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Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.90, Duke is requesting an amendment to
the Catawba and McGuire Nuclear Station Facility Operating
License and Technical Specifications (TS).

The proposed changes permit relaxation of the allowed bypass
test times and Completion Times (CTs) for Limiting Condition
for Operation (LCOs) 3.3.1, Reactor Trip System (RTS)
Instrumentation; 3.3.2, Engineered Safety Feature Actuation
System (ESFAS) Instrumentation; 3.3.6, Containment Air
Release and Addition Isolation Instrumentation (Catawba
only) and 3.3.9, Boron Dilution Mitigation System (BDMS)
(Catawba only).

Additionally, Duke proposes to increase the CT and the
bypass time for the reactor trip breakers and increase the
Surveillance Test Intervals (STIs) for the reactor trip
breakers, master relays, logic cabinets, and analog
channels. These TS changes will reduce the required testing
on the RTS components without significantly impacting their
reliability, and will reduce the potential for reactor trips
and actuation of engineered safety features associated with
the testing of the components. The CT extensions for the
reactor trip breakers will provide additional time to
complete test and maintenance activities while at power,
potentially reducing the number of forced outages related to
compliance with reactor trip breaker CTs, and will provide
consistency with the CTs for the logic cabinets.

The above described changes have been either generically
evaluated in WCAP-14333-P-A, Revision 1 and WCAP-15376-P-A,
Revision 1 or have been supported by plant-specific analysis
for those changes which are plant specific and therefore not
evaluated in these WCAPs. Reference 1 documents the NRC
approval of WCAP-14333 for referencing in plant-specific
submittals. Reference 3 documents the NRC approval of WCAP-
15376 for referencing in plant-specific submittals.

The changes in WCAP-14333-P-A are similar to those proposed
by the Technical Specification Task Force (TSTF) in the
proposed changes to NUREG-1431. The proposed changes were
documented in Standard Technical Specification Change
Traveler TSTF-418, Revision 2, "RPS and ESFAS Test Times and
Completion Times (WCAP-14333)," that the NRC approved by
means of Reference 2. Duke has reviewed TSTF-418, Revision
2 and has concluded that it is applicable to Catawba and
McGuire Units 1 and 2.
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The changes in WCAP-15376-P-A are similar to those proposed
by the TSTF in the proposed changes to NUREG-1431. The
proposed changes were documented in TSTF-411, Revision 1,
"Surveillance Test Interval Extensions for Components of the
Reactor Protection System," that the NRC approved by means
of Reference 4. Duke has reviewed TSTF-411, Revision 1 and
has concluded that it is applicable to Catawba and McGuire
Units 1 and 2.

Also as discussed in the submittal, several additional
clarification related changes are being proposed to the TS
Bases for Catawba and McGuire that are not specifically
related to the above TSTFs. These changes are being
proposed in this submittal since they affect the same TS
Bases sections as do the TSTFs.

Enclosure 1 provides a description of the proposed changes,
background, the technical and regulatory analyses, and the
basis for the categorical exclusion from performing an
Environmental Assessment/Impact Statement in conjunction
with this amendment request.

Attachments 1 and 2 provide marked copies of the affected TS
pages for Catawba and McGuire, respectively, showing the
proposed changes. Attachments 3 and 4 provide marked copies
of the affected TS Bases pages for Catawba and McGuire,
respectively, showing the proposed changes. Attachment 5
provides a summary of regulatory commitments made in this
submittal.

Attachment 6 documents the Applicability of WCAP-14333-P-A
and WCAP-15376-P-A Analyses to the Catawba Nuclear Station.
Attachment 7 documents the Applicability of WCAP-14333-P-A
and WCAP-15376-P-A Analyses to the McGuire Nuclear Station.;
Westinghouse has determined that information contained in
Attachments 6 and 7 is proprietary, and is thereby supported
by an affidavit signed by Westinghouse, the owner of the
information. The affidavit sets forth the basis on which
the information may be withheld from public disclosure by
the Commission and addresses with specificity the
considerations listed in paragraph (b) (4) of 10 CFR 2.390.

Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the
information that is proprietary to Westinghouse be withheld
from public disclosure in accordance with 10 CFR 2.390.
This letter transmits proprietary and non-proprietary copies
of Attachments 6 and 7.
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Attachment 8 includes Westinghouse authorization letter CAW-
04-1838, its accompanying affidavit, Proprietary Information
Notice, and Copyright Notice. Correspondence with respect
to the copyright or proprietary aspects of the items listed
above or the supporting Westinghouse affidavit should
reference CAW-04-1838 and should be addressed to J. A.
Gresham, Manager of Regulatory Compliance and Plant
Licensing, Westinghouse Electric Company, P.O. Box 355,
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15230-0355.

Implementation of this amendment to the Catawba and McGuire
Facility Operating Licenses and TS will not impact the
Catawba or McGuire Updated Final Safety Analysis Reports
(UFSAR).

Duke is requesting a 90-day implementation period for this
amendment. The 90 days are necessary due to the number of
TS being revised and the required document and process
changes associated with this amendment.

In accordance with Duke administrative procedures and the
Quality Assurance Program Topical Report, this proposed
amendment has been previously reviewed and approved by the
Catawba and McGuire Plant Operations Review Committees and
the Duke Nuclear Safety Review Board.

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.91, a copy of this proposed amendment
is being sent to the appropriate state officials.

Inquiries on this matter should be directed to L. J. Rudy at
(803) 831-3084 (Catawba) or P. T. Vu at (704) 875-4302
(McGuire).

Very truly yours,

J. R. Morris

LJR/s
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Enclosure:
Attachments:

1) - EVALUATION
1) - MARKUP of TS PAGES FOR CATAWBA
2) - MARKUP of TS PAGES FOR MCGUIRE
3) - PROPOSED TS BASES CHANGES FOR CATAWBA
4) - PROPOSED TS BASES CHANGES FOR MCGUIRE
5) - SUMMARY OF REGULATORY COMMITMENTS

6A) - TOPICAL REPORT APPLICABILITY
DETERMINATION FOR CATAWBA (PROPRIETARY)

6B) - TOPICAL REPORT APPLICABILITY
DETERMINATION FOR CATAWBA (NON-
PROPRIETARY)

7A) - TOPICAL REPORT APPLICABILITY
DETERMINATION FOR MCGUIRE (PROPRIETARY)

7B) - TOPICAL REPORT APPLICABILITY
DETERMINATION FOR MCGUIRE (NON-
PROPRIETARY)

8) - TOPICAL REPORT APPLICABILITY DETERMINATION
PROPRIETARY DETERMINATION
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J. R. Morris affirms that he is the person who subscribed
his name to the foregoing statement, and that all statements
and matters set forth herein are true and correct to the
best of his knowledge.

J. V. Morris, Site Vice President

Subscribed and sworn to me: -/ t-II O
Date

Notary P lic

7-,'o -)-o I ~My commission expires:
Date

''a

SEAL
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xc (with enclosure and attachments):

W. D. Travers
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Regional Administrator, Region II
Atlanta Federal Center
61 Forsyth St., SW, Suite 23T85
Atlanta, GA 30303

A. T. Sabisch
Senior Resident Inspector (Catawba)
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Catawba Nuclear Station

J. B. Brady
Senior Resident Inspector (McGuire)
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
McGuire Nuclear Station

J. F. Stang, Jr. (addressee only)
NRC Senior Project Manager (Catawba and McGuire)
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
One White Flint North, Mail Stop 8 G9A
11555 Rockville Pike
Rockville, MD 20852-2738

S. E. Jenkins
Section Manager
Division of.Waste Management
South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental
Control
2600 Bull St.
Columbia, SC 29201

B. 0. Hall
Section Chief
Division of Environmental Health, Radiation Protection
Section
North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural
Resources
1645 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, NC 27699-1645
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bxc (with enclosure and attachments):

R. D. Hart (CN01RC)
L. J. Rudy (CN01RC)
P. T. Vu (MG01RC)
R. L. Gill (ECO5O)
G. F. Winkel (EC05N)
NCMPA- 1
NCEMC
PMPA
SREC
Catawba Document Control File 801.01
McGuire Document Control File 801.01
RGC Date File
ELL-EC050
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EVALUATION

1. DESCRIPTION

2. PROPOSED CHANGE

3. BACKGROUND

4. TECHNICAL ANALYSIS

5. REGULATORY ANALYSIS.

5.1. NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION

5.2. APPLICABLE REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS/CRITERIA

6. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

7. REFERENCES

Page 1-1



Enclosure 1

1.0 DESCRIPTION

Duke proposes to change the Catawba Nuclear Station (CNS)
and McGuire Nuclear Station (MNS) requirements for TS 3.3.1,
Reactor Trip System (RTS) Instrumentation (CNS & MNS), TS
3.3.2, Engineered Safety Feature Actuation System (ESFAS)
Instrumentation (CNS & MNS), TS 3.3.6, Containment Air
Release and Addition Isolation Instrumentation (CNS only),
and TS 3.3.9, Boron Dilution Mitigation System (BDMS) (CNS
only) to incorporate the changes proposed in the following
Technical Specification Task Force (TSTF) travelers.

TS 3.3.6 in TSTF-411 Revision 1 is titled "Containment Purge
and Exhaust Isolation Instrumentation." At McGuire, TS
3.3.6 was deleted under TS Amendment 243/224 approved by the
NRC on July 26, 2007. At Catawba, TS 3.3.6 was modified
under TS Amendment 196/189 approved by the NRC on March 20,
2002. This TS Amendment excluded the containment purge
ventilation system and hydrogen purge system containment
isolation valves from the instrumentation testing
requirements in TS 3.3.6. The-change left the Containment
Air Release and Addition System requirements in TS 3.3.6 and
revised the title of TS 3.3.6 to "Containment Air Release
and Addition Isolation Instrumentation."

1. The proposed changes are consistent with approved TSTF-
418, Revision 2 with exceptions noted in the applicable
descriptions of changes. These revisions are those
that have been generically approved in WCAP-14333-P-A,
Revision 1, "Probabilistic Risk Analysis of the RPS and
ESFAS Test Times and Completion Times."

2. The proposed changes to Condition F are consistent with
NRC approved TSTF-246, Revision 0, "RTS
Instrumentation, 3.3.1 Condition F Completion Time."

3. The proposed changes are consistent with approved TSTF-
411, Revision 1 with exceptions noted in the applicable
descriptions of changes. These revisions are those
that have been generically approved in WCAP-15376-P-A,
Revision 0, "Risk-Informed Assessment of the RTS and
ESFAS Surveillance Test Intervals and Reactor Trip
Breaker Test and Completion Times."
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2.0 Proposed Changes

The TS changes for Catawba are as follows:

LCO 3.3.1, RTS Instrumentation

Affected kffected Instrumentation Proposed Change
Condition
Condition D . Power Range Neutron Flux- Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time

High from 4 hours to 12 hours

0 Power Range Neutron Flux Required Action D revised to

-High Positive Rate extend time before placing in
tripped condition from 6 hours to
72 hours (and to extend time to
be in Mode 3 from 12 hours to 78
hours) and is revised and
restructured to reduce potential
for confusion.

Condition E * Power Range Neutron Flux Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time
- Low changed from 4 hours to 12 hours.

* Overtemperature Delta-T Required Action E.1: Place
channel in trip changed from 6* Overpower Delta-Thorto7hus
-hours to 72 hours

* Pressurizer Pressure - Required Action E.2: Be in Mode
High 3 changed from 12 hours to 78

* Steam Generator (SG) hours
Water Level - Low Low

Condition F * Intermediate Range Required Action F.1: Reduce
Neutron Flux thermal power to < P-6 changed

from 2 hours to 24 hours
Required Action F.2: Increase
thermal power to > P-10 changed
from 2 hours to 24 hours

Condition L * Pressurizer Pressure - Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time

Low changed from 4 hours to 12 hours.

• Pressurizer Water Level Required Action L.1: Place

High channel in trip changed from 6

• Reactor Coolant Flow - hours to 72 hours

Low: Two Loops Required Action L.2: Reduce
thermal power to < P-7 changed

* Undervoltage RCPs from 12 hours to 78 hours

* Underfrequency RCPs
Condition M * Reactor Coolant Flow - Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time

Low: Single Loop changed from 4 hours to 12 hours.
Required Action M.1: Place
channel in trip changed from 6
hours to 72 hours
Required Action M.2: Reduce
thermal power to < P-8 changed
from 10 hours to 76 hours

Condition N Turbine Trip - Stop Valve Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time
EH Pressure Low changed from 4 hours to 12 hours.

Required Action N.1: Place
channel in trip 6hanged from 6
hours to 72 hours
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Required Action N.2: -Reduce
thermal power to < P-9 changed
from 10 hours to 76 hours

Condition 0 * Turbine Trip - Turbine Required Action 0.1: Place
Stop Valve Closure channel in trip changed from 6

hours to 72 hours
Required Action 0.2: Reduce
thermal power to < P-9 changed
from 10 hours to 76 hours

Condition P * Safety Injection (SI) Required Action P.1: Restore
Input from Engineered train to OPERABLE status changed
Safety Feature Actuation from 6 hours to 24 hours
System (ESFAS) Required Action P.2: Be in Mode

* Automatic Trip Logic 3 changed from 12 hours to 30
(Modes 1 and 2) hours

Condition Q * Reactor Trip Breakers Note 1: One train Bypass time
changed from 2 to 4 hours
Note 2: Deleted one RTB bypass
time
Required Action Q.1: Restore
train to OPERABLE status changed
from 1 hr to 24 hours
Required Action Q.2: Be in Mode
3 changed from 7 hrs to 30 hrs

SR 3.3.1.4 * Reactor Trip Breakers TADOT frequency changed from 31

* Reactor Trip Breaker days to 62 days on a staggered

Undervoltage and Shunt test basis.

Trip Mechanisms
SR 3.3.1.5 Safety Injection (SI) Actuation Logic Test frequency

Input from Engineered changed from 31 days to 92 days
Safety Feature Actuation on a staggered test basis.
System (ESFAS)

* Low Power Reactor Trips
Block, P-7

* Automatic Trip Logic
SR 3.3.1.7 0 Power Range Neutron Flux- Channel Operational Test

High - frequency changed from 92 days to
* Power Range Neutron Flux- 184 days.

High Positive Rate
* Source Range Neutron Flux

(Modes 3,4, & 5)
* Overtemperature Delta-T

* Overpower Delta-T
* Pressurizer Pressure

o Low
o High

* Pressurizer Water Level -

High

* Reactor Coolant Flow -

Low
o Single Loop
o Two Loops

Steam Generator (SG)
Water Level - Low-Low
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SR 3.3.1.8 0 Power Range Neutron Flux Note that states "Only required
- Low when not performed within

* Intermediate Range previous 92 days", frequency

Neutron Flux changed from 92 days to 184 days.

* Source Range Neutron Flux Channel Operational Test
frequency changed from 92 days to
184 days.

LCO 3.3.2, ESFAS Instrumentation

Affected kffected Instrumentation Proposed Change
Condition
Condition C * Automatic Actuation Logic Required Action C.1: Restore

and Actuation Relays train to OPERABLE status changed
o Safety Injection from 6 hours to 24 hours
o Containment Spray
o Containment Required Action C.2.1: Be in

Isolation - Phase A Mode 3 changed from 12 hours to

o Containment 30 hours

Isolation - Phase B Required Action C.2.2: Be in
o Automatic Mode 5 changed from 42 hours to

Switchover to 60 hours
Containment Sump

Condition D S Safety Injection Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time

o Containment changed from 4 hours to 12 hours.
Pressure - High

o Pressurizer
Pressure - Low Required Action D.1: Place

* Steam Line Isolation channel in trip changed from 6

o Steam Line Pressure hours to 72 hours
-Low

0 Steam Line Pressure Required Action D.2.1: Be in
Negative Rate Mode 3 changed from 12 hours to

High 78 hours
* Feedwater Isolation

o SG Water Level - Required Action D.2.2: Be in
High High (P-14) Mode 4 changed from 18 hours to

• Auxiliary Feedwater 84 hours

o SG Water Level
Low Low

o Loss of Offsite
Power

Condition E & Containment Spray Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time
o Containment changed from 4 hours to 12 hours.

Pressure - High Required Action E.1: Place
High channel in bypass changed. from 6

" Containment Isolation - hours to 72 hours
Phase B

o Containment Required Action E.2.1: Be in
Pressuren -High Mode 3 changed from 12 hours to
Pressure - High 78 hours
High Required Action E.2.2: Be in

* Steam Line Isolation Mode 4 changed from 18 hours to
o Containment 84 hours

Pressure - High
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High

Condition H Automatic Actuation Logic Required Action H.1: Restore
and Actuation Relays train to OPERABLE status changed

o Steam Line from 6'hours to 24 hours
Isolation Required Action H.2.1: Be in

o- Feedwater Isolation Mode 3 changed from 12 hours to
o Auxiliary Feedwater 30 hours

.Required Action H.2.2: Be in
Mode 4 changed from 18 hours to
36 hours

Condition I * Turbine Trip Required Action I.1: Restore
o Automatic Actuation train to OPERABLE status changed

Logic and.Actuation from 6 hours to 24 hours
Relays Required Action 1.2: Be in Mode

3 changed from 12 hours to 30
hours

Condition J * Turbine Trip Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time
o SG Water Level changed from 4 hours to 12 hours.

High High (P-14) Required Action J.l: Place

* Feedwater Isolation channel in trip changed from 6
o Tavg - Low hours to 72 hours

coincident with Required Action J.2: Be in Mode
Reactor Trip, P 3 changed from 12 hours to 78

hours-
SR 3.3.2.2 * Automatic Actuation Logic

and Actuation Relays Actuation, Logic Test frequency
o Safety Injection Changed from 31 days to 92 days
o Containment Spray on a staggered test basis.
o Containment

Isolation - Phase A
o Containment

Isolation - Phase B
o Steam Line

Isolation
o Turbine Trip and

Feedwater Isolation
o Auxiliary Feedwater
o Automatic

Switchover to
Containment Sump

* Turbine Trip and
Feedwater Isolation - SG
Water Level -High High
(P-14)
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SR 3.3.2.4 * Automatic Actuation Logic
and Actuation Relays

o Safety Injection
o Containment Spray
o Containment

Isolation - Phase A
o Containment

Isolation - Phase B
o Steam Line

Isolation
o Turbine Trip and

Feedwater Isolation
o Auxiliary Feedwater
o Automatic

Switchover to
Containment Sump

* Turbine Trip and
Feedwater Isolation - SG
Water Level - High High
(P-14)

Master Relay Test frequency
Changed from 31 days to 92 days
on a staggered test basis.

SR'3 .3.2. 5 * Safety Injection
o Containment

Pressure - High
o Pressurizer

Pressure - Low

" Containment Spray
o Containment

Pressure - High
High

• Containment Isolation -

Phase B
o Containment

Pressure - High
High

S0 steam Line Isolation
o Containment

Pressure - High
High

o Steam Line Pressure
- Low

o Steam Line Pressure
Negative Rate -

High
* Turbine Trip-and

Feedwater Isolation
o SG Water Level -

High High (P-14)
o Feedwater Isolation

- Tave - Low
coincident with
reactor trip, P-4

* Auxiliary Feedwater
o SG Water Level -

Low Low

Channel Operational Test
Frequency Changed from 92 days to
184 days.

* ESFAS Interlocks
o Pressurizer

Pressure, P-1i
0 Tave - Low Low, P-12
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LCO 3.3.6, Containment Air Release and Addition
Isolation Instrumentation

Affected Affected Instrumentation Proposed Change
Condition

or
Surveillance
Requirement

SR 3.3.6.1 * Automatic Actuation Logic Revised SR frequency from 31

and Actuation Relays days to 92 days on a staggered
test basis.

SR 3.3.6.2 0 Automatic Actuation Logic Revised SR frequency from 31

and Actuation Relays days to 92 days on a staggered
test basis.

LCO 3.3.9, Boron Dilution Mitigation System

Affected Affected Instrumentation Proposed Change
Condition

or
Surveillance
Requirement

SR 3.3.9.6 * BDMS Instrumentation Channel Operational Test
Frequency Changed from 92 days
to 184 days-.
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The TS changes for McGuire are as follows:

LCO 3.3.1, RTS Instrumentation

Affected Affected Instrumentation Proposed Change
Condition
Condition D * Power Range Neutron Flux- Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time

High from 4 hours to 12 hours

* Power Range Neutron Flux Required Action D revised to extend

Rate-High Positive Rate time before placing in tripped
condition from 6. hours to 72 hours
(and to extend time to be in Mode 3
from 12 hours to 78 hours) and is
revised and restructured to reduce
potential for confusion.

Condition E * Power Range Neutron Flux - Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time

Low changed from 4 hours to 12 hours.

* Overtemperature Delta-T Required Action E.1: Place channel

• Overpower Delta-T in trip changed from 6 hours to 72

* Pressurizer Pressure - hours

* High Required Action E.2: Be in Mode 3

* Steam Generator (SG) Water changed from 12 hours to 78 hours

Level - Low Low
Condition F * Intermediate Range Neutron Required Action F.1: Reduce thermal

Flux power to < P-6 changed from 2 hours
to 24 hours
Required Action F.2: . Increase
thermal power to > P-10 changed from
2 hours to 24 hours

Condition M 9 Pressurizer Pressure - Low Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time

* Pressurizer Water Level changed from 4 hours to 12 hours.

High Required Action M.1: Place channel
* Reactor Coolant Flow - in trip changed from 6 hours to 72

Low: Two Loops hours

* Undervoltage RCPs Required Action M.2: Reduce thermal

* Underfrequency RCPs power to < P-7 changed from 12 hours
to 78 hours

Condition N. Reactor Coolant Flow - Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time

Low: Single Loop changed from 4 hours to 12 hours.
Required Action N.1: Place channel
in trip changed from 6 hours to 72
hours
Required Action N.2: Reduce thermal
power to < P-8 changed from 10 hours
to 76 hours

Condition 0 - Turbine Trip - Low Fluid Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time

Oil Pressure changed from 4 hours to 12 hours.

Required Action 0.1: Place channel
in trip changed from 6 hours to 72
hours
Required Action 0.2: Reduce thermal
power to < P-8 changed from 10 hours
to 76 hours
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Condition P Turbine Trip - Turbine Required Action P.1: Place channel
Stop Valve Closure in trip changed from 6 hours to 72

hours
Required Action P.2: Reduce thermal
power to < P-8 changed from 10 hours
to 76 hours

Condition Q . Safety Injection (SI) Required Action Q.1: Restore train
Input from Engineered to OPERABLE status changed from 6
Safety Feature Actuation hours to 24 hours
System (ESFAS) Required Action Q.2: Be in Mode 3

0 Automatic Trip Logic changed from 12 hours to 30 hours
(Modes 1 and 2)

Condition R * Reactor Trip Breakers Note 1: One train bypass time from
2 to 4 hours
Note 2: One RTB bypass time deleted
Required Action R.1: Restore train
to OPERABLE status changed from 1 hr
to 24 hours
Required Action R.2: Be in Mode 3
changed from 7 hrs to 30 hrs

SR 3.3.1.4 * Reactor Trip Breakers TADOT frequency changed from 31 days

0 Reactor Trip Breaker to 62 days on a staggered test

Undervoltage and Shunt basis.

