure protection analysis are
conserved. Reference 2 also assumes an initial reactor steam dome
pressure for the analyses of design basis accidents and transients used
to determine the limits for fuel cladding integrity (see Bases for
LCO 3.2.2, "MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR)') and 1 % fuel
cladding plastic strain (see Bases for LCO 3.2. 1,, 'AVERAGE PLANAR
LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (APLHG'R)I).

Reactor steam dome pressure satisfies the requirements of Criterion 2 of
10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) (Ref. 3).

LCO The specified reactor steam dome pressure limit of •ý 1045 psig ensures
the plant is operated within the assumptions of the vessel overpressure
protection analysis. Operation above the limit may result in a transient
response more severe than analyzed.

APPLICABILITY In MODES 1 and 2, the reactor steam dome pressure is required to be
less than or equal to the limit. In these MODES, the reactor may be
generating. significant steam and events which may challenge the
overpressure limits are possible.

(continued)
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ECOS-Operating
B 3.5.1

BASES

BACKGROUND
(continued)

The ADS (Ref. 4) consists of 7 of the 11 SRVs. It is designed to provide
depressurization of the RCS during a small break LOCA if HPCI fails or is
unable to maintain required water level in the RPV. ADS operation
reduces the RPV pressure to within the operating pressure range of the
low pressure ECCS subsystems so that these subsystems can provide
coolant inventory makeup. Each of the SRVs used for automatic
depressurization is equipped with one air accumulator and associated
inlet check valves. The accumulator provides the pneumatic power to
actuate the valves.

APPLICABLE The EGGS performance is evaluated for the entire spectrum of break
SAFETY ANALYSES sizes for a postulated LOCA. The accidents for which ECOS operation is

required are presented in References 5 and 6. The required analyses and
assumptions are defined in Reference 7. The results of these analyses
are also described in Reference 8.
This LCO helps to ensure that the following acceptance criteria for the
EGGS, established by 10 CFR 50.46 (Ref. 9), will be met following a
LOCA, assuming the worst case single active component failure in the
EGGS:

a. Maximum fuel element cladding temperature is:!• 22000F;

b. Maximum cladding oxidation is!S 0.17 times the total cladding
thickness before oxidation;

c. Maximum hydrogen generation from a zirconium water reaction is
5 0.01 times the hypothetical amount that would be generated if all
of the metal in the cladding surrounding the fuel, excluding the
cladding surrounding the plenum volume, were to react;

d. 'The core is maintained in a coolable geometry; and

long term cooling capability is maintained.

ring single failures are discussed in Referencel
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ECCS-Operating
B 1.5.1

BASES

APPLICABLE out of sNrice assump~ *n to bound e single failu combinatio in a
SAFETY ANALYSES /singi anals. In dion to fail' g HPGI, one Spump and e ILPGI

(continued) p p (due to th ower suppi ailure); two S valves wer assumed
tof service ,ef. 10). Thi combination suits in an a wance for a

single ADýS alve failure *no additio analysis an tresults in n
,accident__itigation cre being assu d for HPCI i anv LOCA a lysis.
The remaining OPERABLE ECOS subsystems provide the capability to
adequately cool the core and prevent excessive fuel damage.

The EGOS satisfy Criterion 3 of 10 GFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) (Ref. 11).

LCO Each EGCS injection/spray subsystem and six of seven ADS valves are
required to be OPERABLE. The EGOS injection/spray subsystems are
defined as the two CS subsystems, the two LPGI subsystems, and one
HPGI System. The low pressure EGGS injection/spray subsystems are
defined as the two OS subsystems and the two LPGI subsystems.

With less than the required number of ECOS subsystems OPERABLE,
the potential exists that during a limiting design basis LOGA concurrent
with the worst case single failure, the limits specified in Reference 9 could
be exceeded. All EGGS subsystems must therefore be OPERABLE to
satisfy the single failure criterion required by Reference 9.

LPGI subsystems may be considered OPERABLE during alignment and
operation for decay heat removal when below the actual RHR shutdown
cooling isolation pressure in MODE 3, if they are capable of being
manually realigned (remote or local) to the LPGI mode and not otherwise
inoperable. Alignment and operation for decay heat removal includes the
period when the required RHR pump is not operating and the period when
the system is being realigned to or from the RHR shutdown cooling mode.
At these low pressures and decay heat levels, a reduced complement of

EGGS subsystems should provide the required core cooling, thereby
allowing operation of RHR shutdown cooling when necessary.