Trip Mechanisms
SR 3.3.1.5 0 Safety Injection (SI) Actuation Logic Test frequency

Input from Engineered changed from 31 days to 92 days on a
Safety Feature Actuation staggered test basis.
System (ESFAS)

* Low Power Reactor Trips
Block, P-7

* Automatic Trip Logic
SR 3.3.1.7 0 Power Range Neutron Flux - Channel Operational Test frequency

High changed from 92 days to 184 days.

* Power Range Neutron Flux
Rate -,High Positive Rate

* Source Range Neutron Flux
(Modes 3, 4, & 5)

0 Overtemperature Delta-T

• Overpower Delta-T
0 Pressurizer Pressure

o Low
o High

0 Pressurizer Water Level -

High
* Reactor Coolant Flow - Low

o Single Loop
o Two Loops

* Steam Generator (SG) Water
Level - Low Low,

SR 3.3.1.8 * Power Range Neutron Flux - Note that states "Only required when
Low not performed within previous 92

* Intermediate Range Neutron days", frequency changed from 92

Flux days to 184 days.
Channel Operational Test frequency( Source Range Neutron Flux changed from 92 days to 184 days.

(Mode 2)"
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LCO 3.3.2, ESFAS Instrumentation

Affected kffected Instrumentation Proposed Change

Condition
Condition C Automatic Actuation Logic Required Action C.1: Restore train

and Actuation Relays to OPERABLE status changed from 6

o Safety Injection hours to 24 hours
o Containment Spray Required Action C.2.1: Be in Mode 3
o Containment changed from 12 hours to 30 hours

Isolation - Phase A
o Containment ) Required Action C.2.2: Be in Mode 5

Isolation - Phase B changed from 42 .hours to-60 hours

Condition D, * Safety Injection Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time

o Containment changed from 4 hours to 12 hours.
Pressure - High

o Pressurizer
Pressure - Low Low Required Action D.1: Place channel

* Steam Line Isolation in trip changed from 6 hours to 72
o Steam Line Pressure hours

-Low

o Steam Line Pressure Required Action D.2.1: Be in Mode 3
Negative Rate changed from 12 hours to 78 hours

High
• Feedwater Isolation

o SG Water Level Required Action D.2.2: Be in Mode 4
High High (P-14) changed from. 18 hours to 84 hours

* Auxiliary Feedwater
o SG Water Level

Low Low
o Station Blackout

* Loss of
Voltage

* Degraded
Voltage

Condition E 0 .Containment Spray Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time

o Containment changed from 4 hours to 12 hours.,
Pressure High Required Action E.1: Place channel
High in bypass changed from 6 hours to 72

* Containment Isolation - hours
Phase B Required Action E.2.1: Be in Mode 3

P s Containment changed from 12 hours to 78 hoursPressure - High

High Required Action E.2.2: Be in Mode 4

* Steam Line Isolation changed from 18 hours to 84 hours
o Containment

Pressure - High
High'

Condition H * Automatic Actuation Logic Required Action H.1': Restore .train

and Actuation Relays to OPERABLE status changed from 6
o Steam Line hours to 24 hours'

Isolation Required Action H.2.1: Be in Mode 3
o Feedwater Isolation changed from 12 hours to 30 hours
o Auxiliary Feedwater• Required Action H.2.2: Be in Mode 4

changed from 18 hours to 36 hours
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Condition I 0 Turbine Trip Required Action I.1: Restore train
o Automatic Actuation to OPERABLE status changed from 6

Logic and Actuation hours to 24 hours
Relays Required Action 1.2: Be in Mode 3

changed from 12 hours to 30 hours
-Condition J * Turbine Trip and Existing NOTE - Bypass Test Time

Feedwater Isolation changed from 4 hours to 12 hours.
o Turbine Trip - SG Required Action J.1: Place channel

Water Level - High in trip changed from 6 hours to 72
High (P-14) hours

o Feedwater Isolation Required Action J.2: Be in Mode 3
- Tavg - Low changed from 12 hours to 78 hours
coincident with
Reactor Trip, P-4

SR 3.3.2.2 Automatic Actuation Logic
and Actuation Relays Actuation Logic Test frequency

o Safety Injection changed from 31 days to 92 days on a
o Containment Spray staggered test basis.
o Containment

Isolation - Phase A
o Containment

Isolation - Phase B
o Steam Line

Isolation
o Turbine Trip and

Feedwater Isolation
o Auxiliary Feedwater

Turbine Trip and
Feedwater Isolation - SG
Water Level - High High
(P-14)

SR 3.3.2.4 Automatic Actuation Logic
and Actuation Relays Master Relay Test frequency changed

o Safety Injection from 31 days to 92 days. on a
o Containment Spray staggered test basis.
o Containment

Isolation - Phase A
o Containment

Isolation - Phase B
o Steam Line

Isolation
o Turbine Trip and

Feedwater Isolation
o Auxiliary Feedwater

Turbine-Trip and
Feedwater Isolation - SG
Water Level - High High
(P-14)
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SR 3.3.2.5 * Safety Injection
o Containment Pressure -

High
o Pressurizer Pressure -

Low Low
" Containment Spray

o Containment Pressure -
High High

" Containment Isolation - Phase B
o Containment Pressure -

High High
" Steam Line Isolation

o Containment Pressure -
High High

o Steam Line Pressure - Low
o Steam Line Pressure

Negative Rate - High
* Turbine Trip and Feedwater

Isolation
o SG Water Level - High

High (P-14)
o Feedwater Isolation - Tave

Low coincident with
reactor trip, P-4

" Auxiliary Feedwater
o SG Water Level - Low Low

" ESFAS Interlocks
o Pressurizer Pressure, P-

11
o Tave - Low Low, P-12

Channel Operational Test
frequency changed from 92 days
to 184 days.

The TS Bases related to the above changes were revised
accordingly to support the discussions of the above changes.
These proposed changes are consistent with TSTF-411,
Revision 1 and TSTF-418, Revision 2. In addition:

1) Clarifying changes are being proposed to the Bases for
LCO 3.3.2 for Catawba and McGuire. These changes apply to
Conditions C, H, and I and clarify that the failure of an
individual SSPS slave relay or slave relay contact to
actuate does not render the' associated SSPS train
inoperable.

2) Clarifying changes are being proposed to the Bases for
LCO 3.3.1 and LCO 3.3.2 for McGuire only. These changes
apply to SRs 3.3.1.10 and 3.3.2.8 and clarify that the
channel calibration may be performed at power or during
refueling based on bypass testing capability. Catawba does
not have permanently installed bypass testing capability;
therefore, this Bases clarification is not applicable to
Catawba.
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The following is a list of differences from TSTF-418,
Revision 2. These differences are due to plant specific
design differences.

1. TS 3.3.1, Condition D is revised and restructured to
avoid confusion as to when a flux map for QPTR is
required. The revised Condition D captures the
approved changes (bypass time of 12 hours, maintenance
time before tripping of 72 hours), while eliminating
QPTR and formatting confusions.

2. For TS 3.3.1, Condition K of TSTF-418 is Condition L
for Catawba and Condition M for McGuire.

3. For TS 3.3.1, Catawba and McGuire have a separate
Condition for Function 10.a, Reactor Coolant Flow -
Low, Single Loop. This is Condition M for Catawba and
Condition N for McGuire.

4. For TS 3.3.1, Catawba and McGuire do not have a reactor
trip from reactor coolant pump breaker p6sition.
Therefore, Insert 3A from TSTF-418 was not used and the
conditions for TS 3.3.1 were not relettered.

5. Catawba and McGuire have separate conditions (N &.O for
Catawba and 0 & P for McGuire) for each turbine trip
function. The separate conditions were revised
consistent with TSTF-418.

6. For TS 3.3.1, Condition 0 of TSTF-418 is Condition P
for Catawba and Condition Q for McGuire.

7. For TS 3.3.2, Catawba and McGuire have an additional
function of auxiliary feedwater start on loss of
offsite power (Catawba) and station blackout (McGuire),
which is governed by Condition D. This function is not
addressed in TSTF-418 and was therefore addressed in
plant specific analysis.

8. For TS 3.3.2, Catawba and McGuire have an additional
Condition for main steam isolation individual steam
line manual initiation. This is Condition G for
Catawba and McGuire.

9. For TS 3.3.2 Condition G of TSTF-418 is Condition H for
Catawba and McGuire.

10. For TS 3.3.2, Condition H of TSTF-418 is Condition I
for Catawba and McGuire.

11. For TS 3.3.2, Condition I of TSTF-418 is Condition J
for Catawba and McGuire.

12. For Catawba and McGuire, plant specific analysis for
refueling water storage tank automatic switchover and
loss of power diesel generator start instrumentation
(TS 3.3.5), were not performed so these functions are
not being revised by this TS amendment. Except as
noted above, no other plant specific functions were
evaluated for this TS amendment.
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The following is a list of differences from TSTF-411,
Revision 1. These differences are due to plant specific
design differences.

1. For TS 3.3.1, Condition 0 of TSTF-411 is Condition Q
for Catawba and Condition R for McGuire.

2. TS 3.3.6 in TSTF-411 Revision 1 is titled "Containment
Purge and Exhaust Isolation Instrumentation." At
McGuire, TS 3.3.6 was deleted under TS Amendment
243/224 approved by the NRC on July 26, 2007. At
Catawba, TS 3.3.6 was modified under TS Amendment
196/189 approved by the NRC on March 20, 2002. This TS
Amendment excluded the containment purge ventilation
system and hydrogen purge system containment isolation
valves from the instrumentation testing requirements in
TS 3.3.6. The change left the Containment Air Release
and Addition System requirements in TS 3.3.6 and
revised the title of TS 3.3.6 to "Containment Air
Release and Addition Isolation Instrumentation."'

3. TSTF-411 Revision 1 revises TS 3.3.7 for the CREFS
Actuation Instrumentation. Catawba and McGuire do not
have this instrumentation in their respective TS.

4. Catawba has a boron dilution mitigation system (BDMS)
installed while McGuire does not have BDMS installed.
Therefore, Catawba includes TS 3.3.9 of TSTF-411 and
McGuire does not.

These improvements will allow additional time to perform
maintenance and test activities, enhance safety, provide
additional operational flexibility, and reduce the potential
for forced outages related to compliance with the RTS and
ESFAS instrumentation Technical Specifications. Industry
information has shown that a significant number of trips
that have occurred are related to instrumentation test and
maintenance activities, indicating that these activities
should be completed with caution and sufficient time should
be available to complete these activities in an orderly and
effective manner.

3.0 BACKGROUND

The Westinghouse Owners Group Technical Specification
Optimization Program (WOG TOPS) evaluated changes to
surveillance test intervals and allowed Outage times (AOTs)
for the analog channels, logic cabinets, master and slave
relays, and reactor trip breakers as documented in WCAP-10271-
P-A series of reports. The NRC approved increasing the
surveillance test intervals (STI), bypass test times, and AOTs
for the analog channels, as well as the AOTs for the logic
cabinets, master relays, and slave relays. A probabilistic
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risk assessment *approach was used in these analyses which.
included assessing the impact of the changes on signal
availability and plant safety. The justification for the
acceptability of the changes was the small impact.the changes
had on plant safety. It was also demonstrated that increasing
the surveillance test intervals for the analog channels leads
to a decrease in inadvertent reactor trips since fewer test
activities will be performed with a channel in trip. This
provides a safety benefit.

The approach used in this program and presented in WCAP-14333-
P-A Revision 1 (hereafter referred to as WCAP-14333) and WCAP-
15376-P-A Revision i (hereafter referred to as WCAP-15376) is
consistent with the approach established by WOG TOPS. This
includes the fault tree models, signals, component reliability
database, and most of the test and maintenance assumptions.
Several changes in modeling were implemented to enhance the
approach or to remove unnecessary conservatisms, such as, the
common cause modeling approach for analog channels and the
frequency of maintenance activities. The plant specific model
used for the risk analysis was also changed. Differences in
analysis methods from the TOPS WCAP-10271-P-A (hereafter
referred to as WCAP-10271) series of reports are discussed in
Section 7.1 of WCAP-14333 and in Section 8.3.5 of WCAP-15376.
Catawba (references 8 &'9) and McGuire (references 10 & 11)
both submitted TS changes to the NRC based on this program and
WCAP-10271 and received NRC approval for those changes.

Important to understanding the analysis and approach is a
basic understanding of the RTS and ESFAS designs, and also the
performance of test and maintenance activities on these
systems. This information is contained in WCAP-14333.

WCAP-14333 provides the justification for increasing the
bypass times for testing and the Completion Times in the
Reactor Protection System (RPS) instrumentation and
Engineered Safety Features Actuation System (ESFAS)
instrumentation Technical Specifications. The NRC issued a
Safety Evaluation on July 15, 1998 approving WCAP-14333.

These improvements will allow additional time to perform
maintenance and test activities, enhance safety, provide
additional operational flexibility, and reduce the potential
for forced outages related to compliance with the RTS and
ESFAS instrumentation Technical Specifications. Industry
information has shown that a significant number of trips
that have occurred are related to instrumentation test and
maintenance activities, indicating that these activities
should be completed with caution and sufficient time should
be available to complete these activities in an orderly and
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effective manner. These changes have been incorporated in
Technical Specification Task Force (TSTF) traveler, TSTF-
418, Revision 2, "RPS and ESFAS Test Times and Completion
Times" (WCAP-14333).

WCAP-15376-P, Rev. 0, "Risk-Informed Assessment of the RTS
and ESFAS Surveillance Test Intervals and Reactor Trip
Breaker Test and Completion Times," provides the
justification for the following changes to the Improved
Standard Technical Specifications for the Reactor Trip
System (RTS) Instrumentation (3.3.1) and Engineered Safety
Features Actuation System (ESFAS) Instrumentation (3.3.2):

1. Increase the Completion Time and the bypass test time
for the reactor trip breakers.

2. Increase the Surveillance Test Intervals (STI) for the
reactor trip breakers, master relays, logic cabinets,
and analog channels.

The evaluation in WCAP-15376 considers both the Solid State
Protection System and the Relay Protection System.

Depending on the plant protection system design, some of the
actuation logic and master relays associated with the
Containment Purge and Exhaust Isolation Instrumentation
(3.3.6) Technical Specifications may beprocessed through
the Relay or Solid State Protection System. Since the STIs
for the actuation logic and master relays of the ESFAS
Instrumentation were justified to be relaxed in this report,
these STI relaxations are also applicable to the actuation
logic and master relays for all signals processed through
the Relay or Solid State Protection System.

The STI for the source range neutron flux CHANNEL
OPERATIONAL TEST (COT) in the RTS Instrumentation (3.3.1)
Technical Specification was justified to be relaxed in this
report. Since this source range neutron flux channel is also
used for the Boron Dilution Protection System (BDPS) in
Technical Specification 3.3.9, the STI relaxation is also
applicable to that STI. These changes have been
incorporated in TSTF traveler, TSTF-411, Revision 1,
"Surveillance Test Interval Extensions for Components of the
Reactor Protection System" (WCAP-l5376).

The implementation guidelines for WCAP-15376 (Reference 21)
recommend that plants consider implementing WCAP-14333 when
implementing WCAP-15376. The implementation guidelines for
each WCAP (Reference 4) include Table 2, "Applicability of
Analysis Reactor Trip Actuation Signals," and Table 3,
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"Applicability of Analysis Engineered Safety Features
Actuation Signals." These Tables are'the same for both
WCAPs and therefore, will only be completed once for Catawba
(Tables 3 and 4 of Attachment 6A) and McGuire (Tables 3 and
4 of Attachment 7A). Also, since both WCAPs will be
implemented together, only one Note will be contained in the
Required Action for the Condition for "One RTB train
inoperable" of, TS 3.3.1, as identified in TSTF-411, Revision
1-.

Condition F of TS 3.3.1 applies, when THERMAL POWER is
between the P-6 and P-10 interlock setpoints and one
intermediate range channel is inoperable. The Completion
Time associated with this Condition permits 2 hours to exit
this power interval. NUREG-0452, "Standard Technical
Specifications for Westinghouse Pressurized Water Reactors,"
Revision 5, Action 3b of Table 3.3-1 allowed one
Intermediate Range Neutron Flux channel to be inoperable for
an indefinite period of time with power level above the P-6
(Intermediate Range Neutron Flux Interlock) but below 10% of

RATED THERMAL POWER. The inoperable channel was required to
be restored to OPERABLE status prior to increasing power
above 10%. During the development of the NUREG, the
justification for changing this action to the NUREG-1431
Condition F did not describe or provide any justification
for the 2 hours.

TSTF-246, "RTS Instrumentation, 3.3.1 Condition F Completion
Time," increases the Completion Times for Condition F.1 and
F.2 from 2 hours to 24 hours. This TSTF was approved by the
NRC on March 22, 1999.

4.0 TECHNICAL ANALYSIS

The Westinghouse Owners Group Technical Specification
Optimization Program (WOG TOPS) evaluated changes to
surveillance test intervals and allowed outage times for the
analog channels, logic cabinets, master and slave relays, and
reactor trip breakers. The NRC approved increasing the
surveillance test intervals (STI), bypass test times, and AOTs
for the analog channels, as well as the AOTs for the logic
cabinets, master relays, and slave relays. A probabilistic
risk assessment (PRA) approach was used in these analyses
which included assessing the impact of the changes on signal
availability and plant safety. The justification for the
acceptability of the changes was the small impact the changes
had on plant safety. It was also demonstrated that increasing
the surveillance test intervals for the analog channels leads
to a decrease in inadvertent reactor trips since fewer test
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activities will be performed with a channel in trip. This.
provides a safety benefit.

The approach used in this program and presented in WCAP-14333
is consistent with the approach established by WOG TOPS. This.
includes the fault tree models, signals, component reliability
database, and most of the test and maintenance assumptions.
Several changes in modeling were implemented to enhance the
approach or to remove unnecessary conservatisms, such as, the
common cause modeling approach for analog channels and the
frequency of maintenance activities. The plant specific model
used for the risk analysis was also changed. The WOG TOPS
work used the Indian Point Unit 2 and the Millstone Unit 3
models that were available in the early 1980s. The work done
in WCAP-14333 uses a plant specific PRA model that was
completed to meet the Individual Plant Examination requirement
(Generic Letter 88-20, "Individual Plant Examination for
Severe Accident Vulnerabilities").

Important to understanding the analysis and approach is a
basic understanding of the RTS and ESFAS designs, and also the
performance of test and maintenance activities on these
systems. This information is contained in WCAP-14333.

A survey was provided to all WOG members to determine their
needs with respect to instrumentation test times, maintenance
times, and maintenance frequencies, in addition to information
regarding plant operation, such as, reactor trip and spurious
safety injection events. From this information the Technical
Specification changes that were evaluated were identified. The
probabilistic risk analysis, benefits of the program and
conclusions, and the relationship of the Technical
Specification changes to the analysis are discussed in WCAP-
14333 and WCAP-15376.

To model these Completion Times in the fault trees to
determine the impact of the changes on signal
unavailabilities, several parameters were specified for
component test and maintenance unavailabilities. These are
the test and maintenance frequencies, and the time to complete.
the test and maintenance activities. These are discussed in
more detail in WCAP-14333 and WCAP-15376.

The changes being considered in this analysis were evaluated
consistent with the three tiered approach currently defined in
Regulatory Guide 1.177. The first tier addresses PRA insights
and includes the risk analyses and sensitivity analyses to
support the completion time and bypass test time changes. The'
second tier addresses avoidance of risk-significant plant
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configurations. The third tier addresses risk-informed plant
configuration control and management.

The approach used in WCAP-15376 is consistent with the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission's (NRC) approach for using
probabilistic risk assessment in risk-informed decisions on
plant-specific changes to the current licensing basis'as
presented in Regulatory Guides 1.174, "An Approach for Using
Probabilistic Risk Assessment in Risk-Informed Decisions on
Plant-Specific Changes to the Current Licensing Basis," and
1.177, "An Approach for Plant-Specific, Risk-Informed
Decisionmaking: Technical Speci~fications." The approach
addresses, as documented in this report, the impact on
defense-in-depth and the impact on safety margins, as well
as an evaluation of the impact on risk. Therisk evaluation
considers the three-tiered approach as presented by the NRC
in Regulatory Guide 1.177 for the extension to the RTB
Completion Time. Tier 1, PRA Capability and Insights,
assesses the impact of the proposed Completion Time (AOT)
change on core damage frequency (CDF), incremental
conditional core damage probability (ICCDP), large early
release frequency (LERF), and incremental conditional large
early release probability (ICLERP) . Tier 2, Avoidance of
Risk- Significant Plant Configurations, and Tier 3, Risk-
Informed Plant Configuration Control and Management, are
addressed on a plant specific basis for both the Catawba and
McGuire Nuclear Stations.

Safety Evaluation (SE) Conditions

NRC approval of WCAP-14333 was subject to the following
conditions requiring plant-specific information:

1. Confirm the applicability of the WCAP-14333 analyses
for the plant.

2. Address the Tier 2 and 3 analyses including the
Configuration Risk Management Program (CRMP) insights
which confirm that these insights are incorporated into
the decision making process before taking equipment out
of service.

NRC approval of WCAP-15376 was subject to the following
conditions requiring plant-specific information:

1. Confirm the applicability of the topical report to the
plant and perform a plant-specific assessment of
containment failures and address any design or
performance differences that may affect the proposed
changes.
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2. Address the Tier,2 and Tier 3 analyses including risk
significant configuration insights and confirm that
these insights are incorporated into the plant-specific
configuration risk management program.

3. The risk impact of concurrent testing of one logic
cabinet and associated reactor trip breaker needs to be
evaluated on a plant-specific basis to ensure
conformance with the WCAP-15376, and Regulatory Guides
1.174 and 1.177.

4. To ensure consistency with the reference plant, the
model assumptions for'human reliability in WCAP-15376
should be confirmed to be applicable-to the plant
specific configuration.

5. For future digital upgrades with increased scope,
integration and architectural differences beyond that
of Eagle 21, the staff finds the generic applicability
of WCAP-15376 to future digital systems not clear and
should be considered on a plant-specific basis.

6. An additional commitment from the response to NRC RAI
Question 18 (Reference 10) requires that each plant,
will review their setpoint calculation methodology to
ascertain the impact of extending the Channel
Operational Test (COT) Surveillance Frequency from 92
days to 184 days.

Duke Response to NRC Condition and Limitation.1 for WCAP-
14333 and WCAP-15376

In order to address NRC Condition and Limitation 1 for both
WCAPs, Westinghouse issued implementation guidelines for
licensees (References 4, 21, & 22) to confirm the analyses
are applicable-to their plant. 'See Attachments 6 and 7.

Duke Response to NRC Condition and Limitation 2 for WCAP-
14333 and WCAP-15376

The Tier 2 requirements of RG 1.177 state that the licensee
should provide reasonable assurance that risk-significant
plant equipment. outage configurations will not occur when
specific plant equipment is out of service consistent with
the proposed TS change. Tier 2 identifies and evaluates any
potential risk-significant plant.equipment outage
configurations associated with the proposed change and
provides reasonable assurance that risk-significant''plant
equipment outage configurations will not occur when
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equipment associated with the proposed TS change is out-of-
service.

The Tier 3 requirements of RG 1.177 require the licensee to
develop a program that ensures that the risk impact of out-
of-service equipment is appropriately evaluated prior to
performing any maintenance activity. Tier 3 provides for
the establishment of an overall Configuration Risk
Management Program (CRMP) and confirmation that its insights
are incorporated into the decision-making process before
taking equipment out-of-service prior to or during the
completion time. Tier 3 provides additional coverage on the
basis of any additional risk-significant configurations that
may be encountered during maintenance scheduling over
extended periods of plant operation. Tier 3 guidance is
satisfied by 10 CFR 50.65(a) (4) which requires a licensee to
assess and manage the increase in risk that may result from
activities such as surveillance, testing, and corrective and
preventive maintenance.

The Tier 2 and Tier 3 requirements of RG 1.177 have been
addressed at Duke for McGuire/Catawba as indicated below.

Tier 2 Assessment: Risk-significant Plant Equipment Outage
Configurations

WCAP-15376

WCAP-15376 provides the following Tier 2 insights which are
applicable to the proposed STI extension at.McGuire/Catawba:

0 Activities that degrade the availability of
auxiliary feedwater, reactor coolant system (RCS)
pressure relief, ATWS mitigating system actuation
circuitry (AMSAC), or turbine trip should not be
scheduled when an RTB is out of service.

* Activities that could degrade the operable train of
RPS including master relays, slave relays, and
analog channels should not be scheduled concurrently
with the out of service train.

* Activities on electrical support systems for
auxiliary feedwater, RCS pressure relief, AMSAC, or
turbine trip should not be scheduled during RTB
maintenance.

COMMITMENT: As part of the implementation of the proposed
license amendment, Duke will implement administrative
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controls in the McGuire/Catawba Maintenance Rule 10 CFR
50.65(a) (4) program to include the above restrictions when
an RTB and/or logic cabinet is removed from service.

WCAP-14333

WCAP-14333 provides the following Tier 2 insights which are
applicable to the proposed STI extension at McGuire/Catawba:

In the case of a logi'c cabinet in maintenance,
several systems had a relatively significant
'increase in rank of importance, including auxiliary
feedwater, reactor trip, high pressure injection,
containment cooling, and low pressure injection.

COMMITMENT: As part of the implementation of the proposed
license amendment, to address a logic cabinet in
maintenance, Duke will ensure solid state protection system
(SSPS) train and engineered safety features actuation system
(ESFAS) train unavailability is included in the
McGuire/Catawba Maintenance Rule 10 CFR 50.65(a) (4) program.

Tier 3 Assessment: Maintenance Rule Configuration Control

10 CFR 50.65 (a) (4), RG 1.182, and NUMARC 93-01 requireý that
prior to performing maintenance activities, risk assessments
shall be performed to assess and manage the increase in risk
that may result from proposed maintenance activities. These
requirements are applicable for all plant modes. NUMARC 91-
06 requires utilities to assess and manage the risks that
occur during the performance of outages.

Duke has several Work Process Manual procedures and Nuclear
System Directives that are in place at McGuire/Catawba to
ensure the requirements of the Maintenance Rule are
implemented. These procedures and directives are used to
address the Maintenance Rule requirement and the on-line
(and off-line) Maintenance Policy requirement to control the
safety impact of combinations of equipment removed from
service. They assure that the risk associated with the
various plant configurations planned during at-power or
shutdown conditions is assessed prior to entry into these
configurations and is appropriately managed while the plant
is in these various configurations. More specifically, the
Nuclear System Directives address the process, define the
program, and state individual group responsibilities to'
ensure compliance with the Maintenance Rule. The Work
Process Manual procedures provide a consistent process for
utilizing the computerized softwareassessment tool which
manages the risk associated with equipment inoperability.
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The electronic. risk assessment tool is utilized by plant
personnel to analyze and manage the risk associated with all
risk significant work activities including assessment of
combinations of equipment removed from service. It is
independent of the requirements of Technical Specifications
and Selected Licensee Commitments.

The electronic risk assessment tool models for
McGuire/Catawba are based on a "blended" approach of
probabilistic (the full at-power PRA models are utilized)
and traditional deterministic approaches. The results of
the risk assessment include a prioritized listing of
equipment to return to service, a prioritized listing of
equipment to remain in service, and potential contingency
considerations.

Additionally, prior to the release of work for execution,
Operations personnel must consider the effects of severe
weather and grid instabilities on plant operation. This
qualitative evaluation is inherent of the duties of the Work
Control Center Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) . Responses to
actual plant risk due to severe weather or grid
instabilities are programmatically incorporated into
applicable plant emergency or response procedures.

The ESFAS and RPS systems are currently included in the
Maintenance Rule Program, and as such, availability and
reliability performance criteria have been established to
assure they perform adequately.

Duke Response to NRC Condition and Limitation 3 for WCAP-
15376

This condition and limitation is addressed in Attachments 6
and 7 for Catawba and McGuire.

Duke Response to NRC Condition and Limitation 4 for WCAP-
15376

This condition and limitation is addressed in Attachments 6
and 7 for Catawba and McGuire.

Duke Response to NRC Condition and Limitation 5 for WCAP-
15376

This condition and limitation does not apply to Catawba and
McGuire at this time. Future digital upgrades will require
separate evaluation.
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Duke Response to NRC Condition and Limitation 6 for WCAP-
15376 (RAI Question #18 Commitment)

The response to this RAI (reference 19) noted that plant-
specific RTS and ESFAS setpoint uncertainty calculations and
assumptions, including instrument drift, will be reviewed to
determine the impact of extending, the Surveillance Frequency
of the COT from 92 days to 184 days.

The rack drift term used in the CNS and MNS setpoint studies
is based on the 92 day interval for COTs. Therefore, an
increase to the COT Frequency from .92 days to 184 days will
be verified to have no impact on the setpoint study. As a
part of the TS license amendment request to change from
monthly to quarterly COT surveillance interval increases in
Reference 8 (CNS) and Reference 10 (MNS), personnel reviewed
as-found and as-left data.

In conjunction with Reference 8, Catawba Engineering
personnel reviewed "as found" and "as left" data for the RTS
and ESFAS setpoints for a 12-month period and concluded that
sufficient margin is present to offset the drift anticipated
as a result of quarterly surveillance. The allowable margin
present in the setpoints is more than adequate to offset any
drift observed based upon review of the data.

In conjunction with Reference 10, McGuire Engineering
personnel reviewed "as found" and "as left" data for the RTS
and ESFAS setpoints for a 16-month period for Unit 1 and a
14-month period for Unit 2 and concluded that sufficient
margin is present to offset the drift anticipated as a
result of quarterly surveillance.

While Duke does not anticipate any impact in going from 92
days to 184 days, CNS and MNS will trend "as found" and "as
left" data under the System Health Program for the three
representative trip functions analyzed in WCAP-15376 (i.e.,
OTDT, SG level, and pressurizer pressure) for two years
(four data points) after implementation of the amendment
granting 184-day COTs.

Deviations from approved TSTF-411 Revision 1 and TSTF-418
Revision 2

In addition to the discussions in section 2 of this
Enclosure, the following additional information is provided.

TS 3.3.1 Condition D is restructured to avoid confusion as
to when a flux map. for QPTR is required. The version of
Condition D approved in TSTF-418 Revision 2 could
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incorrectly lead an operator to believe that he could pursue
just the option of Required Actions D.I.1 and D.1.2,
potentially overlooking the requirement to do a flux map for
QPTR within 12 hours per the Note above SR 3.2.4.2. In
addition, Required Actions with shorter Completion Times (12
hours) are supposed to appear before Required Actions with
longer Completion Times (72 hours) in the D.2.1 and D.2.2
option. The revised Condition D captures the approved
changes (bypass time of 12 hours, maintenance time before
tripping of 72 hours), while eliminating the QPTR and
formatting confusions. This proposed change is identical to
that approved for Wolf Creek in Amendment 156 dated January
31, 2005 (ADAMS accession number ML050320254).

The changes in TSTF-418 Revision 2 regarding the TS 3.3.1
Condition for Reactor Trip Breakers are superseded by the
changes in TSTF-411 Revision 1. Option 3 of Insert 6 in
TSTF-411 Revision 1 is followed.

Bypass Testing Capability

The systems providing input signals to the SSPS (NIS and
Process Control System (PCS)) incorporate system level
testing provisions to allow on-line testing. The SSPS
includes a Semi-Automatic tester and a 'Safeguards Test
Cabinet for on-line testing of both the actuation logic in
the SSPS and the connection to the actuated devices. The
Reactor Trip Switchgear has additional provisions to allow
on-line testing.

Originally, the protection system was designed to trip the
channel under test, partially satisfying the 2/4 and 2/3
logic. This method is still in use at Catawba.

At McGuire, experience showed that this places the plant in
a vulnerable condition, in that a transient-induced or
technician-induced trip in any loop of any other channel
would cause a reactor trip. McGuire has made a revision to
the testing method for the PCS, reactor coolant pump monitor
(RCPM), and NIS that allows the tested channel to be placed
in "BYPASS", an untripped condition. Circuitry was added to
the NIS Interposing Relay Cabinets to preclude having
different channels of the PCS, RCPM, and NIS in "BYPASS" at
the same time. This "BYPASS" capability has not been
implemented at Catawba.

TSTF-246, Revision 0 Evaluation

This proposed change is acceptable for the following
reasons: (a) adequate protection is still provided by the
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remaining intermediate range (IR) channel and the power
range (PR) channels, (b) if the second IR channel is not
available, Condition G would require no positive reactivity
additions and reduction of power to below P-6 within 2
hours, and (c) the PR low setpoint is the safety analysis
credited protection for power excursions between P-6 and P-
10. If a PR low setpoint channel is not available,
Condition E would require that channel to be placed in trip
within 6 hours (or be in MODE 3 within 12 hours) thus
fulfilling the safety function for that PR channel.
Furthermore, with one PR low setpoint channel inoperable,
the requirement to be in MODE 3 within 12 hours is less
restrictive than the STS requirement to increase power to
above P-10 in 2 hours.

In addition, a 2 hour Completion Time is impractical for
increasing power above P-10 depending on plant conditions at
the time one channel was determined inoperable. (For
example, a main feedwater pump may be required to be in
operation for reactor power to approach and increase above
P-10, which in turn requires completion of main feedwater
pump testing prior to it being placed in service.)

With the remaining IR and PR channels OPERABLE, the change
from 2 hours to 24 hours is reasonable. If the remaining IR
or any of the PR channels are inoperable, more restrictive
action requirements apply. Therefore, a limit of 24 hours
is conservative with respect to the previous version of
Standard Technical Specifications, while providing a more
reasonable time frame for accomplishing the required action
(i.e., a slow and controlled power adjustment above P-10 or
below P-6, as the STS Bases state).

Plant Specific Analysis for Auxiliary Feedwater Start on
Loss of Offsite Power/Station Blackout

The acceptability of increasing the existing Completion
Times for this function in Catawba and McGuire TS Table
3.3.2-1, Function 6d, as governed by Condition D, has been
evaluated quantitatively using the Catawba and McGuire
Revision 3a PRAs. The PRAs have determined that the
proposed 12-hour bypass time and 72-hour completion time are
justified. Based on a comparison of the calculated change
in core damage frequency, change in large early release
frequency, incremental conditional core damage probability,
and incremental conditional large early release probability
against Regulatory Guide 1.174 and 1.177 criteria, the
calculated values determined from analysis were
significantly less than the Regulatory Guide values.- A
summary of the results is shown below.
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TS change dCDF ICCDP dLERF ICLERP

Trip: 6 to 72 1.3E- 1.5E-II 1.3E- 1.5E-12
hrs (Catawba) ll/rx yr 12/rx yr

Bypass: 4 to 12 7.9E- 1.2E-12 8.2E- 1.3E-13
hrs (Catawba) - 13/rx yr 14/rx yr

Trip: 6 to 72 2.OE- 2.2E-11 2.1E- 2.3E-12
hrs (McGuire) ll/rx yr 12/rx yr

Bypass: 4 to 12 1.2E- 1.9E-12 1.3E- 2.OE-13
hrs (McGuire) 12/rx yr 13/rx yr
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5.0 REGULATORY ANALYSIS

This section addresses the standards of 10 CFR 50.92 as well
as the applicable regulatory requirements and acceptance
criteria.

5.1 NO SIGNIFICANCE HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS (NHSC)

The following discussion is a summary of the evaluation of
the changes contained in this proposed amendment against the
10 CFR 50.92(c) requirements to demonstrate that all three
standards are satisfied. A no significant hazards
consideration is indicated if operation of the facility in
accordance with the proposed amendment would not:

1. Involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated, or

2. Create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated, or

3. Involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

First Standard

Does operation of the facility in accordance with the
proposed amendment involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated?

Response: No.

The proposed changes to the Completion Times, bypass test
time, and Surveillance Frequencies reduces the potential for
inadvertent reactor trips and spurious actuations, and
therefore do not increase the probability of any accident
previously evaluated. The proposed changes to the
Completion Times and bypass test time do not change the
response of the plant to any accidents and have an
insignificant impact on the reliability of the reactor trip
system and engineered safety feature actuation system (RTS
and ESFAS) signals. The RTS and ESFAS will remain highly
reliable and the proposed changes will not result in a
significant increase in the risk of plant operation. This
is demonstrated by showing that the impact on plant safety
as measured by core damage frequency (CDF) is less than
1.OE-06 per year and the impact on large early release
frequency (LERF) is less than 1.OE-07 per year. In
addition, for the Completion Time change, the incremental
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conditional core damage probabilities (ICCDP) and
incremental conditional large early release probabilities
(ICLERP) are less than 5.OE-07 and 5.OE-08, respectively.
These changes meet the acceptance criteria in Regulatory
Guides 1.174 and 1.177. Therefore, since the RTS and ESFAS
will continue to perform their functions with high
reliability as originally assumed, and the increase in risk
as measured by CDF, LERF, ICCDP, and ICLERP is within the
acceptance criteria of existing regulatory guidance, there
will not be a significant increase in the consequences of
any accidents.

The proposed changes do not adversely affect accident
initiators or precursors nor alter the design assumptions,
conditions, or configuration of the facility or the manner
in which the plant is operated and maintained. The proposed
changes do not alter or prevent the ability of structures,
systems, and components (SSCs) from performing their
intended function to mitigate the consequences of an
initiating event within the assumed acceptance limits. The
proposed changes do not affect the source term, containment
isolation, or radiological release assumptions used in
evaluating the radiological consequences of an accident
previously evaluated. Further, the proposed changes do not
increase the types or amounts of radioactive effluent that
may be released offsite, nor significantly increase
individual or cumulative occupational/public radiation
exposures. The proposed changes are consistent with safety\
analysis assumptions and resultant consequences.

The determination that the results of the proposed changes
are acceptable was established in the NRC Safety Evaluations
prepared for WCAP-14333-P-A (issued by letter dated July 15,
1998) and for WCAP-15376-P-A (issued by letter dated
December 20, 2002). Implementation of the proposed changes
will result in an insignificant risk impact. Applicability
of these conclusions has been verified through plant-
specific reviews and implementation of the generic analysis
results in accordance with the respective NRC Safety
Evaluation conditions.

The proposed changes based on TSTF-246 do not involve any
physical alteration of plant systems, structures, or
components. The remaining intermediate range and power
range nuclear instruments remain operable and have required
actions that ensure compliance with applicable safety
analyses.
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Therefore, it is concluded that this change does not
increase the probability of occurrence of a malfunction of
equipment important to safety.

Second Standard

Does operation of the facility in accordance with the
proposed amendment create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously
evaluated?

Response: No.

The proposed changes do not result in a change in the manner
in which the RTS or ESFAS provide plant protection. The RTS
and ESFAS will continue to have the same setpoints after the
proposed changes are implemented. There are no design
changes associated with the license amendment. The changes
to Completion Times, bypass test times, and Surveillance
Frequencies do not change any existing accident scenarios.,
nor create any new or different accident scenarios. The
changes do not involve a physical alteration of the plant
(i.e., no new or different type of equipment will be
installed) or a change in the methods governing normal plant
operation. In addition, the changes do not alter
assumptions made in the safety analysis. The proposed
changes are consistent with the safety analysis assumptions
and current plant operating practice.

The proposed changes do not introduce new failure mechanisms
for systems, structures, or components not already
considered in the UFSAR. Therefore, the possibility of a
new or different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated is not created because no new failure
mechanisms or initiating events have been introduced.

Third Standard

Does operation of the facility in accordance with the
proposed amendment involve a significant reduction in the
margin of safety?

Response: No.

The proposed changes do not alter the manner in which safety
limits, limiting safety system settings, or limiting
conditions for operation are determined. The safety
analysis acceptance criteria are not impacted by these
changes.
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Redundant RTS and ESFAS trains are maintained, and diversity
with regard to the signals that provide reactor trip and
ESFAS is also maintained. Signals credited as primary or
secondary and operator actions credited in the accident
analyses will remain the same. The proposed changes will
not result in plant operation in a configuration outside
design basis. The calculated impact on risk is
insignificant and meets the acceptance criteria contained in
Regulatory Guides 1.174 and 1.177. Although there was no
attempt to quantify any positive human factors benefit due
to increased Completion Times and bypass test time, it is
expected that there would be a net benefit due to a reduced
potential for spurious reactor trips and actuations
associated with testing.

Implementation of the proposed changes is expected to result
in an overall improvement in safety, as follows:

a. Reduced testing will result in fewer inadvertent
reactor trips, less frequent actuation of ESFAS
components, less frequent distraction of operations
personnel without significantly affecting RTS and ESFAS
reliability.

b. Improvements in the effectiveness of the operating
staff in monitoring and controlling plant operation
will be realized. This is due to less frequent
distraction of the operators and shift supervisor to
attend to instrumentation Required Actions with short
Completion Times.

c. Longer repair times associated with increased
Completion Times will lead to higher quality repairs
and improved reliability.

d. The Completion Time extensions for the reactor trip
breakers will provide the utilities additional time to
complete test and maintenance activities while at
power, potentially reducing the number of forced
outages related to compliance with reactor trip breaker
Completion Times, and provide consistency with the
Completion Times for the logic trains.

Therefore, it is concluded that this change does not involve
a significant reduction in the margin of safety.

Based upon the preceding discussion, Duke has concluded that
the proposed amendment does not involve a significant
hazards consideration.
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5.2 APPLICABLE REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS/CRITERIA

The regulatory bases and guidance documents associated with
the systems discussed in this application include:

GDC-2 requires that structures, systems, and components
important to safety be designed to withstand the effects of
natural phenomena such as earthquakes, tornadoes, hurricanes,
floods, tsunami, and seiches without the loss of capability to
perform their safety functions.

GDC-4 requires that structures, systems, and components
important to safety shall be designed to accommodate the
effects of and to be compatible with the environmental
conditions associated with normal operation, maintenance,
testing, and postulated accidents, including loss-of-coolant
accidents. These structures, systems, and components shall be
appropriately protected against dynamic effects, including the
effects of missiles, pipe whipping, and discharging fluids,
that may result from equipment failures and from events and
conditions outside the nuclear power unit. However, dynamic
effects associated with postulated pipe ruptures in nuclear
power units may be excluded from the design basis when
analyses reviewed and approved bythe Commission demonstrate
that the probability of fluid-system piping rupture is
extremely low under conditions consistent with the design
basis for the piping.

GDC-13 requires that instrumentation shall be provided to
monitor variables and systems over their anticipated ranges
for normal operation, for anticipated operational occurrences,
and for accident conditions as appropriate to assure adequate
safety, including those variables and systems that can affect
the fission process, the integrity of the reactor core, the
reactor coolant pressure boundary, and the containment and its
associated systems.

GDC-20 requires that the protection system(s) shall be
de'signed (1) to initiate automatically the operation of
appropriate systems including the reactivity control systems,
to assure that specified acceptable fuel design limits are not
exceeded as a result of anticipated operational occurrences
and (2) to sense accident conditions and to initiate the
operation of systems and components important to safety.

GDC-21 requires that the protection system(s) shall be
designed for high functional reliability and testability.
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GDC-22 through GDC-25 and GDC-29 require various design
attributes for the protection system(s), including
independence, safe failure modes, separation from control
systems, requirements for reactivity control malfunctions, and
protection against anticipated operational occurrences.

Regulatory Guide 1.22 discusses an acceptable method of
satisfying GDC-20 and GDC-21 regarding the periodic testing of
protection system actuation functions. These periodic tests
should duplicate, as closely aspracticable, the performance
that is required of the actuation devices in the event of an
accident.

10CFR50.55a(h) requires that the protection systems meet IEEE
279-1971. Sections 4.9 - 4.11 of IEEE 279-1971 discuss
testing provisions for protection systems.

There will be no changes to the RTS or ESFAS instrumentation
design such that compliance with any of the regulatory
requirements and guidance documents above would come into
question. The above evaluations confirm that the plant will
continue to comply with applicable regulatory requirements.

Based on the considerations discussed above, (1) there is
reasonable assurance.that the health and safety of the public
will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner,
(2) such activities will be conducted in compliance with the
Commission's regulations, and (3) issuance of the amendment
will not be inimical to the common defense and security or to
the health and safety of the public.

6.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), an evaluation of this license
amendment request has been performed to determine whether or
not it meets the criteria for categorical exclusion set
forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c) (9) of the regulations.

Implementation of this amendment will have no adverse impact
upon the Catawba or McGuire units; neither will it
contribute to any additional quantity or type of effluent
being available for adverse environmental impact or
personnel exposure.

It has been determined there is:

1. No significant hazards consideration,
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2. No significant change in the types, or significant
increase in the amounts, of any effluents that may be
released offsite, and

3. No significant increase in individual or cumulative
occupational radiation exposures involved.

Therefore, this amendment to the Catawba and McGuire TS
meets the criteria of 10 CFR 51.22(c) (9) for categorical
exclusion from an environmental impact statement.
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ATTACHMENT 1

MARKUP OF TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS PAGES FOR CATAWBA



RTS Instrumentation
3.3.1

Catawba Units 1 and 2 3.3.1-2 Amendment Nos. •



INSERTS

INSERT FOR CATAWBA TS 3.3.1, CONDITION D

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

D. One channel inoperable. ---- - --------------NOTE ----------
The inoperable channel may be
bypassed for up to 12 hours for
surveillance testing and setpoint
adjustment of other channels.

D. 1.1 -------- NOTE-------
Only required to be
performed when the Power
Range Neutron Flux input to
QPTR is inoperable.

Perform SR 3.2.4.2.

AND

D.1.2 Place channel in trip.

OR

12 hours from
discovery of
THERMAL
POWER > 75%
RTP

AND

Once per 12 hours
thereafter

72 hours

D.2 Be in MODE 3. 78 hours



RTS Instrumentation
3.3.1

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

E. One channel inoperable. ------------ NOTE ----------
The inoperable channel may be
bypassed for up t ours for I
surveillance testing of other
channels.

E.1 Place channel in trip. s

OR

E.2 Be in MODE 3., s

F. THERMAL POWER F.1 Reduce THERMAL ours
> P-6 and < P-10, one POWER to < P-6.
Intermediate Range
Neutron Flux channel OR
inoperable.

F.2 Increase THERMAL s
POWER to > P-10.