APPLICABILITY All EGGS subsystems are required to be OPERABLE during MODES 1, 2,
and 3, when there is considerable energy in the reactor core and core
cooling would be required to prevent fuel damage in the event of a break
in the primary system piping. In MODES 2 and 3, when reactor steam
dome pressure is •ý 150 psig, ADS and HPOI are not required to be
OPERABLE because the low pressure EGGS subsystems can provide
sufficient flow below this pressure. EGGS requirements for MODES 4
and 5 are specified in LOO 3.5.2, "EGGS-Shutdown."'

(continued)
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ECOS-Operating
B 3.5.1

BASES

SURVEILLANCE SR 3.5.1.12 (continued)
REQUIREMENTS

TIME testing. This exception is allowed since the ECOS instrumentation
response time is a small part of the ECCS RESPONSE TIME (e.g.,
sufficient margin exists in the emergency diesel generator start time when
compared to the instrumentation response time) (Ref. 14).

ECCS RESPONSE TIME tests are conducted every 24 months. The
24 month Frequency is consistent with the Brunswick refueling cycle.

REFERENCES 1 . UFSAR, Section 6.3.2.2.3.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.
8.

9.

10.

UFSAR, Section 6.3.2.2.4.

UFSAR, Section 6.3.2.2.1.

UFSAR, Section 6.3.2.2.2.

UFSAR, Section 15.2.

UFSAR, Section 15.6.

10 CFR 50, Appendix K.

UFSAR, Section 6.3.3.

11.

12.

10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii).

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

UFSAR, Section 6.3.3.7.
NEDO-32291 -A, System Analyses for the Elimination of Selected
Response Time Testing Requirements, October 1995.

13.
14.
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Main Turbine Bypass System
B 3.7.6

B 3.7 PLANT SYSTEMS

B 3.7.6 Main Turbine Bypass System

BASES

BACKGROUND The Main Turbine Bypass System is designed to control steam pressure
when reactor steam generation exceeds turbine requirements during unit
startup, sudden load reduction, and cooldown. It allows excess steam
flow from the reactor to the condenser without going through the turbine.
The bypass capacity of the system is 20.6% of the Nuclear Steam Supply
System rated steam flow. Sudden load reductions within the capacity of
the steam bypass can be accommodated without reactor scram. The
Main Turbine Bypass System consists of four valves connected to the
main steam lines between the main steam isolation valves and the turbine
stop valves. The bypass valves are controlled by the pressure regulation
function of the Turbine Electro, Hydraulic Control System, as discussed in
the UFSAR, Section 7.7.1.4 (Ref. 1). The bypass valves are normally
closed, and the pressure regulator controls the turbine control valves that
direct all steam flow to the turbine. If the Speed Control System or load
limit restricts steam flow to the turbine, the pressure regulator controls the
system pressure by opening the bypass valves. When the bypass valves
open, the steam flows through connecting piping and bypass valve
pressure reducers to the condenser.

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

The Main Turbine Bypass System is assumed to function during the
generator load rejection transient, the turbine trip transient, and the
feedwater controller failure maximum demand transient, as described in
the UFSAR, Section 15.2.1 (Ref. 2), Section 15.2.2 (Ref. 3),
and Section 15.1.2 (Ref. 4). Opening the bypass valves during the
pressurization event mitigates the increase in reactor vessel pressure,
which affects the MCPR during the event. An mnop rable Main T urbine
Bypass System may result in APLHGR IGMCP penalties.

The Main Turbine Bypass System satisfies Criterion 3 of , 4 dLG
10 CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) (Ref. 5).

(continued)
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Main Turbine Bypass System
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BASES (continued)

LCO The Main Turbine Bypass System is required to be OPERABLE to limit
peak pressure in the main steam lines and maintain reactor pressure
within acceptable limits during events that cause rapid pressurization, so
that the Safety Limit MCPR is not exceeded. With the Main Turbine
Bypass System inoperable, modifications to the APLHGR limits
(LCO 3.2.1, "AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE
(APLHGR)"),A~the MCPR limits (LCO 3.2.2"MNUMCICA
POWER RAf 10 (MCPR)'ia-ybie applied to allow this LCO to be met.
The APLHGR AiiMCPliisfrteioealManTbneBas
System are specified in the COLR. An OPERABLE Main Turbine Bypass
System requires the minimum number of bypass valves, specified in the
COLR, to open in response to increasing main steam line pressure. This
response is within the assumptions of the applicable analysis Refs. 2, 3,
and 4). arALG

APPLICABILITY The Main Turbine Bypass System is required to be OPERABLE at
>! 23% RTP to ensure that the fuel cladding integrity Safety Limit and the
cladding 1 % plastic strain limit are not violated during the turbine
generator load rejection transient. As discussed in the Bases for
LCO 3.2.1,,. LOG 3.2.2,Tsufficient margin to these limits exists at
< 23% RTV' Therefore, these requirements are only necessa when
operating at or above this power level. ERi I~ .2