G. THERMAL POWER
> P-6 and.< P-10,two
Intermediate Range
Neutron Flux channels
inoperable.

G.1 ---------- NOTE-------
Limited boron
concentration changes
associated with RCS
inventory control or limited
plant temperature changes
are allowed.

Suspend operations
involving positive reactivity
additions.

AND

G.2 Reduce THERMAL
POWER to < P-6.

Immediately

2 hours

(continued)

Amendment Nos. 2Catawba Units 1 and 2 3.3.1-3



RTS Instrumentation
3.3.1

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

L. One channel inoperable. ------------ NOTE ---------
The inoperable channel may be
bypassed for upto4V ours for
surveillance testing of other r
channels.

L.1 Place channel in trip. a ours

OR

L.2 Reduce THERMAL 2ours
POWER to < P-7.

M. One Reactor Coolant -------------- NOTE ----------
Flow - Low (Single Loop) The inoperable channel may be
channel inoperable, bypassed for up toM ours or

surveillance testing of other
channels.

M.1 Place channel in trip.

OR

M.2 Reduce THERMAL
POWER to < P-8.

N. One Turbine Trip - Stop ------------ NOTE ----------
Valve EH Pressure Low The inoperable channel ma be
channel inoperable, bypassed for up tc(ouXrs forY

surveillance testing of other
channels.

N.1 Place channel in trip. (eours

OR

N.2 Reduce THERMAL
POWER to < P-9.

(continued)

Catawba Units 1 and 2 3.3.1-5 Amendment Nos. I



RTS Instrumentation
3.3.1

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

0. One or more Turbine 0.1 Place channel(s) in trip.
Trip - Turbine Stop
Valve Closure channels OR
inoperable.

0.2 Reduce THERMAL hours
POWER to < P-9.

P. One train inoperable. - ------------ NOTE---
One train may be bypassed for up
to 4 hours for surveillance testing
provided the other train is
OPERABLE.

P.1 Restore train to ours

OPERABLE status.

OR

P.2 Be in MODE 3.

(continued)

Catawba Units 1 and 2 3.3.1-6 Amendment Nos- E



RTS Instrumentation
3.3.1

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

0. One RTB train, ------------- -NOTE ----------
inoperable. . One train mav be bypassed

for up t --ours forq-
surveillance testing,
provided the other train is
OPERABLE.

other amn is OP ABLE.

Q.1 Restore train to ehouC

OPERABLE status.

OR Y

Q.2 Be in MODE 3. ours

R. One or more channel(s) R.1 Verify interlock is in 1,hour
inoperable., required state for existing

unit conditions.

OR

R.2 Be in MODE 3. 7 hours

(continued)

Catawba Units 1 and 2 3.3.1-7 Amendment Nos.(T



RTS Instrumentation
3.3.1

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.3.1.4 --------------------- NOTE -----------------
This Surveillance must be performed on the reactor trip
bypass breaker prior to placing the bypass breaker in
service.

Perform TADOT. days on a
STAGGERED
TEST BASIS

SR 3.3.1.5 Perform ACTUATION LOGIC TEST. days on a
SIAGGERED
TEST BASIS

SR 3.3.1.6 ----------------------------------- NOTE ----------------.---------------
Not required to be performed until 24 hours after
THERMAL POWER is > 75% RTP.

Calibrate excore channels to agree with incore detector 92 EFPD
measurements.

SR 3.3.1.7 --------------------- NOTE -----------------
Not required to be performed for source range
instrumentation prior to entering MODE 3 from MODE 2
until 4 hours after entry into MODE 3.

Perform COT. eays

(continued)

Catawba Units 1 and 2 3.3.1-10 Amendment Nos.E 5



RTS Instrumentation
3.3.1

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
4.

SR 3.3.1.8 -NOTE --------------- ----------------
This Surveillance shall include verification that interlocks
P-6 (for the Intermediate Range channels) and P-10 (for
the Power Range channels) are in their required state for
existing unit conditions.

Perform COT. --------- NOTE -------
Only required
when not
performed within
previous ay

Prior to reactor

startup

AND

Four hours after
reducing power
below
P-1 0 for power
and intermediate
range
instrumentation

AND

Four hours after
reducing power
below P-6 for
source range
instrumentation

AND

Eve &ays
thereafter

(continued)

Catawba Units 1 and 2 3.3.1-11 Amendment Nos,( 7 ý



ESFAS Instrumentation
3.3.2

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

C. One train inoperable. C.1 ------------- NOTE-------
One train may be
bypassed for up to 4 hours
for surveillance testing
provided the other train is
OPERABLE.

Restore train to Ieos
OPERABLE status.

OR

C.2.1 Be in MODE 3.

AND

C.2.2 Be in MODE 5. ours

D. One channel inoperable. D.1 ---------- NOTE-------
The inoperable channel
may be bypassed for up to

O•),,Jteours for surveillance
testing of other channels.,

Place channel in trip. ours

OR'

D.2.1 Be in MODE 3. eours

AND

D.2.2 Be in MODE 4. hours

(continued)

Catawba Units 1 and 2 3.3.2-2
Amendment Nos.Q(EY



ESFAS Instrumentation
3.3.2

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQU'IRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

E. One Containment E.1 ---------- NOTE -------
Pressure channel One additional channel
inoperable. may be bypassed for up to

O-®--hours for surveillance
testing.

Place channel in bypass. Ceours,

OR

E.2.1 Be in MODE 3. hours

AND

E.2.2 Be in MODE 4.

F. One channel or train F.1 Restore channel or train to 48 hours
inoperable. OPERABLE status.

OR

F.2.1 Be in MODE 3. 54 hours

AND

F.2.2 Be in MODE 4. 60 hours

G. One Steam Line G.1 Restore channel to 48 hours
Isolation Manual OPERABLE status.
Initiation - individual
channel inoperable. OR

G.2 Declare associated steam 48 hours
line isolation valve
inoperable.

(continued)

Catawba Units 1 and 2 3.3.2-3 Amendment Nos.(YD



ESFAS Instrumentation
3.3.2

ACTIC)NS (r~ntinii~~d~h 1 ,
......... S (... u...

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

H. One train inoperable. H.1 --------- NOTE-------
One train may be
bypassed for up to 4 hours
for surveillance testing
provided the other train is
OPERABLE.

Restore train to ior
OPERABLE status.

OR

H.2.1 Be in MODE 3. 'hours

AND

H.2.2 Be in MODE 4. e ours

One train inoperable. 1.1 ---------- NOTE-------
One train may be
bypassed for up to 4 hours
for surveillance testing
provided the other train is
OPERABLE.

Restore train to ours

OPERABLE status.

OR

1.2 Be in MODE 3. pours

(continued)
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ESFAS Instrumentation
3.3.2

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

J. One channel inoperable. J.1 --------- NOTE -------
The inoperable channel
may be bypassed for up to

1(1ýh ours for surveillance
testing of other channels.

Place channel in trip. eours
OR ,
J.2 Be in MODE 3. eours

K. One Main Feedwater K.1 Place channel in trip. 1 hour
Pumps trip channel
inoperable. OR

K.2 Be in MODE 3. 7 hours

L. One channel inoperable. L.1 --------- NOTE -------
One channel may be
bypassed for up to 2 hours
for surveillance testing
provided the other channel
is OPERABLE.

Be in MODE 3. 6 hours

(continued)
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ESFAS Instrumentation
3.3.2

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

--------------------------------------- NOTE ----
Refer to Table 3.3.2-1 to determine which.SRs apply for each ESFAS Function.

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.3.2.1 Perform CHANNEL CHECK. 12 hours

SR 3.3.2.2 Perform ACTUATION LOGIC TEST. days on a
STAGGERED
TEST BASIS

SR 3.3.2.3 ---------------- NOTE ---.-.-.----- -.---------

Final actuation of pumps or valves not required.

Perform TADOT. 31 days

SR 3.3.2.4 Perform MASTER RELAY TEST. da-yson a
STAGGERED
TEST BASIS

SR 3.3.2.5 Perform COT.

SR 3.3.2.6 Perform SLAVE RELAY TEST. 92 days

OR

18 months for only
Westinghouse AR
and Potter &
Brumfield MDR
relay types

SR 3.3.2.7 Perform COT. 31 days

(continued)

Catawba Units 1 and 2 3.3.2-9
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Containment Air Release and Addition Isolation Instrumentation
3.3.6

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

----------- NOTE -------------------------------------------------------------
Refer to Table 3.3.6-1 to determine which SRs apply for each Containment Air Release and
Addition Isolation Function.

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.3.6.1 Perform ACTUATION LOGIC TEST. o a
STAGGERED
TEST BASIS

SR 3.3.6.2 Perform MASTER RELAY TEST. UVdays on a
STAGGERED
TEST BASIS

SR 3.3.6.3 Perform SLAVE RELAY TEST. 92 days

OR

18 months for only
Westinghouse AR
and Potter &
Brumfield MDR
relay types

SR 3.3.6.4 ----------- NOTE------
Verification of setpoint is not required.

Perform TADOT. 18 months
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BDMS
3.3.9

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.3.9.1 Perform CHANNEL CHECK. 12 hours

SR 3.3.9.2 Perform COT. 31 days

SR 3.3.9.3 Verify each automatic valve moves to the correct 18 months
position and Reactor Makeup Water pumps stop upon
receipt of an actual or simulated actuation signal.

SR 3.3.9.4 --------------------- NOTE -----------------
Only required to be performed when used to satisfy
Required Action A.3 or B.3.

Perform CHANNEL CHECK on the Source Range 12 hours
Neutron Flux Monitors.

SR 3.3.9.5 ------- -------------- NOTE -----------------
Only required to be performed when used to satisfy
Required Action A.3 or B.3.

Verify combined flowrates from both Reactor Makeup 31 days
Water Pumps are < the value in the COLR.

SR 3.3.9.6 --------------------- NOTE -----------------
Only required to be performed when used to satisfy
Required Action A.3 or B.3.

Perform COT on the Source Range Neutron Flux• -ays
Monitors.

Catawba Units 1 and 2 3.3.9-3
Amendment Nos6ID



ATTACHMENT 2

MARKUP OF TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS PAGES FOR MCGUIRE



RTS Instrumentation
3.3.1

McGuire Units 1 and 2 3.3.1-2 Amendment Nos. (n



INSERTS

INSERT FOR MCGUIRE TS 3.3.1, CONDITION D

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

D. One channel inoperable. ---- - --------------NOTE ----------
One channel may be bypassed for
up to 12 hours for surveillance
testing and setpoint adjustment.

D.1.1 -------- NOTE --------------
Only required to be
performed when the Power
Range Neutron Flux input to
QPTR is inoperable.

Perform SR 3.2.4.2.

AND

D.1.2 Place channel in trip.

OR

12 hours from
discovery of
THERMAL
POWER > 75%
RTP

AND

Once per 12 hours
thereafter

72 hours

D.2 Be in MODE 3. 78 hours



RTS Instrumentation
3.3.1

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETIONTIME

E. One channel inoperable. ----------- NOTE ----------
One channel may be bypassed for
up t ours for surveillance
testin® %u

E. 1 Place channel in trip. hours

OR

E.2 Be in MODE 3. s

F. THERMAL POWER F. 1 Reduce THERMAL 0ours
> P-6 and < P-10, one POWER to < P-6.
Intermediate Range
Neutron Flux channel OR
inoperable.

F.2 Increase THERMAL Pours
POWER to > P-10.

----- - -------------NOTE--------
Limited boron concentration
changes associated with RCS
inventory control or limited plant
temperature changes are allowed.

G. THERMAL POWER G.1 Suspend operations Immediately
> P-6 and < P-10, two involving positive reactivity
Intermediate Range additions.
Neutron Flux channels
inoperable. AND

G.2 Reduce THERMAL 2 hours
POWER to < P-6.

H. THERMAL POWER H.1 Restore channel(s) to Prior to increasing
< P-6, one or two OPERABLE status. THERMAL POWER
Intermediate Range to > P-6
Neutron Flux channels
inoperable.

(continued)
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RTS Instrumentation
3.3.1

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

M. One channel inoperable. ----------- NOTE ----------
One channel may be bypassed for
up tohours for surveillance
testing. 'ZZu

M.1 Place channel in trip. ours

OR

M.2 Reduce THERMAL f rs
POWER to < P-7.

N. One Reactor Coolant ------------ NOTE ----------
Flow - Low (Single One channel may be bypassed for
Loop)channel, up tohoursforsurveillance
inoperable. testing.'o

N. 1 Place channel in trip. o s

OR

N.2 Reduce THERMAL hours
POWER to < P-8.

(continued)
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RTS Instrumentation
3.3.1

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

0. One Turbine Trip - Low ------------- NOTE ----------
Fluid Oil Pressure One channel may be bypassed for
channel inoperable, up to( ours for surveillance

testing. &

0.1 Place channel in trip. tours

OR 

L0.2 Reduce THERMAL jhours
POWER to < P-8.

P. One or more Turbine P. 1 Place chan in trip.
Trip - Turbine Stop Valve
Closure channels OR
inoperable.

P.2 Reduce THERMAL

POWER to < P-8.

Q. One train inoperable. -------------- NOTE ----------
One train may be bypassed for up
to 4 hours for surveillance testing
provided the other train is
OPERABLE.

Q. 1 Restore train to

OPERABLE status.

OR

Q.2 Be in MODE 3. phours

(continued)
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RTS Instrumentation
3.3.1

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

R. One RTB train NOTE--------
inoperable. One train may be bypassed

for up t qjours for
surveillance testing, U
provided the other train is
OPERABLE.

2. ne RTB ma be bypa ed
for up to 2 h urs for
maintenan eon
undervolt ge or shu trip
mechan' ins, provi ed the
other t in is OP ABLE.

R-1 Restore train to 6fho u

OPERABLE status.

OR

R.2 Be in MODE 3. fhours

S. One or more channel(s) SA1 Verify interlock is in 1 hour
inoperable, required state for existing

unit conditions.

OR

S.2 Be in MODE 3. 7 hours

(continued)
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RTS Instrumentation
3.3.1

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.3.1.4 ------------------ NOTES ------------------
This Surveillance must be performed on the reactor trip
bypass breaker prior to placing the bypass breaker in
service.

Perform TADOT. tdays on a
STAGGERED
TEST BASIS

SR 3.3.1.5 Perform ACTUATION LOGIC TEST. . on a

STAGGERED
TEST BASIS

SR 3.3.1.6 ------------------ NOTES ------------------
Not required to be performed until 24 hours after
THERMAL POWER is > 75% RTP.

Calibrate excore channels to agree with incore detector 92 EFPD
measurements.

SR 3.3.1.7 ------------------ NOTES ------------------
Not required to be performed for source range
instrumentation prior to entering MODE 3 from MODE 2
until 4 hours after entry into MODE 3.

Perform COT. ays

(continued)
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RTS Instrumentation
3.3.1

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY
+

SR 3.3.1.8 ------------------ NOTES ------------------
This Surveillance shall include verification that interlocks
P-6 (for the Intermediate Range channels) and P-10 (for
the Power Range channels) are in their required state for
existing unit conditions.

Perform COT. --------- NOTE -------
Only required
when not
performed within
previouslybays

Prior to reactor
startup

AND

Four hours after
reducing power
below P-10 for
power and
intermediate range
instrumentation

AND

Four hours after
reducing power
below P-6 for
source range
instrumentation

AND _ý

Everydays
thereafter

(continued)
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ESFAS Instrumentation
3.3.2

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

C. One train inoperable. C.1 ---------- NOTE-------
One train may be
bypassed for up to 4 hours
for surveillance testing
provided the other train is
OPERABLE.

Restore train to fours

OPERABLE status.

OR

C.2.1 Be in MODE 3. hours

AND

C.2.2 Be in MODE 5. rs

D. One channel inoperable. D.1 ---------- NOTE-------
One channel may be
bypassed for up t o( urs
for surveillance testing! kou-r

Place channel in trip.

OR

D.2.1 Be in MODE 3. oours

AND

D.2.2 Be in MODE 4. rs

(continued)
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ESFAS Instrumentation
3.3.2

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

E. One Containment E. 1 ---------- NOTE -------
Pressure channel One additional channel
inoperable. may be bypassed for up to

hours for surveillance
testing.

Place channel in bypass. ie0urs

OR

E.2.1 Be in MODE 3. pours

AND

E.2.2 Be in MODE 4.

F. One channel or train F. 1 Restore channel or train to 48 hours

inoperable. OPERABLE status.

OR

F.2.1 Be in MODE 3. 54 hours

AND

F.2.2 Be in MODE 4. 60 hours

G. One Steam Line G. 1 Restore channel to 48 hours
Isolation Manual OPERABLE status.
Initiation- individual
channel inoperable. OR

G.2 Declare associated steam 48 hours
line isolation valve
inoperable.

(continued)
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ESFAS Instrumentation
3.3.2

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

H. One train inoperable. H.1 ---------- NOTE-------
One train may be
bypassed for up to 4 hours
for surveillance testing
provided the other train is
OPERABLE.

Restore train to s

OPERABLE status.

OR

H.2.1 Be in MODE 3. tours

AND

H.2.2 Be in MODE 4.

One train inoperable. 1.1 --------- NOTE-------
One train may be
bypassed for up to 4 hours
for surveillance testing
provided the other train is
OPERABLE.

Restore train to 1ours

OPERABLE status.

OR

1.2 Be in MODE 3. rs

(continued)
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ESFAS Instrumentation
3.3.2

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME

J. One channel inoperable. J.1 ----------NOTE -------
One channel may be
bypassed for up t o ours
for surveillance testing/'•

Place channel in trip. ours

OR Shours

J.2 Be in MODE 3.

K. One Main Feedwater K.1 Place channel in trip. 1 hours
Pumps trip channel
inoperable. OR

K.2 Be in MODE 3. 7 hours

L. One required channel in L.1 Restore the inoperable 72 hours
one train of Doghouse train to OPERABLE status.
Water Level-High High
inoperable. OR

73 hours
L.2 Perform continuous

monitoring of Doghouse
water level.

M. Two trains of Doghouse M. 1 Perform continuous 1 hour
Water Level-High High monitoring of Doghouse
inoperable, water level..

(continued)
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ESFAS Instrumentation
3.3.2

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

-------------------- NOTE-----------------------------------------
Refer to Table 3.3:2-1 to determine which SRs apply for each ESFAS Function.

SURVEILLANCE FREQUENCY

SR 3.3.2.1 Perform CHANNEL CHECK. 12 hours

SR 3.3.2.2 Perform ACTUATION LOGIC TEST. daon a
STAGGERED
TEST BASIS

SR 3.3.2.3 Perform COT. 31 days

SR 3.3.2.4 Perform MASTER RELAY TEST. on a
STAGGERED
TEST BASIS

SR 3.3.2.5 Perform COT. days

SR 3.3.2.6. Perform SLAVE RELAY TEST. 92 days

SR 3.3.2.7 -------------------- NOTE -----------------
Verification of setpoint not required for manual initiation
functions.,

Perform TADOT. 18 months

(continued)
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ATTACHMENT 3

PROPOSED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION BASES CHANGES FOR CATAWBA



RTS Instrumentation
B 3.3.1

BASES

ACTIONS (continued)

C.1 and C.2

Condition C applies to the following reactor trip Functions in MODE 3, 4,
or 5 with the RTBs closed and the CRD System capable of rod
withdrawal:

* Manual Reactor Trip;

RTBs;

RTB Undervoltage and Shunt Trip Mechanisms; and

Automatic Trip Logic.

This action addresses the train orientation of the SSPS for these
Functions. With one channel or train inoperable, the inoperable channel
or train must be restored to OPERABLE status within 48 hours. If the
affected Function(s) cannot be restored to OPERABLE status within the
allowed 48 hour Completion Time, the unit must be placed in a condition
in which the requirement does not apply. To achieve this status, the
RTBs must be opened within the next hour. The additional hour provides
sufficient time to accomplish the action in an orderly manner. With the
RTBs open, these Functions are no longer required.

The Completion Time is reasonable considering that in this Condition, the
remaining OPERABLE train is adequate to perform the safety function,
and given the low probability of an event occurring during this interval.

D.1.1, D.1.2, D.2.1 .2.2 a D.3

Condition D applies to the Power Range Neutron Flux-High and Power
Range Neutron Flux-High Positive Rate Functions.

The NIS power range detectors provide input to the CRD System and the
SG Water Level Control System and, therefore, have a two-out-of-four
trip logic. A known inoperable channel must be placed in the tripped
condition. This results in a partial trip condition requiring only one-out-of-
three logic for actuation. Then ours allowed to place the inoperable
channel in the tripped condition is justified in WCAP- ~ P-A (Ref.
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INSERTS

INSERT FOR CATAWBA BASES 3.3.1, CONDITION D

With one of the NIS power range detectors inoperable, 1/4 of the radial power
distribution monitoring capability is lost. Therefore, SR 3.2.4.2 must be performed
(Required Action D.1.1)within 12 hours of THERMAL POWER exceeding 75% RTP and
once per 12 hours thereafter. Calculating QPTR every 12 hours compensates for the
lost monitoring capability due to the inoperable NIS power range channel and allows
continued unit operation at power levels> 75% RTP. At power levels < 75% RTP,
operation of the core with radial power distributions beyond the design limits, at a power
level where DNB conditions may exist, is prevented. The 12 hour Completion Time is
consistent with the Surveillance Requirement Frequency in LCO 3.2.4, "QUADRANT
POWER TILT RATIO (QPTR)." Required Action D.1.1 has been modified by a Note
which only requires SR 3.2.4.2 to be performed if the Power Range Neutron Flux input to
QPTR becomes inoperable. Failure of a component in the Power Range Neutron Flux
Channel which renders the High Flux Trip Function inoperable may not affect the
capability to monitor QPTR. As such, determining QPTR using movable incore detectors
may not be necessary.



RTS Instrumentation
B 3.3.1

BASES

ACTIONS (continued)

Inadto lcn h nprbecanli~n the tripped condition,/
THERMAL OWER must be reduce to 75% RTP within 12 hours
Reducin he power level prevents peration of the core with radia ower
distrib ons beyond the design Ii ts. With one of the NIS power ange
dete ors inoperable, 1/4 of the dial power distribution monitor g
ca bility is lost,

s an alternative to the abo e actions, the inoperable chan I can be
placed in the tripped cond on within 6 hours and the QPT monitored
once every 12 hours per R 3.2.4.2, QPTR verification. •alculating
QPTR every 12 hours c mpensates for the lost monitori g capability due
to the inoperable NIS wer range channel and allows ontinued unit

T!,e -7F• Love Co,-•le7h• operation at power le els > 75% RTP. The 6 hour C pletion Time and
Wi ethe 12 hour Freque y are consistent with LCO 3.2. , "QUADRANT

T"', ,• ~6POWER TILT RA 0 (QPTR)."
api.Z As an alternative to the above Actions, the plant must be placed in a

I ON ir %c,,-I-e e, ,aJ , CIA MODE where this Function is no Ionger required OPERABLE. cTw 1ve '-

•G oe/f r hours are allowed to place the plant in MODE 3. This is a reasona""FB

-t•. ,•MODE relvc•t7Of, o time, based on operating experience, to reach MODE 3 from full power in
-g- L •.,an orderly manner and without challenging plant systems. If Required

Actions cannot be completed within their allowed Completion Times,
A- D LCO 3.0.3 must be entered.

The Required Actions have been modified by a Note thallows placing
the inoperable channel in the bypass condition for up tohours while
performing routine surveillance testing of other channels. The Note also
allows placing the inoperable channel in the bypass condition to allow
setpoint adjustments of other channels when required to reduce the
setpoint in accordance with other Technical Specifications. The hour
time limit is justified in Reference-f.,6

tlo
R•equired tion D.2.2 has been rodifie by a Note wYict only 'requires

SR 3.2.4.• to be performed if th Power Range Neuro Flux input to /
QPTR bcomes inoperable. Fa ure of a compone• in the Power Rar e
Neutro1 Flux Channel which r rders the High Flux/rip Function

inope ble may not affect the apability to monito QPTR. As such
det mining QPTR using thi movable incore de ctors once per 1 hours
m not be necessary.
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RTS Instrumentation
B 3.3.1

BASES

ACTIONS (continued)

E.1 and-E.2

Condition E applies to the following reactor trip Functions:

* Power Range Neutron Flux-Low;

* Overtemperature AT;

0 Overpower AT;

Pressurizer Pressure-High; and

* SG Water Level-Low Low.

A known inoperable channel must be placed in the tripped condition
within bours. Placing the channel in the tripped condition results in a
partial trip condition requiring only one-out-of-three logic for actuation of
the two-out-of-four trips. Thehours allowed to place the inoperable
channel in the tripped condition is justified in Reference,;

If the operable channel cannot be placed in the trip condition within the
specified Completion Time, the unit must be placed in a MODE where
these Functions are not required OPERABLE. An additional 6 hours is
allowed to place the unit in MODE 3. Six hours is a reasonable time,
based on operating experience, to place the unit in MODE 3 from full
power in an orderly manner and without challenging unit systems.

The Required Actions have been modified by a Note that allows placing
the inoperable channel in the bypassed condition for up totDhours while
performing routine surveillance testing of the other channels. Thehour
time limit is justified in Referencg0 ( "

F.1 and F.2

Condition F applies to the Intermediate Range Neutron Flux trip when
THERMAL POWER is above the P-6 setpoint and below the P-10
setpoint and one channel is inoperable. Above the P-6 setpoint and below
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RTS Instrumentation
. B 3.3.1

BASES

ACTIONS (continued) A

the P-10 setpoint, the NIS intermediate range detector performs the
monitoring Functions. If THERMAL POWE As greater than the P-6
setpoint but less than the P-1 0 setpoint, hours is allowed to reduce
THERMAL POWER below the P-6 setpoint or increase to THERMAL
POWER above the P-10 setpoint. The NIS Intermediate Range Neutron
Flux channels must be OPERABLE when the power level is above the
capability of the source range, P-6, and below the capability of the power
range, P-10. If THERMAL POWER is greater than the P-10 setpoint, the
NIS power range detectors perform the monitoring and protection
functions and the intermediate range is not required. The Completion
Times allow for a slow and controlled power adjustment above P-1 0 or
below P-6 and take into account the redundant capability afforded by the
redundant OPERABLE channel, and the low probability of its failure
during this period. This action does not require the inoperable channel to
be tripped because the Function uses one-out-of-two logic. Tripping one
channel would trip the reactor. Thus, the Required Actions specified in
this Condition are only applicable when channel failure does not result in
reactor trip.

G.1 and G.2

Condition G applies to two inoperable Intermediate Range Neutron Flux
trip channels in MODE 2 when THERMAL POWER is above the P-6
setpoint and below the P-1 0 setpoint.

Required Actions specified in this Condition are only applicable when
channel failures do not result in reactor trip. Above the P-6 setpoint and
below the P-1 0 setpoint, the NIS intermediate range detector performs
the monitoring Functions. With no intermediate range channels
OPERABLE, the Required Actions are to suspend operations involving
positive reactivity additions immediately. This will preclude any power
level increase since there are no OPERABLE Intermediate Range
Neutron Flux channels. The operator must also reduce THERMAL
POWER below the P-6 setpoint within two hours. Below P-6, the Source
Range Neutron Flux channels will be able to monitor the core power
level. The Completion Time of 2 hours will allow a slow and controlled
power reduction to less than the P-6 setpoint and takes into account the
low probability of occurrence of an event during this period that may
require the protection afforded by the NIS Intermediate Range Neutron
Flux trip. Required Action G.1 is modified by a Note to indicate that
normal plant control operations that individually add limited positive
reactivity (e.g., temperature or boron fluctuations associated with RCS
inventory management or temperature control) are not precluded by this
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RTS Instrumentation
B 3.3.1

BASES

ACTIONS (continued)

K.1 and K.2

Condition K applies to one inoperable source range channel in MODE 3,
4, or 5 with the RTBs closed and the CRD System capable of rod
withdrawal. With the unit in this Condition, below P-6, the NIS source -
range performs the monitoring and protection functions. With one of the
source range channels inoperable, 48 hours is allowed to restore it to an
OPERABLE status. If the channel cannot be returned to an OPERABLE
status, 1 additional hour is allowed to open the RTBs. Once the RTBs
are open, the core is in a more stable condition and the unit exits this
condition. The allowance of 48 hours to restore the channel to
OPERABLE status, and the additional hour to open the RTBs, are
justified in Reference 7.

L.1 and L.2

Condition L applies to the following reactor trip Functions:

* Pressurizer Pressure-Low;

* Pressurizer Water Level-High;

* Reactor Coolant Flow-Low (Two Loops);

0 Undervoltage RCPs; and

* Underfrequency RCPs.

With one channel inoperable the inoperable channel must be placed in
the tripped condition within, ours. Placing the channel in the tripped
condition results in a partial trip condition requiring only one additional
channel to initiate a reactor trip above the P-7 setpoint 7 (and below the
P-8 setpoint for the Reactor Coolant Flow-Low (Two Loops) Function).
These Functions do not have to be OPERABLE below the P-7 setpoint
because, for the Pressurizer Water Level-High function, transients are
slow enough for manual action; and for the other functions, power
distributions that would cause a DNB concern at this low power level are
unlikely. Thours allowed to place the channel in the tripped
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RTS Instrumentation
B 3.3.1

BASES

ACTIONS (continued)

condition is justified in Referent additional 6 hours is allowed to
reduce THERMAL POWER to below P-7 if the inoperable channel cannot
be restored to OPERABLE status or placed in trip within the specified
Completion Time.

Allowance of this time interval takes into consideration the redundant
capability provided by the remaining redundant OPERABLE channel, and
the low probability of occurrence of an event during this period that may
require the protection afforded by the Functions associated with
Condition L.

The Required Actions have been modified by a Note that allows placing
the inoperable channel in the bypassed condition for up to hours while
performing routine surveillance testing of the other channels. The Qhour
time limit is justified in Referencef71

M.1 and M.2

Condition M applies to the Reactor Coolan Flow-Low (Single Loop)
reactor trip Function. With one channel inoperable, the inoperable
channel must be placed in trip withi nthours. If the channel cannot be
restored to OPERABLE status or the channel placed in trip within the

(•--4)hours, then THERMAL POWER must be reduced below the P-8
setpoint within the next 4 hours. This places the unit in a MODE where
the LCO is no longer applicable. This trip Function does not have to be
OPERABLE below the P-8 setpoint because other RTS trip Functions
provide core protection below the P-8 setpoint. Ther-ours allowed to
restore the channel to OPERABLE status or place in trip and the
4 additional hours allowed to reduce THERMAL POWER to below the P-8
setpoint are justified in Ref erencetao pc i

The Required Actions have been modified by a Note that allows placing
the inoperable channel in the bypassed condition for up t ours while
performing routine surveillance testing of the other channels. The our
time limit is justified in Referencs T
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RTS Instrumentation
B 3.3.1

BASES

ACTIONS (continued)

N.1, N.2, 0.1, and 0.2

Condition N and 0 apply to Turbine Trip on ow • -uid Oil P ssur or on
Turbine Stop Valve Closure. With one channe inopera le, the
inoperable channel must be placed in the trip condition withi ours. If
placed in the tripped condition, this results in a partial trip condition
requiring fewer additional channels to initiate a reactor trip. If the channel
cannot be restored to OPERABLE status or placed in the trip condition,
then power must be reduced below the P-9 setpoint within the next
4 hours. The ours allowed to place the inoperable channel in the
tripped condition and the 4 hours allowed for reducing power are justified
in Referenc• ' )

The Require Actions of Condition N have been modified by a Note that
allows placing the inoperable channel in the bypassed condition for up to

0-@hours while performing routine surveillance testing of the other
channels. Th hour time limit is justified in Referencl

P.1 and P.2

Condition P applies to the SI Input from ESFAS reactor trip and the RTS
Automatic Trip Logic in MODES 1 and 2. These actions address the train

Sorientation of the RTS for these Functions. With one train inoperable,
6ours are allowed to restore the train to OPERABLE status (Required

Action P.1) or the unit must be placed in MODE 3 within the next 6 hours.
The Completion Time of hours (Required Action P.1) is reasonable
considering that in this Condition, the remaining OPERABLE train is
adequate to perform the safety function and given the low probabilityo
an event durinn this interval. The Zompletion Time of 6 hours (Required
Action P.2) is reasonable, based on operating experience, to reach
MODE 3 from full power in an orderly manner and without challenging

t . unit systems.
-jk ýd IrJ-

LPM51RA8 LG S-+zdtVS 15

The Required Actions have been modified by a Note that allows
bypassing one train up to 4 hours for surveillance testing, provided the
other train is OPERABLE.

m o• Ty_-l;,,,-.. 1^0 .fl-IJO '6,0 ~~41 il'1. Loi5c-fe.&'± "" A&T1
r --tý-ee4-+ ~ ~ ~ at~ (P i-'i te 4kv

lo.
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Fav t~'~"-

n~d) t-kwCo7e,

Q .1 and Q .2 jvSrJ f•e. 4 , I ,.

Condition Q applies to the RTBs in MODES 1 and 2. These actions
address the train orientation of the RTS for:the RTBs. With one train
inoperable,Z is allowedgLo restore the train to OPERABLE status or

0- the unit must e placed in MODE 3 within the next 6 hours. fhe
Completion Time of 6 hours is reasonable, based on operating
experience, to reach MODE 3 from f1 nnwer in an orderly manner andwithout, challenging unt ypstesT~e 1 hour ancy6 horCo -letio-n

f4imes ae equal ; the time allowed by LCO 3.0A/ for shutdown action,4in ,
Lhe ev •nt of a c mplete lss of RTS Function.-/Placing the unit in

MODE 3 removes t e requirement for this particular Function

The Required Actions have dbeenmodif Note@ 6oQllows
one RTB to be bypassed for up t hours f eillance testing
pr iedsi the "other RTB~ ai is OPERABL. Noth alows uerT tom bii
(bypa,~ te•a P or up t f2 hours fo maintenanc on undervqi.age or shu tti

is Justified in Reference-)° n

R.1 and R.2

Condition R applies to the P-6 and P-10 interlocks. With one or more
channel(s) inoperable for one-out-of-two or two-out-of-four coincidence
logic, the associated interlock must be verified to be in its required state
for the existing unit condition within 1 hour or the unit must be placed in
MODE 3 within the next 6 hours. Verifying the interlock status, by visual
observation of the control room status lights, manually accomplishes the
interlock's Function. The Completion Time of 1 hour is based on
operating experience and the minimum amount of time allowed for
manual operator actions. The Completion Time of 6 hours is reasonable,
based on operating experience, to reach MODE 3 from full power in an
orderly manner and without challenging unit systems. The 1 hour and
6 hour Completion Times are equal to the time allowed by LCO 3.0.3 for
shutdown actions in the event of a complete loss of RTS Function.
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SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)

If the NIS channel cannot be properly readjusted, the channel is declared
inoperable. This Surveillance is performed to verify the f(AI) input to the
overtemperature AT Function and overpower AT Function.

Two Notes modify SR 3.3.1.3. Note 1 indicates that the excore NIS
channel shall be adjusted if the absolute difference between the incore
and excore AFD is > 3%. Note 2 clarifies that the Surveillance is required
only if reactor power is > 15% RTP and that 24 hours is allowed
for completing the first Surveillance after reaching 15% RTP.

The Frequency of every 31 EFPD is adequate: It is based on unit
operating experience, considering instrument reliability and operating
history data for instrument drift. Also, the slow changes in neutron flux
during the fuel cycle can be detected during this interval.

SR 3.3.1.4

SR 3.3.1.4 is the performance of a TADOT everyf ays on a
STAGGERED TEST BASIS. This test shall verify OPERABILITY by
actuation of the end devices.

The RTB test shall include separate verification of the undervoltage and
shunt trip mechanisms. Independent verification of RTB undervoltage
and shunt trip Function is not required for the bypass breakers. No
capability is provided for performing such a test at power. The
independent test for bypass breakers is included in SR 3.3.1.14. The
bypass breaker test shall include a local shunt trip. A Note has been
added to indicate that this test must be performed on the bypass breaker
prior to placing it in service.

The Frequency of every ay s on a STAGGERED TEST BASIS jis
adeq te. It i based or industry op fating experiince, consdr/g
inst Jment re abilit an• operating 1sto• dat__~

SR 3.3.1.5

SR 3.3.1.5 is the erfoance of an ACTUATION LOGIC TEST. The
SSPS is tested eve • days on a STAGGERED TEST BASIS, using
the semiautomatic tester. The train being tested is placed in the bypass
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SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)

condition, thus preventing inadvertent actuation. Through the
semiautomatic tester, all possible logic combinations, with and without
applicable ermissives, are tested for each protection function. The7X Frequency of every,.days on a SAGRDTEST BASIS is

adequ e. it is ghsekd on industry operating experien •, considerjýg
instru lent reli •!ility and oferating histo/y dat• _

SR 3.3.1.6

SR 3.3.1.6 is a calibration of the excore channels to the incore channels.
If the measurements do not agree, the excore channels are not declared

inoperable but must be calibrated to agree with the incore detector
measurements. If the excore channels cannot be adjusted, the channels
are declared inoperable. This Surveillance is performed to verify the f(Al)
input to the overtemperature AT Function and overpower AT Function.

At Beginning of Cycle (BOC), the excore channels are compared to the
incore detector measurements prior to exceeding 75% power. Excore
detectors are adjusted as necessary. This low power surveillance
satisfies the initial performance of SR 3.3.1.6 with subsequent.
surveillances conducted at least every 92 EFPD.

At BOC, after reaching full power steady state conditions, additional
incore and excore measurements are taken at various Al conditions to
determine the Mj factors. The Mj factors are normally only determined at
BOC, but they may be changed at other points in the fuel cycle if the
relationship between excore and incore measurements changes
significantly.

A Note modifies SR 3.3.1.6. The Note states that this Surveillance is
required only if reactor power is > 75% RTP and that 24 hours is allowed
for completing the first surveillance after reaching 75% RTP.

The Frequency of 92 EFPD is adequate. It is based on industry
operating experience, considering instrument reliability and operating
history data for instrument drift.

SR 3.3.1.7

SR 3.3.1.7 is the performance of a COT every s.

A COT is performed on each required channel to ensure the channel will
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SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)

perform the intended Function.

The tested portion of the loop must trip within the Allowable Values
specified in Table 3.311-1.

The setpoint shall be left set consistent with the assumptions of the
setpoint methodology.

SR 3.3.1.7 is modified by a Note that provides a 4 hour delay in the
requirement to perform this Surveillance for source range instrumentation
when entering MODE 3 from MODE 2. This Note allows a normal
shutdown to proceed without a delay for testing in MODE 2 and for a
short time in MODE 3 until the RTBs are open and SR 3.3.1.7 is no
longer required to be performed. If the unit is to be in MODE 3 with the
RTBs closed for > 4 hours this Surveillance must be completed within 4
hours after entry into MODE 3.

The Frequency ofQ ays is justified in Referenc4- 0

SR 3.3.1.8

SR 3.3.1.8 is the performance of a COT as described in SR 3.3.1.7,
except it is modified by a Note that this test shall include verification that
the P-6, during the Intermediate Range COT, and P-10, during the Power
Range COT, interlocks are in their required state for the existing unit
condition. The verification is performed by visual observation of the
permissive status light in the unit control room. The Frequency is
modified by a Note that allows this surveillance to be satisfied if it has
been erformed within ays of the Frequencies prior to reactor startup
and four hours a er re ucing power below P-10 and P-6. The Frequency
of "prior toq startup" ensures this surveillance is performed prior to critical
operations and applies to the source, intermediate and power range low
instrument channels. The Frequency of "4 hours after reducing power
below P-10" (applicable to intermediate and power range low channels)
and "4 hours after reducing power below P-6" (applicable to source range
channels) allows a normal shutdown to be completed and the unit
removed from the MODE of Applicability for this surveillance without a
delay to perform the testing required by this surveillance. The Frequency

fof every ays thereafter applies if the plant remains in the MODE of
Applicability after the initial performances of prior to reactor startup and
four hours after reducing power below P-10 or P-6. The MODE of
Applicability for this surveillance is < P-1i0 for the power range low and
intermediate range channels and < P-6 for the source range channels.
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Once the unit is in MODE 3, this surveillance is no longer required. If
power is to be maintained < P-10 or < P-6 for more than 4 hours, then the
testing required by this surveillance must be performed prior to the
expiration of the 4 hour limit. Four hours is a reasonable time to
complete the required testing or place the unit in a MODE where this
surveillance is no longer required. This test ensures that the NIS source,
intermediate, and power range low channels are OPERABLE prior to
taking the reactor critical and after reducing-power into the applicable
MODE (< P-10 or < P-6) for periods > 4 hours.)

, -jj~q. of 18'Au I
SIR 3.3.1.9 C $f -f" ,- •d - \1.

SR 3.3.1.9 is the performance of a TADOT and is performed every
92 days, as justified in Reference 7.

The SR is modified by a Note that excludes verification of setpoints from
the TADOT. Since this SR applies to RCP undervoltage and
underfrequency relays, setpoint verification requires elaborate bench
calibration and is accomplished during the CHANNEL CALIBRATION.

SR 3.3.1.10

A CHANNEL CALIBRATION is performed every 18 months, or
approximately at every refueling. CHANNEL CALIBRATION is a
complete check of the instrument loop, including the sensor. The test
verifies that the channel responds to a measured parameter within the
necessary range and accuracy.

CHANNEL CALIBRATIONS must be performed consistent with the
assumptions of the setpoint methodology.

The Frequency of 18 months is based on the assumption of an 18 month
calibration interval in the determination of the magnitude of equipment
drift in the setpoint methodology.

SR 3.3.1.10 is modified by a Note stating that this test shall include
verification that the time constants are adjusted to the prescribed values
where applicable. The applicable time constants are shown in Table
3.3.1-1.

Catawba Units I and 2 B 3.3.1-47 Revision NoW."



RTS Instrumentation
B 3.3.1

BASES

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)

time could be affected is replacing the sensing assembly of a transmitter. I

As appropriate, each channel's response must be verified every
18 months on a STAGGERED TEST BASIS. Testing of the final
actuation devices is included in the testing. Testing of the RTS RTDs is
performed on an 18 month frequency. Response times cannot be
determined during unit operation because equipment operation is
required to measure response times. Experience has shown that these
components usually pass this surveillance when performed at the
18 month Frequency. Therefore, the Frequency was concluded to be
acceptable from a reliability standpoint.

SR 3.3.1.16 is modified by a Note stating that neutron detectors are
excluded from RTS RESPONSE TIME testing. This Note is necessary
because of the difficulty in generating an appropriate detector input
signal. Excluding the detectors is acceptable because the principles of
detector operation ensure a virtually instantaneous response. The
response time of the neutron flux signal portion of the channel shall be
measured from detector output or input of the first electronic component
in the channel.

REFERENCES 1. UFSAR, Chapter 7.

2. UFSAR, Chapter 6.

3. UFSAR, Chapter 15.

4. IEEE-279-1971.

5. 10 CFR 50.49.

6. 10 CFR 50.36, Technical Specifications, (c)(2)(ii).

7. WCAP-1 0271-P-A, Supplement 2, Rev. 1, June 1990.

8. WCAP-1 3632-P-A Revision 2, "Elimination of Pressure Sensor
Response Time Testing Requirements" Sep., 1,995.

9. WCAP-1 4036-P-A Revision 1,'"Elimination of Periodic Protection
Channel Response Time Tests" Oct., 1998.

v~~-1,f13•3 -I-)
-~ -P 1 )2/• P •.e.-,
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C.1, C.2.1 and C.2.2

Condition C applies to the automatic actuation logic and actuation relays
for the following functions:

* SI;

0 Containment Spray;

0 PM f3L 5Aýt.tJJ~

I ' . _,,, Ni
0

Phase A Isolation;

Phase B Isolation; and

) * Automatic Switchover to Containment Sump.P

This action addresses the train orientation of the SSPS and the master
and slave relays. If one train is inoperable, ours are allowed to restore
the train to OPERABLE status. The specified Completion Time is
reasonable considering that there is another train OPERABLE, and the
low probability of an event occurring during this interval. If the train
cannot be restored to OPERABLE status, the unit must be placed in a
MODE in which the LCO does not apply. This is done by-placing the unit<

, .+ I c+ nAC _fl '1 ,i~k.,n .,; ,4I L ,4 II./L.L. JVIL I Ia 1'.UL'J ia k I I'.U UflJT ~ l + +IJQ I I I+ J A1

in MODE 5 within an additional 30 hours ( hours total time). The 4(
'7,f 4/, 1 'Q11 srS Completion Times are reasonable, based on operating experience, to

.r- rej ,.I or ri .va- rv 1.'/ reach the required unit conditions from full power conditions in an orderly
, j. ;,c.a~~l~~)~~ f manner and without challenging unit systems.

1e.j,• "!'.e The Required Actions are modified by a Note that allows one train to be

/re u-"I -' or-Sbypassed for up to 4 hours for surveillance testing, provided the other
. re... -'.' r ,train is OPERABLE. The Required Actions are not required to be met

co +,r n -.L6.,• during this time, unless the train is discovered inoperable during the
si,, rXS .- cIa , ,X -St testing. This allowance is based on the reliability analysis assumption of

or-e.,r•t1-0 C' M WCAP-10271-P-A (Ref. 7) that 4 hours is the average time required to
,, •. v,. -w( '-rfIs-r (-, Vv- perform (h ) surveillance.
mlaq' or-jvG re"-6 L<I7 ýa1ý

-+f ~Av:4 5 ,
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D.1, D.2.1, and D.2.2

Condition D applies to:

* Containment Pressure-High;

* Pressurizer Pressure-Low;

* Steam Line Pressure-Low;

* Steam Line Pressure-Negative Rate-High;

+ -r w -e- •,•*-- 0 Loss of offsite power;

-r 21- 0-tf..r SG Water level-Low Low; and

lr'r.,,el- , ._ o SG Water level-High High (P-14) for the Feedwater Isolation

If one channel is inoperable, ours are allowed to restore the channel to
OPERABLE status or to place it in the tripped condition. Generally this
Condition applies to functions that operate on two-out-of-three logic.
Therefore, failure of one channel places the Function in a two-out-of-two
configuration. One channel must be tripped to place the Function in a
one-out-of-two configuration that / fies redundancy requirements.