ACTIONS A.1
If the Main Turbine Bypass System is inoperable (one or more bypass
valves s specified in the COLR inoperable), and the APLHGR(:,M"ý

o~% L GR MCP Rflimits for an inoperable Main Turbine Bypass System, as specified
ý~i~n thee COLR, are not applied, the assumptions of the design basis

transient analysis may not be met. Under such circumstances, prompt
action should be taken to restore the Main Turbine Bypass System to
OPERABLE status or adjust the APLI-GRA0MICP I 5kimits accordingly.
The 4 hour Completion Time is reasonablA, based on the time to
complete the Required Action and the low probability of an event
occurring during this period requiring the Main Turbine Bypass System.

(continued)
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Main Turbine Bypass System
B 3.7.6

BASES

ACTIONS
(continued)

B.1

If the Main Turbine Bypass System cannot be restored to OEA
status and the APLHGR,40MCPRkJjmits for an inoperable Main Turbine
Bypass System are not Applied, THERMAL POWER must be reduced to
< 23% RTP. As discussed in the Applicability section, operation at
< 23% RTP results in sufficient margin to the required limits, and the Main
Turbine Bypass System is not required to protect fuel integrity during the
applicable safety analyses transients. The 4 hour Completion Time is
reasonable, based on operating experience, to reach the required unit
conditions from full power conditions in an orderly manner and without
challenging unit systems.

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

ISR 3.7.6.1

Cycling each main turbine bypass valve through one complete cycle of
full travel demonstrates that the valves are mechanically OPERABLE and
will function when required. The 31 day Frequency is based on
manufacturer's recommendations (Ref. 6), is consistent with the
procedural controls governing valve operation, and ensures correct valve
positions. Operating experience has shown that these components
usually pass the SR when performed at the 31 day Frequency.
Therefore, the Frequency is acceptable from a reliability standpoint.

S R 3.7.6.2

The Main Turbine Bypass System is required to actuate automatically to
perform its design function. This SR demonstrates that, with the required
system initiation signals, the valves will actuate to their required position.
The 24 month Frequency is based on the need to perform this
Surveillance under the conditions that apply during a unit outage and
because of the potential for an unplanned transient if the Surveillance
were performed with the reactor at power.

(continued)
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Control Rod Testing-Operating
B 3.10.7

BASES

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES

(continued)

As described in LCO 3.0.7, compliance with Special Operations LCOs is
optional, and therefore, no criteria oflO CFR 50.36(c)(2)(ii) (Ref. 2) apply.
Special Operations LCOs provide flexibility to perform certain operations
by appropriately modifying requirements of other LCOs. A discussion of
the criteria satisfied for the other LCOs is provided in their respective
Bases.

LCO As described in LCO 3.0.7, compliance with this Special Operations LCO
is optional. Control rod testing may be performed in compliance with the
prescribed sequences of LCO 3.1.6, and during these tests, no
exceptions to the requirements of LCO 3.1.6 are necessary. For testing
performed with a sequence not in compliance with LCO 3.1.6, the
requirements of LCO 3.1.6 may be suspended, provided additional
administrative controls are placed on the test to ensure that the
assumptions of the special safety analysis for the test sequence are
satisfied. Assurances that the test sequence is followed can be provided
by either programming the test sequence into the RWM, With
conformance verified as specified in SR 3.3.2-1.8 and allowing the RWM
to monitor control rod withdrawal and provide appropriate control rod
blocks if necessary, or by verifying conformance to the approved test
sequence by a second licensed operator or other qualified member of the
technical staff. These controls are consistent with those normally applied
to operation in the startup range as defined in the SRs and ACTIONS of
LCO 3.3.2.1, "Control Rod Block Instrumentation."

APPLICABILITY Control rod testing, while in MODES 1 and 2, with THERMAL POWER
greater than 8.75% RTP, is adequately controlled by the existing LCOs
on power distribution limits and control rod block instrumentation. Control
rod movement during these conditions is not restricted to prescribed
sequences and can be performed within the constraints of LCO 3.2.1,
"AVERAGE PLANAR LINEAR HEAT GENERATION RATE (APLHGR).
LCO 3.2.2, "MINIMUM CRITICAL POWER RATIO (MCPR)," nd
LCO 3.3.2.1. With THERMAL POWER less than or equal to 8.75% RTP,
the provisions of this Special Operations LCO are necessary to perform
special tests that are not in conformance with the prescribed sequences
of LCO 3.1.6.

(continued')
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