Failure to restore the inoperable channel to OPERABLE status or place it
in the tripped condition within hours requires the unit be placed in
MODE 3 within the following 6 hours and MODE 4 within the next
6 hours.

The allowed Completion Times are reasonable, based on operating
experience, to reach the required unit conditions from full power
conditions in an orderly manner and without challenging unit systems. In
MODE 4, these Functions are no longe required OPERABLE.

The Required Actions are modified by a Note that allows the inoperable
channel to be bypassed for up t ours for surveillance testin of otherS channels._lhe 6 h(j~rs all1owed~t• restore the hannel to OPI•RA-BI"E''

•~~~sta-tus -'r to ,pla.ct.e •enop-erablezchannel in t~etrippedconittion, and the)

hours allowed for testing justified in Referenc
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E.1, E.2.1, and E.2.2

Condition E applies to:

* Containment Spray Containment Pressure-High High;

* Containment Phase B Isolation Containment Pressure-High High;
and

* Steam Line Isolation Containment Pressure - High High.

None of these signals has input to a control function. Thus, two-out-of-
three logic is necessary to meet acceptable protective requirements.
However, a two-out-of-three design would require tripping a failed
channel. This is undesirable because a single failure would then cause
spurious containment spray initiation. Spurious spray actuation is
undesirable because of the cleanup problems presented. Therefore,
these channels are designed with two-out-of-four logic so that a failed
channel may be bypassed rather than tripped. Note that one channel
may be bypassed and still satisfy the single failure criterion.
Furthermore, with one channel bypassed, a single instrumentation
channel failure will hot spuriously initiate containment spray.

To avoid the inadvertent actuation of containment spray and Phase B
containment isolation, the inoperable channel should not be placed in the
tripped condition. Instead it is bypassed. Restoring the channel to
OPERABLE status, or placing the inoperable channel in the bypass
condition within(jrours, is sufficient to assure that the Function remains
OPERABLE and minimizes the time that'the Function may be in a partial
trip condition (assuming the inoperable channel has failed high). The
Completion Time is further justified based on the low probability of an
event occurring during this interval. Failure to restore the inoperable

.channel to OPERABLE status, or place it in the bypassed condition within
( __4Aours, requires the unit be placed in MODE 3 within the following

6 hours and MODE 4 within the next 6 hours. The allowed Completion
Times are reasonable, based on operating experience, to reach the
required unit conditions from full power conditions in an orderly manner
and without challenging unit systems. In MODE 4, these Functions are
no longer required OPERABLE. _

The Required Actions are modified by a Note that allows one additional
channel to be bypassed for up tc hours for surveillance testing. Placing
a second channel in the bypass condition for up t ours for testing
purposes is acceptable based on the results of erence
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H.1, H.2.1 and H.2.2

ik. 2.LI allavcek

*fZ ~"yrr ra te IA t a v

Sr6-eA6 5 stfft '

PX (e.", J I;~SS

yiv"i ev-JemeA% t oft

r-00"I or -r I av*- r~e.""I

41 GL5ý6 j -t-- lV! IIl-t-tz1

Condition H applies to the automatic actuation logic and actuation relays
for the Steam Line Isolation, Feedwater Isolation, and AFW actuation
Functions.

The action addresses the train orientation of the SSPS and the master
and slave relays for these functions. If one train is inoperable ours
are allowed to restore the train to OPERABLE status. ,The Completion
Time for restoring a train to OPERABLEstatus is reasonable considering
that there is another train OPERABLE, and the low probability of an event
occurring during this interval. If the train cannot be returned to
OPERABLE status, the unit must be brought to MODE 3 within the next
6 hours and MODE 4 within the following 6 hours. The allowed
Completion Times are reasonable, based on operating experience, to
reach the required unit conditions from full power conditions in an orderly
manner and without challenging unit systems. Placing the unit in
MODE 4 removes all requirements for OPERABILITY of the protection
channels and actuation functions. In this MODE, the unit does not have

. analyzed transients or conditions that require the explicit use of the
protection functions noted above.

The Required Actions are modified by a Note that allows one train to be
bypassed for up to 4 hours for surveillance testing provided the other
train is OPERABLE. This allowance is based on the reliability analysis
(Ref. 7) assumption that 4 hours is the average time required to perform
channel surveillance.

'1.1 and 1.2

Condition I applies to. the automatic actuation logic and actuation relays

This action addresses the train orientation of the SSPS and th r
and slave relays for this Function. If one train is inoperable, •.hours are
allowed to restore the train to OPERABLE status or the unit must be
placed in MODE 3 within the following 6 ,hours.jThe CompletionTime for
res orinj a train to OPERABLE status is reasonable considering that

- there is another train OPERABLE, and the low probability of an event
occurring during this interval. The allowed Completion Time of 6 hours is
reasonable, based on operating experience, to reach MODE 3 from full
power conditions in an orderly manner and without challenging unit
systems. These Functions are no longer required in MODE 3. Placing
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r-Ac. s., r• I . t e•-,t'6 the unit in MODE 3 removes all requirements for OPERABILITY of the
protection channels and actuation functions. In this MODE, the unit does
not have analyzed transients or conditions that require the explicit use of

4e,,t •tO(-ef•1A the protection functions noted above.

Ljy "&, ,-ao j. r1m_

relay, a" The Required Actions are modified by a Note that allows one train to be
bypassed for up to 4 hours for surveillance testing provided the other

£L-'S .. l--, ;z It•t (train is OPERABLE: This allowance is based on the reliability analysis

7,\ee..r,-,0( JA CL .• (Ref. 7) assumption that 4 hours is the average time required to perform

IJ'n[1.( 3V.. Ps7 I-Lw. channel surveillance.

cov~ 4 74* ' -. ', ,', J.1 and J.2

,,/Condition J applies to:

* SG Water Level-High High (P-14) for the Turbine Trip Function;
and

, Tavg-Low.

-5, ov" cJ f 10 If one channel is inoperable, ours are allowed to restore one channel
r'o_;•. F4.,- 0cx ,,M-( "f to OPERABLE status or to place it in the tripped condition. If placed in
vet•-'p.•GL& .oi r the tripped condition, the Function is then in a artial trip condition where

, " - >' .--- one-out-of-three logic will result in actuation. h 6 hour Cominetion
Ti e is justifdin Refer ce 7. ai ure restore the inoperable channel

, . ,to OPERABLE status or place it in the tripped condition withi ours
i." ,r-rezcq_ .. 17. requires the unit to be placed in MODE 3 within the followingo 6 urs.

The allowed Completion Time o1 h-ours is reasonable, based on -7
operating experience, to reach MODE 3 from full power conditions in an
orderly manner and without challenging unit systems. In MODE 3, these
Functions are no longer required OPE_,IBLE.

The Required Actions are modified by a Note that allows the .inoperable
__ channel to be b passed for up t ours for surveillance testing of other

hannels• Thehours allowed to place the inoperable channel in the
tripped condition, and thehours allowed for a second channel to be in
the bypassed condition o testing, are justified in Referen•
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SURVEILLANCE The SRs for each ESFAS Function are identified by the SRs column
REQUIREMENTS. of Table 3.3.2-1.

A Note has been added to the SR Table to clarify that Table 3.3.2-1
determines which SRs apply to which ESFAS Functions.

Note that each channel of process protection supplies both trains of the
ESFAS. When testing channel I, train A and train B must be examined.
Similarly, train A and train B must be examined when testing channel II,
channel Ill, and channel IV (if applicable). The CHANNEL
CALIBRATION and COTs are performed in a manner that is consistent
with the assumptions used in analytically calculating the required channel
accuracies.

SR 3.3.2.1

Performance of the CHANNEL CHECK once every 12 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
similar parameter on other channels. It is based on the assumption that
instrument channels monitoring the same parameter should read
approximately the same value. Significant deviations between the two
instrument channels could be an indication of excessive instrument drift
in one of the channels or of something even more serious. A CHANNEL
CHECK will detect gross channel failure; thus, it is key to verifying the
instrumentation continues to operate properly between each CHANNEL
CALIBRATION.

Agreement criteria are determined by the unit staff, based on a
combination of the channel instrument uncertainties, including indication
and reliability. If a channel is outside the criteria, it may be an indication
that the sensor or the signal processing equipment has drifted outside its
limit.

The Frequency is based on operating experience that demonstrates
channel failure is rare. The CHANNEL CHECK supplements less formal,
but more frequent, checks of channels during normal operational use of
the displays associated with the LCO required channels.

S.R 3.3.2.2

SR 3.3.2.2 is the performance f an ACTUATION LOGIC TEST. The

SSPS is tested everyodays on a STAGGERED TEST BASIS, using

the semiautomatic tester. The train being tested is placed in the bypass
condition, thus preventing inadvertent actuation. Through the
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semiautomatic tester, all possible logic combinations, with and without
applicable permissives, are tested for each protection function. In
addition, the master relay coil is pulse tested for continuity. This verifies
that the logic modules are OPERABLE and that there is an intact voltage
signal path to the master relay coils. The Frequency of every ays on
a STAGGERED TEST BASIS is ade ate. It is baVed on indu try
oper ing experien , cons" ering i trument relia ility and o erating

gD--1 
ý~hist ry dat.ýf

(&ie-xeA11wI Lt
SR 3.3.2.3

SR 3.3.2.3is the performance of a TADOT every 31 days. This test is a
check of the Loss of Offsite Power Function. Each Function is tested up
to, and including, the master transfer relay coils.

This test also includes trip devices that provide actuation signals directly
to the SSPS. The SR is modified by a Note that excludes final actuation
of pumps and valves to minimize plant upsets that would occur. The
Frequency is adequate based on operating experience, considering
instrument reliability and operating history data.

SR 3.3.2.4

SR 3.3.2.4 is the performance of a MASTER RELAY TEST. The
MASTER RELAY TEST is the energizing of the master relay, verifying
contact operation and a low voltage continuity check of the slave relay
coil. Upon master relay contact operation, a low voltage is injected to the
slave relay coil. This voltage is insufficient to pick up the slave relay, but
large enough to demonstrate signal path continuity. This test is
performed evepr )days on a STAGGERED TEST BASIS. The time Is
allowed for the testing (4 hours) and e sureillancefinterv a ustified
in Reference 7.

.sJ .( OS4,f",g SR 3.3.2.5

SR 3.3.2.5 is the performance of a COT.

A COT is performed on each required channel to ensure the channel will
perform the intended Function. The tested portion of the loop must trip
within the Allowable Values specified in Table 3.3.2-1.
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ESFAS Instrumentation
B 3.3.2

BASES

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)

The setpoint shall be left set consistent with the assumptions of the
setpoint methodology.

The Frequency of ays is justified in aeferenc-1)

SR 3.3.2.6;

SR 3.3.2.6 is the performance of a SLAVE RELAY TEST. The SLAVE
RELAY TEST is the energizing of the slave relays. Contact operation is
verified in one of two ways. Actuation equipment that may be operated in
the design mitigation MODE is either allowed to function, or is placed in a
condition where the relay contact operation can be verified without
operation of the equipment. Actuation equipment that may not be
operated in the design mitigation MODE is prevented from operation by
the SLAVE RELAY TEST circuit. For this latter case, contact operation is
verified by a continuity check of the circuit containing the slave relay.
This test is performed every 92 days. The Frequency is adequate, based
on industry operating experience, considering instrument reliability and
operating history data.

For slave relays or any auxiliary relays in the ESFAS circuit that are of the
type Westinghouse AR or Potter & Brumfield MDR, the SLAVE RELAY
TEST is performed every 18 months. This test frequency is based on the
relay reliability assessments presented in References 10, 11, and 12.
These reliability assessments are relay specific and apply only to the
Westinghouse AR and Potter & Brumfield MDR-type relays. SSPS slave
relays or any auxiliary relays not addressed by Reference 10 do not
qualify for extended surveillance intervals and will continue to be tested at
a 92 day Frequency.

SR 3.3.2.7

SR 3.3.2.7 is the performance of a COT on the RWST level and
Containment Pressure Control Start and Terminate Permissives.

A COT is performed on each required channel to ensure the entire
channel will perform the intended Function. Setpoints must be found
within the Allowable Values specified in Table 3.3.1-1. This test is
performed every 31 days. The Frequency is adequate, based on
operating experience, considering instrument reliability and operating
history data.
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REFERENCES 1. UFSAR, Chapter 6.

2. UFSAR, Chapter 7.

3. UFSAR, Chapter 15.

4. IEEE-279-1971.

5. 10 CFR 50.49.

6. 10 CFR 50.36, Technical Specifications, (c)(2)(ii).

7. WCAP-10271-P-A, Supplement I and Supplement 2, Rev. 1, May
1986 and June 1990.

8. WCAP-1 3632-P-A Revision 2, "Elimination of Pressure Sensor
Response Time Testing Requirements" Sep., 1995.

9. WCAP-14036-P-A Revision 1, "Elimination of Periodic Protection
Channel Response Time Tests" Oct., 1998.

10. WCAP-1 3900, "Extension of Slave Relay Surveillance Test
Intervals," April 1994.

11. WCAP-1 3877 Revision 2-P-A, "Reliability Assessment of
Westinghouse Type AR Relays Used As SSPS Slave' Relays,"
August 2000.

12. WCAP-1 3878-P-A Revision 2, "Reliability Assessment of Potter &
Brumfield MDR Series Relays," August 2000.

3:v _f- f7 - fl --- R vl
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Containment Air Release and Addition Isolation Instrumentation
B 3.3.6

BASES

SURVEILLANCE A Note has been added to the SR Table to clarify that Table 3.3.6-1
REQUIREMENTS determines which SRs apply to which containment air release and

addition isolation Functions.

SR 3.3.6.1

SR 3.3.6.1 is the performance of an ACTUATION LOGIC TEST. The
train being tested is placed in the bypass condition, thus preventing
inadvertent actuation. Through the semiautomatic tester, all possible
logic combinations, with and without applicable permissives, are tested
for each protection function. In addition, the master relay coil is pulse
tested for continuity. This verifies that the logic modules are OPERABLE
and there is an intact voltage signal path to the master relay coils. This
test is performed ever-'-Bdays on a STAQERFI-D TF-qT[ R-A.QS. The

,f ,, "• SuS urv illance interval i cceptbPJ~sdnisrmn ~aiiyad"
--- '" du try operatin experi c

SR 3.3.6.2

SR 3.3.6.2 .is the performance of a MASTER RELAY TEST. The
MASTER RELAY TEST is the energizing of the master relay, verifying
contact operation and a low voltage continuity check of the slave relay
coil. Upon master relay contact operation, a low voltage is injected to the
slave relay coil. This voltage is insufficient to pick up the slave relay, but
large enough to demonstrate signal path continuity. This test is~performed eveay o~n a STAGGERED TEST BASIS. Tihe

: f D -Surveillance intervaliisy a~ ctpt bl basi /d on instrvf/ment reliab ili • and )

SR 3.3.6.3

SR 3.3.6.3 is the performance of a SLAVE RELAY TEST. The SLAVE
RELAY TEST is the energizing of the slave relays. Contact operation is
verified in one of two ways. Actuation equipment that may be operated in
the design mitigation mode is either allowed to function or is placed in a
condition where the relay contact operation can be verified without
operation of the equipment. Actuation equipment that may not be
operated in the design mitigation mode is prevented from operation by
the SLAVE RELAY TEST circuit. For this latter case, contact operation is
verified by a continuity check of the circuit containing the slave relay.
This test is performed every 92 days. The Frequency is acceptable
based on instrument reliability and industry operating experience.
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Containment Air Release and Addition Isolation Instrumentation
B 3.3.6

BASES

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)

For slave relays or any auxiliary relays in the circuit that are of the type
Westinghouse AR or Potter & Brumfield MDR, the SLAVE RELAY TEST
is performed every 18 months. This test frequency is based on the relay
reliability assessments presented in References 3, 4, and 5. These
reliability assessments are relay specific and apply only to the
Westinghouse AR and Potter & Brumfield MDR type relays. SSPS slave
relays or any auxiliary relays not addressed by Reference 3 do not qualify
for extended surveillance intervals and will continue to be tested at a 92
day Frequency.

SR 3.3.6.4

SR 3.3.6.4 is the performance of a TADOT. This test is a check of the
Manual Actuation Functions and is performed every 18 months. Each
Manual Actuation Function is tested up to, and including, the master relay
coils. In some instances, the test includes actuation of the end device
(i.e., pump starts, valve cycles, etc.).

The test also includes trip devices that provide actuation signals directly
to the SSPS, bypassing the analog process control equipment. The SR
is modified by a Note that excludes verification of setpoints during the
TADOT. The Functions tested have no setpoints associated with them.

The Frequency is based on the known reliability of the Function and the
redundancy available, and has been shown to be acceptable through
operating experience.

REFERENCES 1. 10 CFR 100.11.

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

3. WCAP-1 3900, "Extension of Slave Relay Surveillance Test
Intervals," April 1994.

4. WCAP-13877 Revision 2-P-A, "Reliability Assessment of
Westinghouse Type AR Relays Used as SSPS Slave Relays,"
August 2000.

5. WCAP-1 3878-P-A Revision 2, "Reliability Assessment of Potter &
Brumfield MDR Series Relays," August 2000.
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BDMS
B 3.3.9

BASES

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)

SR 3.3.9.5

SR 3.3.9.5 verifies the combined flow rates from both Reactor Makeup
Water Pumps are within the value specified in the COLR. This
surveillance is only required when implementing Required Action A.3 or
B.3. It ensures the assumptions in the analysis for the boron dilution
event under these conditions are satisfied.

This surveillance must be performed in conjunction with Required Action
A.3 or B.3 and once per 31 days and is based on engineering judgement
and the unlikely event that a boron dilution will occur during this time.

SR 3.3.9.6

SR 3.3.9.6 is the performance of a COT for the Source Range Neutron
Flux monitors, which is the injection of a simulated or actual signal into
the channel as close to the sensor as practicable to verify the
OPERABILITY of required alarm, interlock, display, and tripfunctions.
The COT also includes adjustments, as necessary, of the required alarm,
interlock, and trip setpoints so that the setpoints are within the required
range and accuracy. These monitors must be verified to operate with
alarm setpoints less than or equal to 0.5 decade above the steady-state
count rate. This SR is only required when the Source Range Neutron h?(I

j it•-cQ.,- ,, Flux Monitors are used to satisfy Required Action A.3 or B.3. This

_•,Auv-c-e 3 surveillance must be performed prior to placing the monitors in service for
Required Action A.3 or B.3 and once per 9 ays ereafter. The a
Frequency is bas d on operatin experience, w ich has bee show o
e a uat

REFERENCES 1. UFSAR, Chapter 15.

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

Catawba Units 1 and 2 B 3.3.9-5 Revision No.,



ATTACHMENT 4

PROPOSED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION BASES CHANGES FOR MCGUIRE



RTS Instrumentation
B 3.3.1

BASES

ACTIONS (continued)

sufficient time to accomplish the action in an orderly manner. With the
RTBs open, these Functions are no longer required.

The Completion Time is reasonable considering that in this Condition, the
remaining OPERABLE train is adequate to perform the safety function,
and given the low probability of an event occurring during this interval.

D.., D12 ., CdD.

E A/V..t•T C•-""condition D applies to the Power Range Neutron Flux-High and Power
Range Neutron Flux-High Positive Rate Functions.

The NIS power range detectors provide input to the CRD System and the
SG Water Level Control System and, therefore, have a two-out-of-four trip
logic. A known inoperable channel must be placed in the tripped
condition. This results in a partial trip condition requiring only one-out-of-
three logic for actuation. The ohours allowed to place the inoperable
dchannel in the tripped cofthrais justified in WCAPsrui P-A (Refin .

capabitlpeclit isndlost.
As aditern to p h ang the inoperable channel additic be
pHac d O in the tripd c reduced tohi 6 o RTP within 12 hours.e
Reducing the ower level prevents op t of the core with radial powv c
distributions/beyond the design l imis n of the NIS power rn

detectors i operable, 1/4 of the l distribution monitoringcapabiltis lost."c~

As aryIternative to the above actior , the inoperable chane
• •plac d in the tripped condition withiti 6 hours and the PTR mo itored

on e every 12 hours per SR 3.2.4/2, QPTR verification. Calc ating
PTR every 12 hours compens fes for the lost monitoring c. ability due

o the inoperable NIS power ra e channel and allows conti ued unit
operation at power levels 75 6 RTP. The 6 hour Compl e on Time and
the 12 hour Frequency are c sistent with LCO 3.2.4, "Q ADRANT
POWER TILT RATIO (QPT "

-7Y hovrCm~_hAi
rI,. ~ As an alternative to the above Actions, the plant must be placed in a

MODE where this Function is no Ionger required OPERABLE. r
r - ,-hours are allowed to place the plant in MODE 3. This is a reasonableC-0 rrb,•h;,eo, A C-&,| time, based on operating experience, to reach MODE 3 from full power in

/ an orderly manner and without challenging plant systems. If Required
klovrr-,- -t-Ke M.O- Actions cannot be completed within their allowed Completion Times,

(ckdvc,';ý,,, r re.• •f LCO 3.0.3 must be entered.

Mc.u-r u
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INSERTS

INSERT FOR MCGUIRE BASES 3.3.1, CONDITION D

With one of the NIS power range detectors inoperable, 1/4 of the radial power
distribution monitoring capability is lost. Therefore, SR 3.2.4.2 must be performed
(Required Action D. 1.1) within 12 hours of THERMAL POWER exceeding 75% RTP and
once per 12 hours thereafter. Calculating QPTR every 12 hours compensates for the
lost monitoring capability due to the inoperable NIS power range channel and allows
continued unit operation at power levels> 75% RTP. At power levels < 75% RTP,
operation of the core with radial power distributions beyond the design limits, at a power
level where DNB conditions may exist, is prevented. The 12 hour Completion Time is
consistent with the Surveillance Requirement Frequency in LCO 3.2.4, "QUADRANT
POWER TILT RATIO (QPTR)." Required Action D.1.1 has been modified by a Note
which only requires SR 3.2.4.2 to be performed if the Power Range Neutron Flux input to
QPTR becomes inoperable. Failure of a component in the Power Range Neutron Flux
Channel which renders the High Flux Trip Function inoperable may not affect the
capability to monitor QPTR. As such, determining QPTR using movable incore detectors
may not be necessary.



RTS Instrumentation
B 3.3.1

BASES

ACTIONS (contin ued) /L

The Required Actions have been modified by a Note thattllows placing
the inoperable channel in the bypass condition for up to ours while
performing routine surveillance testing of other channels. The Note also
allows placing the inoperable channel in the bypass condition to allow
setpoint adjustments of other channels when required to reduce the
setpoint in accordance with other Technical Specifications. The note also
allows an OPERABLE channel to be placed in bypass without enteringthe Required Actions for up t•nours for testing of the bypassed
channel. However, only onel)channel may be placed in bypass at any one
time. mhegbur time limit is jaus~ed in ReferenceO

/"Required Ac' n D.2.2 has been mf~dified by a N-ot-e wlich oely requires
SR3.2.4.2t' be performed fth ower Range Neuto l xiptt

QPTR b omes inoperable. Fa' re of a component in t Power Rang
Neutro lux Channel which r ders the High Flux Trip unction
inope ble may not affect the apability to monitor QP . As such,
det ining QPTR using thi movable incore detecto once per 12 ours
m not be necessary.

E.1 and E.2

Condition E applies to the following reactor trip Functions:

* Power Range Neutron Flux-Low;

* Overtemperature AT;

* Overpower AT;

* Pressurizer Pressure-High; and

* SG Water Level-Low Low.

A known inoperable channel must be placed in the tripped condition
withiý ours. Placing the channel in the tripped condition results in a
partial trip condition requiring only one-out-of-three logic for actuation of
the two-out-of-four trips. The(ours allowed to place the inoperable
channel in the tripped condition is justified in ReferencecO)(-0

If the operable channel cannot e placed in the trip condition within the
specified Completion Time, the unit must be placed in a MODE where
these Functions are not required OPERABLE. An additional 6 hours is
allowed to place the unit in MODE 3. Six hours is a reasonable time,
based on operating experience, to place th'e unit in MODE 3 from full
power in an orderly manner and without challenging unit systems.
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RTS Instrumentation
B 3.3.1

BASES

ACTIONS (continued)

The Required Actions have been modified by a Note that lows placing the
inoperable channel in the bypassed condition for up to hours while
performing routine surveillance testing of the other channels. The note also
allows an OPERABLE channel to be placed in bypass without entering the
Required Actions for up to hours for testing of the bypassed channel.
However, only one channel/ ay be placed in bypass at any one time. The

hour time limit is justified in Referencin - )

F.1 and F.2

Condition F applies to the Intermediate Range Neutron Flux trip when
THERMAL POWER is above the P-6 setpoint and, below the P-1 0 setpoint
and one channel is inoperable. Above the P-6 setpoint and below the P-10
setpoint, the NIS intermediate range detector performs the monitoring
Functions. If THERMAL POWER is greater than the P-6 setpoint but less

(c•f) than the P-10 setpoint,( hours is allowed to reduce THERMAL POWER
below the. P-6 setpoint or increase to THERMAL POWER above the P-10
setpoint. The NIS Intermediate Range Neutron Flux channels must be
OPERABLE when the power level is above the capability of the source
range, P-6, and below the capability of the power range, P-1 0. If
THERMAL POWER is greater than the P-10 setpoint, the NIS power range
detectors perform the monitoring and protection functions and the
intermediate range is not required. The Completion Times allow for a slow
and controlled power adjustment above P-10 or below P-6 and take into
account the redundant capability afforded by the redundant OPERABLE
channel, and the low probability of its failure during this period. This action
does not require the -inoperable channel to be tripped because the Function
uses one-out-of-two logic. Tripping one channel would trip the reactor.
Thus, the Required Actions specified in this Condition are only applicable
when channel failure does not result in reactor trip.

G.1 and G.2

Condition G applies to two inoperable Intermediate Range Neutron Flux trip
channels in MODE 2 when THERMAL POWER is above the P-6 setpoint
and below the P-10 setpoint. Required Actions specified in this Condition
are only applicable when channel failures do not result in reactor trip.
Above the P-6 setpoint and below the P-10 setpoint, the NIS intermediate
range detector performs the monitoring Functions. With no intermediate
range channels OPERABLE, the Required Actions are to suspend
operations involving positive reactivity additions immediately. This will
preclude any power level increase since there are no
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RTS Instrumentation
B 3.3.1

BASES

ACTIONS (continued)

additions; therefore, core reactivity should not be increasing, and a
12 hour Frequency is adequate. The Completion Times of within 1 hour
and once per 12 hours are based on operating experience in performing
the Required Actions and the knowledge that unit conditions will change
slowly. Required Action L. 1 is modified by a note which permits plant
temperature changes provided the temperature change is accounted for
in the calculated SDM and that Keff remains < 0.99. Introduction of
temperature changes including temperature increases when a positive
MTC exists, must be evaluated to ensure they do not result in a loss of
required SDM or adequate margin to criticality.

M.1 and M.2

Condition M applies to the following reactor trip Functions:

Pressurizer Pressure-Low;

Pressurizer Water Level-High;

Reactor Coolant Flow-Low (Two Loops);

Undervoltage RCPs; and

* Underfrequency RCPs. -

With one channel inoperable the inoperable channel must be placed in
the tripped condition within hours. Placing the channel in the tripped
condition results in a partial trip condition requiring only one additional
channel to initiate a reactor trip above theP-7 setpoint (and below the P-8
setpoint for the Reactor Coolant Flow-Low (Two Loops) Function). These
Functions do not have to be OPERABLE below the P-7 setpoint because,
for the Pressurizer Water Level-High function, transients are slow enough
for manual action; and for the other functions, power distributions that
would cause a DNB concern at this low power level are unlikely. The

ours allowed to place the channel in the tripped condition is justified in
Reference An additional 6 hours is allowed to reduce THERMAL
POWER to below P-7 if the inoperable channel cannot be restored to
OPERABLE status or placed in trip within the specified Completion Time.

Allowance of this time interval takes into consideration the redundant
capability provided by the remaining redundant OPERABLE channel, and
the low probability of occurrence of an event during this period that may
require the protection afforded by the Functions associated with
Condition M.
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B 3.3.1

BASES

ACTIONS (continued)

The Required Actions have been modified by a Note that llows placing
the inoperable channel in the bypassed condition for up t&pours while
performing routine surveillance testing of the other channels. The note
also allows an OPERABLE channel to be placed in bypass without
entering the Required Actions for up to hours for testing of the
bypassed channel. However, only one channel may be placed in bypass
at any one time. Thehour time limi justified in Referenc•

N.1 and N.2

Condition N applies to the Reactor Coolant Flow-Low (Single Loop)
reactor trip Function. With one channe inoperable, the inoperable
channel must be placed in trip withi r•hours. If the channel cannot be
restored to OPERABLE status or the channel placed in trip within the

-("'se , then THERMAL POWER must be reduced below the P-8
%setpoint within the next 4 hours. This places the unit in a MODE where

the LCO is no longer applicable. This trip Function does not have to be
OPERABLE below the P-8 setpoint because other RTS trip Functions (
provide core protection below the P-8 setpoint. The ours allowed to
restore the channel to OPERABLE status or place in trip and the
4 additional hours allowed to reduce THERMAL POWER to below the P-8
setpoint are justified in Referencealw

The Required Actions have been modified by a Note that allows placing
the inoperable channel in the bypassed condition for up to ours while
performing routine surveillance testing of the other channels. The note
also allows an OPERABLE channel to be placed in bypass without
entering the Required Actions for up to "hours for testing of the
bypassed channel. However, only one channel may be placed in bypass
at any one time. The our time jisustified in Referencoo-,

0.1, 0.2, P.1, and P.2

Condition 0 and P apply to Turbine Trip on Low Fluid Oil Pressure or on
Turbine Stop Valve Closure. With a channel inopearablehe inoperable
channel must be placed in the trip condition withinlours. If placed in
the tripped condition, this results in a partial trip condition requiring fewer
additional channel to initiate a reactor trip. If the channel cannot be
restored to OPERABLE status or placed in the trip condition, then power
must be reduced below the P-8 setpoint within the next 4 hours. The

(Z)_-(Tý,hours allowed to place the inoperable channel in the tripped condition
and the 4 hours allowed for reducing power are justified in Referenc ,
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BASES

ACTIONS (continued)

The Required Actions of Condition 0 have been modified by a Note that
allows placing the inoperable channel in the bypassed condition for up to

l-( hours while performing routine surveillance testing of the other
channels. The note also allows an OPERABLE channel to be placed in
bypass without entering the Required Actions for up taGl7ours for testing
of the bypassed channel. However, only one channel may be placed in
bypass at any one time. Thh~our time limit is justified in Reference

Q.1 and Q.2

Condition Q applies to the SI Input from ESFAS reactor trip and the RTS
Automatic Trip Logic in MODES 1 and 2. These actions address the train

(• orientation of the RTS for these Functions. With one train inoperable,
11ý nours are allowed to restore the train to OPERABLE status (Required

Action Q. 1) or the unit must be placed in MODE 3 within the next 6 hours.
The Completion Time ol( hours (Required Action Q.1) is reasonable
considering that in this Condition, the remaining OPERABLE train is
adequate to perform the safety function and iven the low probabilit o
an event during this interval. The pletion Time of 6 hours (Required
Action Q.2) is reasonable, based on operating experience, to reach
MODE 3 from full power in an orderly manner and without challenging

Sunit systems.

to-e reirkre, lt / The Required Actions have been modified by a Note that allows
it, bypassing one train up to 4 hours for surveillance testing, provided the

'Ore- -0 other train is OPERABLE.

-it R.1 and R.2 ,• kI-e4-,A A

Condition R applies to the RTBs in MODES 1 and 2. These actions
address the train orientation of the RTS for the RTBs. With one train
moperable,1uis allowedlto restore the train to OPERABLE status or

'(ý-the unit must be placed in MODE 3 within the next 6 hours. The
Completion Time of 6 hours is reasonable, based on operating
experience, to reach MODE 3 fro ower in an orderly manner and~~~without challenqginq unit svstlems., The 1 ho and 6 ho ft Complet"in '

•=fi~m`es /rre equal to th Ctime allo ~ed by L 3.0.3 for .7utdown ations in)
k~~~t~e~b.•e.nt of a compl~te loss o RTS Fun .on. fPlacing the unit in"

MODE 3 removes the requirement or this particular Function.

6uir Units _(J& and 2 
ISO./N
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BASES

ACTIONS (continue .d)0

The Required Actions have been I modified bJd NoIte NoteZalows
one RTB to be bypassed for up t hour for surveillance testing,provided the other RTB is OPERABLE. Note a allows an-eIRTB3 to be•,

/bpasd for up to/ hours fof maintenance •n undervoltjeo h•ti,
mech4fnisms if th oth'er RT 'train is OPEI BLE fJh our time limit is
justified in Reference") .(.

S.1 and S.2.

Condition S applies to the P-6 and P-10 interlocks. With one or more
channel(s) inoperable for one-out-of-two or two-out-of-four coincidence
logic, the associated interlock must be verified to be in its required state
for the existing unit condition within 1 hour or the unit must be placed in
MODE 3 within the next 6 hours. Verifying the interlock status, by visual
observation of the control room status lights, manually accomplishes the
interlock's Function. The Completion Time of 1 hour is based on
operating experience and the minimum amount of time allowed for
manual operator actions. The Completion Time of 6 hours is reasonable,
based on operating experience, to reach MODE"3 from full power in an
orderly manner and without challenging unit systems. The 1 hour and
6 hour Completion Times are equal to the time allowed by LCO 3.0.3 for
shutdown actions in the event of a complete loss of RTS Function.

T.I and T.2

Condition T applies to the P-7, P-8, and P-13 interlocks. With one or
more channel(s) inoperable for one-out-of-two or two-out-of-four
coincidence logic, the associated interlock must be verified to be in its
required state for the existing unit condition within 1 hour or the unit must
be placed in MODE 2 within the next 6 hours. These actions are
conservative for the case where power level is being raised. Verifying the-
interlock status, by visual observation of the control room status lights,
manually accomplishes the interlock's Function. The Completion Time of
1 hour is based on operating experience and the minimum amount of time
allowed for manual operator actions. The Completion-Time of 6 hours is
reasonable, based on operating experience, to reach MODE 2 from full
power in an orderly manner and without challenging unit systems.
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BASES

.SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)

is required only if reactor power is >_ 15% RTP and that 12 hours is
allowed for completing the first Surveillance after reaching 15% RTP. At
lower power levels, calorimetric data are inaccurate.

The Frequency of every 24 hours is adequate. It is based on unit
operating experience, considering instrument reliability and operating
history data for instrument drift. Together these factors demonstrate the
change in the absolute difference between'NIS and heat balance
calculated powers rarely exceeds 2% in any 24 hour period. Maintaining
the 2% agreement is only applicable during equilibrium conditions.

In addition, control room operators periodically monitor redundant
indications and alarms to detect deviations in channel outputs.

SR 3.3.1.3

SR 3.3.1.3 compares the incore system to the NIS channel output every
31 EFPD. If the absolute difference in AFD is > 3%, the NIS channel is
still OPERABLE, but must be readjusted.

If the NIS channel cannot be properly readjusted, the channel is declared
inoperable. This Surveillance is performed to verify the f(AI) input to the
overtemperature AT Function and overpower AT Function.

Two Notes modify SR 3.3.1.3. Note 1 indicates that the excore NIS
channel shall be adjusted if the absolute difference between the incore
and excore AFD is _> 3%. Note 2 clarifies that the Surveillance is required
only if reactor power is _> 15% RTP and that 24 hours is allowed for
completing the first Surveillance after reaching 15% RTP.

The Frequency of every 31 EFPD is adequate. It is based on unit
operating experience, considering instrument reliability and operating

history data for instrument drift. Also, the slow changes in neutron flux
during the fuel cycle can be detected during this interval.

SR 3.3.1.4

SR 3.3.1.4 is the performance of a TADOT ever ays on a
STAGGERED TEST BASIS. This test shall verify OPERABILITY by
actuation of the end devices.

The RTB test shall include separate verification of the undervoltage and
shunt trip mechanisms. Independent verification of RTB undervoltage
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and shunt trip Function is not required for the bypass breakers. No
capability is provided for performing such a test at power. The
independent test for bypass breakers is included in SR 3.3.1.14. The
bypass breaker test shall include a local shunt trip. A Note has been
added to indicate that this test must be performed on the bypass breaker
prior to placing it in service.

Th re uency of eve da s on a STAGGERED TEST BASIS is
adequ te. It is based on industry operati ' experienc , conside ing
instr ent rel bility and olbratin histo dat " -- v-4.. . gj

SR 3.3.1.5

SR 3.3.1.5 is the performance of an ACTUATION LOGIC TEST. The
SSPS is tested ever days on a STAGGERED TEST BASIS, using the
semiautomatic tester. The train being tested is placed in the bypass
condition, thus preventing inadvertent actuation. Through the
semiautomatic tester, all possible logic combinations, with and without
applicable permissiv s, are tested for each protection function. TheFrequency of every:,l1days on a S TAGGERED TEST BASIS is

(• ('de-quate. i~vs oased 6n industry p1erating exl]'erience, corTside-rirWg

i4nstrument/ eliability (nd o e~ratin• histor datj•r

SR 3.3.1.6

SR 3.3.1.6 is a calibration of the excore channels to the incore channels.
If the measurements do not agree, the excore channels are not declared
inoperable but must be calibrated to agree with the incore detector
measurements. If the excore channels cannot be adjusted, the channels
are declared inoperable. This Surveillance is performed to verify the f(AI)
input to the overtemperature AT Function and overpower AT Function.

A Note modifies SR 3.3.1.6. The Note states that this Surveillance is
required only if reactor power is > 75% RTP and that 24 hours is allowed
for completing the first surveillance after reaching 75% RTP.

The Frequency of 92 EFPD is adequate. It is based on industry operating
experience, considering instrument reliability and operating history data
for instrument drift.
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SR 3.3.1.7.-i Ii

SR 3.3.1.7 is the performance of a COT eve .days.

A COT is performed on each required channel to ensure the channel will
perform the intended Function.

The tested portion of the Loop must trip within the Allowable Values
specified in Table 3.3.1-1.

The setpoint shall be left set consistent with the assumptions of the
setpoint methodology.

SR 3.3.1.7 is modified by a Note that provides a 4 hour delay in the
requirement to perform this Surveillance for source range instrumentation
when entering MODE 3 from MODE 2. This Note allows a normal
shutdown to proceed without a delay for testing in MODE 2 and for a
short time in MODE 3 until the RTBs are open and SR 3.3.1.7 is no
longer required to be performed. If the unit is to be in MODE 3 with the
RTBs closed for > 4 hours this Surveillance must be completed within 4
hours after entry into MODE 3. The surveillance shall include verification
of the high flux at shutdown alarm setpoint of less than or equal to the
average CPS Neutron Level reading (most consistent value between
highest and lowest CPS Neutron Level reading) at five times background.

The Frequency of ds is justified in Reference&

SR 3.3.1.8

SR 3.3.1.8 is the performance of a COT as described in SR 3.3.1.7,
except it is modified by a Note that this test shall include verification that
the P-6, during the Intermediate Range COT, and P-10, during the Power
Range COT, interlocks are in their required state for the existing unit
condition. The verification is performed by visual observation of the
permissive status light in the unit control room. The Frequency is
modified by a Note that allows this surveillance to be satisfied if it has
been performed within days of the Frequencies prior to reactor startup
and four ours after reducing power below P-10 and P-6. The Frequency
of "prior to startup" ensures this surveillance is performed prior to critical
operations and applies to the source, intermediate and power range low
instrument channels. The Frequency of "4 hours after reducing power
below P-10" (applicable to intermediate and power range low channels)
and "4 hours after reducing power below P-6" (applicable to source range
channels) allows a normal'shutdown to be completed and the unit
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SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (continued)

Se_,"i"Y removed from the MODE of Applicability for this surveillance without a
delay to prform he testing required by this surveillance. The Frequency

,lr 'J of every days thereafter applies if the plant remains in the MODE of
j,ýk ,-, i? • Applicability after the initial performances of prior to reactor startup and

four hours after reducing power below P-10 or P-6. The MODE of
Applicability for this surveillance is < P-1 0 for the power range low and
intermediate range channels and < P-6 for the source range channels.
Once the unit is in MODE 3, this surveillance is no longer required. If
power is to be maintained < P-10 or < P-6 for more than 4 hours, then the
testing required by this surveillance must be performed prior to the
expiration of the 4 hour limit. Four hours is a reasonable time to complete
the required testing or place the unit in a MODE where this surveillance is

/M-311 no longer required. This test ensures that the NIS source, intermediate,
OQN Mew Le, and power range low channels are OPERABLE prior to taking the reactor

_ go'e•.r- o r critical and after reducing power into the applicable MODE (< P-10 or < P-
, - 1.: _6) for periods > 4 hours.it

\1 II A5 I~ r-p e I I bcJ.-

Unav,ý- -+7 eIVedrotionts

iv A ~ ciJQ

SR 3.3.1.9

SR 3.3.1.9 is the performance of a TADOT and is performed every
92 days, as justified in Reference 7.

,,. -t-4,," "The SR is modified by a Note that excludes verification of setpoints from
the TADOT. Since this SR applies to RCP undervoltage and

CW~vor-"L c.(L.-1t3 i4T' ON underfrequency relays, setpoint verification requires elaborate bench

s 4_-r,,. hf"- weor calibration and is accomplished during the CHANNEL CALIBRATION.

11ý14ý-rile SR 3.3.1.10

A CHANNEL CALIBRATION is e ever 18 months/r b
appr ximate at ever refuelin HANNEL CALIBRATION is a
complete check of the ins rument loop, including the sensor. The test
verifies that the channel responds to a measured parameter within the
necessary range and accuracy.

CHANNEL CALIBRATIONS must be performed consistent with the
assumptions of the setpoint methodology.

The Frequency of 18 months is based on the assumption of an 18 month
calibration interval in the determination of the magnitude of equipment
drift in the setpoint methodology.
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C.1, C.2.1 and C.2.2

Condition C applies to the automatic actuation logic and actuation relays for the
following functions:

* SI;

Containment Spray;

Phase A Isolation; and

* Phase B Isolation.

This action addresses the train orientation Af the SSPS and the master and
slave relays. If one train is inoperable, hours are allowed to restore the train

- to OPERABLE status. The specified Completion Time is reasonable
r MT+0.-f21 -- considering that there is another train OPERABLE, and the low probability of

- ~e . t ry. " -',: ,- a n e v e n t o c c u rrin g d u rin g th is in te rv a l. If th e tra in c a n n o t b e re s to re d to
OPERABLE status, the unit must be placed in a MODE in which the LCO does

- / - PD -r L -97 • not apply. T his is done by placing the unit in at least M O D E 3 w ithin an
/. r " - "f i-. >a d1ad d itio n a l 6 h o u rs ( h o u rs to ta l tim e ) a n d in M O D E 5 w ith in a n a d d itio n a l

030 hours (t hours total time). The Completion Times are reasonable, based
0 / . on operating experience, to reach the required unit conditions from full power

conditions in an orderly manner and without challenging unit systems.

The Required Actions are modified by a Note that allows one train to be
bypassed for up to 4 hours for surveillance testing, provided the other train is
OPERABLE. The Required Actions are not required to be met during this time,

3. ,. II/ Vc ,.( gSPS' unless the train is discovered inoperable during the testing. This allowance is

sL v •e m r, .,,- based on the reliability analysis assum ption of W CA P-1 0271-P-A (Ref. 7) that
. ,4 hours is the average time required to perform h urveillance.

• .-4, e - rC. • _,v -i *Ae , D 1 D .2 .1 .a n d D 2 .2

nra-l o~.r Ao~ve MUL.ac C(

rs C-'a X

f) &- ctn DtJ 6C
Fsr

)ndition D applies to:

Containment Pressure-High;

Pressurizer Pressure-Low Low;

Steam Line Pressure-Low;
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T ýz'K A"J

oe&'((ýCAo%&£V-'1V

or feH'e-k 'I 40,

Steam Line Pressure-Negative Rate-High;

SG Water Level - High High (P-14) for the Feedwater Isolation
Function.

SG Water level-Low Low, and

* Loss of offsite power.

If one channel is inoperable are allowed to restore the channel to
OPERABLE status or to place it in the tripped condition. Generally this
Condition applies to functions that operate on two-out-of-three logic.
Therefore, failure of one channel places the Function in a two-out-of-two
configuration. One channel must be tripped to place the Function in a one-out-
of-two configuration that satisfies redundancy requirements.

Failure to restore the inoperable channel to OPERABLE status or place it in the
tripped condition within ours requires the unit be placed in MODE 3 within
the following 6 hours and E 4 within the next 6 hours.

The allowed Completion Times are reasonable, based on operating
experience, to reach the required unit conditions from full power conditions in
an orderly manner and without challenging unit systems. In MODE 4, these
Functions are no longer required OPERABLE.

The Required Actions are modifieedy a Note that allows the inoperable
channel to be bypassed for up toours for surveillance testing of other
channels. The note also allows an OPERABLE channel to be placed in bypass
without entering the Required Actions for up to( ours tor testing of the /
bypassed chann owever, only one channel mav be placed in bypass at
any one time._Ilhq6 hours all ed to restor fthe channeyto OPERAPLEI
s--atu, or to placethe inopera e channel in Jhet d c ndition, ar• theJ

hours allowed for testing, are justified in Reference;

E.1, E.2.1, and E.2.2

Condition E applies to:

Containment Spray Containment Pressure - High High;

Containment Phase B Isolation Containment Pressure - High-High, and

Steam Line Isolation Containment Pressure - High High.
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None of these signals has input to a control function. Thus, two-out-of-three
logic is necessary to meet acceptable protective requirements. However, a
two-out-of-three design would require tripping a failed channel. This is
undesirable because a single failure would then cause spurious containment
spray initiation. Spurious spray actuation is undesirable because of the
cleanup problems presented. Therefore, these channels are designed with
two-out-of-four logic so that a failed channel may be bypassed rather than
tripped. Note that one channel may be bypassed and still satisfy the single
failure criterion.

Furthermore, with one channel bypassed, a single instrumentation channel
failure will not spuriously initiate containment spray.

To avoid the inadvertent actuation of containment spray and Phase B
containment isolation, the inoperable channel should not be placed in the
tripped condition. Instead it is bypassed. Restoring the channel to OPERABLE
status, or placing the inoperable channel in the bypass condition withi ours,
is sufficient to assure that the Function remains OPERABLE and minimizes the
time that the Function may be in a partial trip condition (assuming-the
inoperable channel has failed high). The Completion Time is further justified
based on the low probability of an event occurring during this interval. Failure

,. to restore the inoperable channel to OPERABLE status, or place it in the
bypassed condition withini)hours, requires the unit be placed in MODE 3
within the following 6 hours and MODE 4 within the next 6 hours. The allowed
Completion Times are reasonable, based on operating experience, to reach the
required unit conditions from full power conditions in an orderly manner and
without challenging unit systems. In MODE 4, these Functions are no longer
required OPERABLE.

The Required Actions are modified by a Note that allows one additional
channel to be bypassed for up t ours for surveillance testing. Placing a
second channel in the bypass condition for up to, ours for testing purposes is
acceptable based on the results of Referen

F.1, F.2.1, and F.2.2

Condition F applies to:

Manual Initiation of Steam Line Isolation; and

P-4 Interlock.
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For the Manual Initiation and the P-4 Interlock Functions, this action addresses
the train orientation of the SSPS. If a train or channel is inoperable, 48 hours is
allowed to return it to OPERABLE status. The specified Completion Time is
reasonable considering the nature of these Functions, the. available
redundancy, and the low probability of an event occurring during this interval. If
the Function cannot be returned to OPERABLE status, the unit must be placed
in MODE 3 within the next 6 hours and MODE 4 within the following 6 hours.
The allowed Completion Times are reasonable, based on operating
experience, to reach the required unit conditions from full power in an orderly
manner and without challenging unit systems. In MODE 4, the unit does not
have any analyzed transients or conditions that require the explicit use of the
protection functions noted above.

G.1 and G.2

Condition G applies to manual initiation of Steam Line Isolation.

This action addresses the operability of the manual steam line isolation function
for each individual main steam isolation valve. If a channel is inoperable, 48
hours is allowed to return it to an OPERABLE status. If the train cannot be
restored to OPERABLE status, the Conditions and Required Actions of LCO
3.7.2, "Main Steam Isolation Valves," must be entered for the associated
inoperable valve. The specified Completion Time is reasonable considering
that there is a system level manual initiation train for this Function and the low
probability of an event occurring during this interval.

• , r cr'.ri-or t, -t- H.1, H.2.1 and H.2.2

i pe ,ez Ila, -1, t "fV Condition H applies to the automatic actuation logic and actuation relays for the

b P'FCL• si S Steam Line Isolation, Feedwater Isolation, and AFW actuýtia Functions.

r " The action addresses the train orientation of the SSP~and the master and slave
-&e--rie..•(• 0~,10 relays for these functions. If one train is inoperable,$ ours are allowed to restore

the train to OPERABLE status. The Completion Time for restoring a train to
OPERABLE status is reasonable considering that there is another train
OPERABLE, and the low probability of an event occurring during this interval. If
the train cannot be returned to OPERABLE status, the unit must be brought to
MODE 3 within the next 6 hours and MODE 4 within the following 6 hours. The
allowed Completion Times are reasonable, based on operating experience, to
reach the required unit conditions from full power conditions in an orderly
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_L,6f , . JSk1 t' / vo, manner and without challenging unit systems. Placing the unit in MODE 4
4 6_,v rejy 9 r sw-.,(a-.[ removes all requirements for OPERABILITY of the protection channels and

nIZ%' ,4! of: actuation functions. In this MODE, the unit does not have analyzed transientor conditions that require the explicit use of the protection functions noted
above.

-fAQ.• A•v•- (D4c•, f LI-&V. The Required Actions are modified by a Note that allows one train to be
f '."r •r oc, e..,(e bypassed for up to 4 hours for surveillance testing provided the other train is

- ,OPERABLE. This allowance is based on the reliability analysis (Ref. 7)
7AO ,eZ., Ave- +0 C-,V assumption that 4 hours is the average time required to perform channel

,- ( •J'£ - surveillance.

Of L. te •,1.1 and 1.2

ts

-f-0 F PG7Zft~(3Lc7 -str~.-h

Condition I applies to the automatic actuation logic and actuation relays for the
Turbine Trip Function. .

This action addresses the train orientation of the SSPS a, he master and
slave relays for this Function. If one train is inoperable hours are allowed to
restore the train to OPERABLE status or the unit must be placed in MODE 3
within the following 6 hours.) The Completion Time for restoring a train to
OPERABLE status is reasonable considering that there is another train
OPERABLE, and the low probability of an event occurring during this interval.
The allowed Completion Time of 6 hours is reasonable, based on operating
experience, to reach MODE 3 from full power conditions in an orderly manner
and without challenging unit systems. These Functions are no longer required
in MODE 3. Placing the unit in MODE 3 removes all requirements for
OPERABILITY of the protection channels and actuation functions. In this
MODE, the unit does not have analyzed transients or conditions that require
the explicit use of the protection functions noted above.

The Required Actions are modified by a Note that allows one train to be
bypassed for up to 4 hours for surveillance testing provided the other train is
OPERABLE. This allowance is based on the reliability analysis (Ref. 7)
assumption that 4 hours is the average time required to perform channel
surveillance.

J.1 and J.2

Condition J applies to:

* SG Water Level-High High (P-14) for the Turbine Trip Function; and

* Tavg-Low.
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If one channel is inoperable, )hours are allowed to restore one channel to
OPERABLE status or to place it in the tripped condition. If placed in the tripped
condition, the Function is then in.a.Dartial trip condition where one-out-of-two
lo "7 01 rrr• . esult in actuatio.,A e 6 hour Cornletion Time s justifie in)

(f 0 weJk to efvrt- ef ence 7. ai ure o restore the inoperable channel to OPERABLE status or

wplace it in the tripped condition withifr(uhours requires the unit to be placed
MODE 3 within the following 6 hours. The allowed Completion Time of hours

DpGY(AbL-!; c~r-ý-.is is reasonable, based on operating experience, to reach MODE 3 from full
oro power conditions in an orderly manner and without challenging unit systems.

Pe&co 'h In MODE 3, these Functions are no logrrqieIPRBE

The Required Actions are modifie Note that allows the inoperable
channel to be bypassed for up oous for surveillance testing of other

k~L to. channels. The note also allows an OPERABLE channel to be placed in bypass
without entering the Required Actions for up tooghours for testing of the Z

bypased chnnel.owever, only one channel may be placed in bypass at
an one time T ours allowed to place the inoperable channel in the

7• ' tripped condition, and the hours allowed for a channel to be in the bypassed
condition for testing, ar justified in ReferencE7

K.1 and K.2

Condition K applies to the AFW pump start on trip of all MFW pumps.

This action addresses the relay contact orientation for the auto start function of
the AFW System on loss of all MFW pumps. The OPERABILITY of the AFW
System must be assured by allowing automatic start of the AFW System
pumps. If a channel is inoperable,
1 hour is allowed to place the channel in trip. If placed in the tripped condition,
the function is then in a partial trip condition where a one-out-of-one logic will
result in actuation. If the channel is not placed in trip within 1 hour, 6 hours are
allowed to place the unit in MODE 3. The allowed Completion Time of 6 hours
is reasonable, based on operating experience, to reach MODE 3 from full
power conditions in an orderly manner and without challenging unit systems.
In MODE 3, the unit does not have any analyzed transients or conditions that
require the explicit use of the protection function noted above.

L. 1

Condition L applies to the Doghouse Water Level - High High.

The failure of one required channel in one train in either reactor building
doghouse results in a loss of redundancy for the function. The function can still
be initiated by the remaining operable train. The inoperable train is, required to
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thus, it is key to verifying the instrumentation continues to operate properly
between each CHANNEL CALIBRATION.

Agreement criteria are determined by the unit staff, based on a combination of
the channel instrument uncertainties, including indication and reliability. If a
channel is outside the criteria, it may be an indication that the sensor or the
signal processing equipment has drifted outside its limit.

The Frequency is based on operating experience that demonstrates channel
failure is rare. The CHANNEL CHECK supplements less formal, but more
frequent, checks of channels during normal operational use of the displays
associated with the LCO required channels.

SR 3.3.2.2

SR 3.3.2.2 is thpeerformance of an ACTUATION LOGIC TEST. The SSPS is
tested every days on a STAGGERED TEST BASIS, using the
semiautomatic tester. The train being tested is placed in the bypass condition,
thus preventing inadvertent actuation. Through the semiautomatic tester, all
possible logic combinations, with and without applicable permissives, are
tested for each protection function. In addition, the master relay coil is pulse
tested for continuity. This verifies that the logic modules are OPERABLE and
that there is an intact voltage signal path to the master relay coils. The(•• ~Frequency of everyodays on a STAGGERED TEST BASIS Jis~aequat . It is

base on inau r operating exerience, cons/derin-g-instFrur~ent reliabiliti and,,
•0 pating his~r aa i, -

S R 3.3.2.3

SR 3.3.2.3 is the performance of a COT on the RWST level and
Containment Pressure Control Start and Terminate Permissives.

A COT is performed on each required channel to ensure the entire channel
will perform the intended Function. Setpoints must be found within the
Allowable Values specified in Table 3.3. 2-1. This test is performed every
31 days. The Frequency is adequate, based on operating experience,
considering instrument reliability and operating history data.

SR 3.3.2.4

SR 3.3.2.4 is the performance of a MASTER RELAY TEST. The MASTER
RELAY TEST is the energizing of the master relay, Verifying contact operation
and a low voltage continuity check of the slave relay coil. Upon master relay
contact operation, a low voltage is injected to the slave relay coil.
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This voltage is insufficient to pick up the slave relay, but large enou h to
demonstrate signal path continuity. This test is performed eve r( ays
on a STAGGERED TEST BASIS. The time allowed for the testing

-1-L F e• rof (4 hours) aind t e surve' anceintval are justified in Reference 7.

S R 3.3.2.5

1"--~~re~nce- I, ISR 3.3.2.5 is the performance of a COT.

A COT is performed on each required channel to ensure the channel will
perform the intended Function. The tested portion of the loop must trip within
the Allowable Values specified in Table 3.3. 2-1.

The setpoint shall be left set consistent with the assumptions of the setpoint
methodology.

The Frequency o ays is justified in Referenc

SR 3.3.2.6

SR 3.3.2.6 is the performance of a SLAVE RELAY TEST. The SLAVE RELAY
TEST is the energizing of the slave relays. Contact operation is verified in one
of two ways. Actuation equipment that may be operated in the design
mitigation MODE is either allowed to function, or is placed in a condition where
the relay contact operation can be verified without operation of the equipment.
Actuation equipment that may not be operated in the design mitigation MODE
is prevented from operation by the SLAVE RELAY TEST circuit. For this latter
case, contact operation is verified by a continuity check of the circuit containing
the slave relay. This test is performed every 92 days. The Frequency is
adequate, based on industry operating experience, considering instrument
reliability and operating history data.

SR 3.3.2.7

SR 3.3.2.7 is the performance of a TADOT. This test is a check of the Manual
Actuation Functions, AFW pump start, Reactor Trip (P-4) Interlock and
Doghouse Water Level - High High feedwater isolation. It is performed every
18 months. Each Manual Actuation Function is tested up to, and including, the
master relay coils. In some instances, the test includes actuation of the end
device (i.e., pump starts, valve cycles, etc.). The Frequency is adequate,
based on industry operating experience and is consistent with the typical
refueling cycle. The SR is modified by a Note that excludes verification of
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setpoints during the TADOT for manual initiation Functions. The manual
initiation Functions have no associated setpoints.

SR 3.3.2.8 pvgalr f fatc4f
SR 3.3.2.8 is the performance of a CHANNEL CALIBRATION. -

•_[ev if'ry refliiný-4, HANNEL CALIBRATION is a complete check of the••"/

Cinstrument loop, including the sensor. The test verifies that the channeli

CAor le, res~pomnds to measured parameter within the necessary range and accuracy.

Paý_k -r"•, ePv'.- o r CHANNEL CALIBRATIONS must be performed consistent with the
•vr,A5 rt"-f-•U ej -e. assumptions of the unit specific setpoint methodology.

Or% t-e PJSi -s , 5  The Frequency of 18 months is based on the assumption of an 18 month

-, ," 0 •, ( calibration interval in the determination of the magnitude of equipment drift in
the setpoint methodology.

v. t,, This SR is modified by a Note stating that this test should include verification

1(4MJra 0o ~ that the time constants are adjusted to the prescribed values where applicable.
The applicable time constants are shown in Table 3.3.2-1.

i r J -i _.,1

Li"-rVjAi-tec C~--'e,7 -AAme

66Yee~ (rrf.

SR 3.3.2.9

This SR ensures the individual channel ESF RESPONSE TIMES are less than
or equal to the maximum values assumed in the accident analysis. Response
Time testing acceptance criteria are included in the UFSAR (Ref. 2). Individual
component response times are not modeled in the analyses. The analyses
model the overall or total elapsed time, from the point at which the parameter
exceeds the Trip Setpoint value at the, sensor, to the point at which the
equipment in both trains reaches the required functional state (e.g., pumps at
rated discharge pressure, valves in full open or closed position).

For channels that include dynamic transfer functions (e.g., lag, lead/lag,
rate/lag, etc.), the response time test may be performed with the transfer
functions set to one with the resulting measured response time compared to
the appropriate UFSAR response time. Alternately, the response time test can
be performed with the time constants set to their nominal value provided the
required response time is analytically calculated assuming the time constants
are set at their nominal values. The response time may be measured by a
series of overlapping tests such that the entire response time is measured.
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BASES

REFERENCES 1. UFSAR, Chapter 6.

2. UFSAR, Chapter 7.

3. UFSAR, Chapter 15.

4. IEEE-279-1971.

5. 10 CFR 50.49.

6. 10 CFR 50.36, Technical Specifications, (c)(2)(ii).

7. WCAP-1 0271-P-A, Supplement 1 and Supplement 2, Rev. 1, May 1986
and June 1990.

8. WCAP 13632-P-A, Revision 2, "Elimination of Pressure Sensor
Response Time Testing Requirements" Sep., 1995.

9. WCAP-14036-P-A, Revision 1, "Elimination of Periodic Protection
Channel Response Time Tests" Oct., 1998.
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Attachment 5

SUMMARY OF REGULATORY COMMITMENTS

The following table identifies those actions committed to by
Duke in this document. Any other statements in this
submittal are provided for information purposes and are not
considered to be commitments. Please direct questions
regarding these commitments to Mr. L. J. Rudy, Regulatory
Compliance, Catawba Nuclear Station (803) 831-3084 or Mr. P.
T. Vu, Regulatory Compliance, McGuire Nuclear Station (704)
875-4302.

COMMITMENT Due Date/Event
The proposed changes to the Catawba Within 90 days of
and McGuire Nuclear Stations Technical NRC approval.
Specifications will be implemented
within 90 days of NRC approval.
Activities that degrade the Administrative
availability of auxiliary feedwater, controls will be
reactor coolant system (RCS) pressure implemented within
relief, ATWS mitigating system 90 days of NRC
actuation circuitry (AMSAC), or approval.
turbine trip should not be scheduled
when an RTB is out of service.
Activities that could degrade the Administrative
operable train of RPS including master controls will be
relays, slave relays, and analog implemented within
channels should not be scheduled 90 days of NRC
concurrently with the out of service approval.
train.
Activities on electrical support Administrative
systems for auxiliary feedwater, RCS controls will be
pressure relief, AMSAC, or turbine implemented within
trip should not be scheduled during 90 days of NRC
RTB maintenance. approval.
As part of the implementation of the Administrative
proposed license amendment, to address controls will be
a logic cabinet in maintenance, Duke implemented within
will ensure solid state protection 90 days of NRC
system (SSPS) train and engineered approval.
safety features actuation system
(ESFAS) train unavailability is
included in the Catawba and McGuire
Maintenance Rule 10 CFR 50.65(a) (4)
program.
Catawba and McGuire will trend as- Administrative
found.and as-left data under the controls will be
System Health Program for the three implemented within
representative trip functions analyzed 90 days of NRC
in WCAP-15376 (i.e., OTDT, SG level, approval.
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and pressurizer pressure) for two
years (four data points) after
implementation of the amendment
granting 184-day COTs. The data will
be trended to evaluate whether the
extended frequencies for the affected
instruments remain valid.
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Attachment 6B
NON-PROPRIETARY

APPLICABILITY OF WCAP-14333-P-A and
WCAP-15376-P-A ANALYSES TO CNS

In accordance with the guidance provided in letter WOG-98-
245, "Implementation Guideline for WCAP-14333-P-A, Rev. 1
(Proprietary), "Probabilistic Risk Analysis of the RPS and
ESFAS Test Times and Completion Times,"" dated December 2,
1998 (Ref. 4); the information provided in the attached
tables demonstrates the applicability of the generic WCAP-
14333 analysis to the Catawba Nuclear Station.

In accordance with the guidance provided in letter WOG-03-
202, "Transmittal of Approved Topical Report: WCAP-15376-P-
A, Rev. 1, (Proprietary) "Risk-Informed Assessment of the
RTS and ESFAS Surveillance Test Intervals and Reactor Trip
Breaker Test and Completion Times" and Implementation
Guidelines (MUHP-.3046)," dated April 3, 2003 (Ref. 21); the
information in the attached tables demonstrates the
applicability of the generic WCAP-15376 analysis to the
Catawba Nuclear Station. As suggested in this letter Tables
2 and 3 are for both WCAPs.

WCAP-14333-P-A and WCAP-15376-P-A Condition 1 Analysis:

In order to address this condition Westinghouse issued
implementation guidelines for licensees to confirm the
analyses are applicable to their plants.

Confirm Applicability:

]a,c
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McGuire/Catawba Containment Failure. Analysis:

I

Ia,

WCAP-15376-P-A Condition 3 Analysis (McGuire/Catawba
Evaluation of Concurrent Testing on a Logic Cabinet and
Associated RTB):

]a,c

PRA Quality - Catawba

Duke periodically evaluates changes to the plant with
respect to the assumptions and modeling in the Catawba PRA.
-The original Catawba PRA was initiated in July 1984 by Duke
Power Company assisted by several outside contractors who
performed specialized subtasks. It was a full scope Level 3
PRA with internal and-external events. A peer review
sponsored by the Electric Power Research Institute (EPRI)
was conducted after completion of the draft report. The
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study was published in an internal Duke reportlin 1987 as
Revision 0 to the PRA.

On November 23, 1988, the NRC issued Generic Letter 88-202,
which requested that licensees conduct an Individual Plant
Examination (IPE) in order to identify potential severe
accident vulnerabilities at their plants. The Catawba
response to GL 88-20 was provided by letter dated September
10, 19923. Catawba's response included an updated Catawba
PRA (Revision 1) study.

The Catawba PRA Revision 1 study and the IPE process
resulted in a comprehensive, systematic examination of
Catawba with regard to potential severe accidents. The
Catawba study was again a full-scope, Level' 3 PRA with
analysis of both the internal'and external events. This
examination identified the most likely severe accident
sequences, both internally and externally induced, with
quantitative perspectives on likelihood and fission product
release potential. The results of the study prompted
change's in equipment, plant configuration and enhancements
in plant procedures to reduce vulnerability of the plant to
some accident sequences of concern.

By letter dated June 7, 1994 , the NRC provided a Safety
Evaluation of the internal events portion of the above
Catawba IPE submittal. The conclusion of the NRC letter
[page 16] states:

"The staff finds the licensee's IPE submittal for
internal events including internal flooding essentially
complete, with the level of detail consistent with the
information requested in NUREG-1335. Based on the review
of. the submittal and the associated supporting
information, the staff finds reasonable the licensee's
IPE conclusion that no fundamental weakness or severe
accident vulnerabilities exist at Catawba."

In response to Generic Letter 88-20, Supplement 4, Duke
completed an Individual Plant Examination of External Events
(IPEEE) for severe accidents. This IPEEE was submitted to
the NRC by letter dated June 21, 19945. The report
contained a summary of the methods, results and conclusions
of the Catawba IPEEE program. The IPEEE process and
supporting Catawba PRA included a comprehensive, systematic
examination of severe accident potential resulting from
external initiating events. By letter dated April 12,
19996, the NRC provided an evaluation of the IPEEE
submittal. The conclusion of the NRC letter [page 61
states:

Page 6B-3



Attachment 6B
NON-PROPRIETARY

"The staff finds the licensee's IPEEE submittal is
complete with regard to the information requested by
Supplement 4 to GL 88-20 (and associated guidance in
NUREG-1407), and the IPEEE results are reasonable given
the Catawba design, operation, and history. Therefore,
the staff concludes that the licensee's IPEEE process is
capable of identifying the most likely severe accidents
and severe accident vulnerabilities, and therefore, that
the Catawba IPEEE has met the intent of Supplement 4 to
GL 88-20."

In 1996, Catawba initiated Revision 2 of the 1992 IPE and
provided the results to the NRC in 19987. Since the initial
completion of Revision 2, there have been subsequent
revisions, 2a, 2b, and 2c which incorporated changes to the
model to reflect both plant modifications as well as PRA
model enhancements.

Revision 3 of the Catawba PRA was completed in December 2004
and Revision 3a was completed in December 2005. This update
is a. comprehensive revision to the PRA models and associated
documentation. The objectives of this update were as
follows:

* To ensure the models comprising the PRA accurately
reflect the current plant, including its physical
configurations, operating procedures, maintenance
practices, etc.

" To review recent operating experience with respect to
updating the frequency of plant transients, failure
rates, and maintenance unavailability data.

" To correct items identified as errors and implement PRA
enhancements as needed.

" To address areas for improvement identified in the
recent Catawba PRA Peer Review.

" To utilize updated Common Cause Analysis data and Human
Reliability Analysis data.

PRA maintenance encompasses the identification and
evaluation of new information into the PRA and typically
involves minor modifications to the plant model. PRA
maintenance and updates as well as guidance for developing
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PRA data and evaluation of plant modifications, are governed
by Workplace Procedures.

Approved workplace procedures address the quality assurance
of the PRA. One way the quality assurance of the PRA is
ensured is by maintaining a set of system notebooks on each
of the PRA systems. Each system PRA analyst is responsible
for updating a specific system model. A PRA update consists
of a comprehensive review of the system including drawings
and plant modifications made since the last update as well
as implementation of any PRA change notices that may exist
on the system. The analyst's primary focal point is with
the system engineer at the site. The system engineer
provides information for the update as needed. The analyst
reviews the PRA model with the system engineer and as
necessary, conducts a system walk down with the system
engineer.

The system notebooks contain, but are not limited to,
documentation on system design, testing and maintenance
practices, success criteria, assumptions, descriptions of
the reliability data, as well as the results of the
quantification. The system notebooks are reviewed and
signed off by a second independent person and are approved
by the manager of the group.

When any change to the PRA is identified, the same three-
signature process of identification, review, and approval is
utilized to ensure that the change is valid and that it
receives the proper priority.

In January 2001, an enhanced manual configuration control
process was implemented to more effectively track, evaluate,
and implement PRA changes to better ensure the PRA reflects
the as-built, as-operated plant. This process was further
enhanced in July 2002 with the implementation of an
electronic PRA change tracking tool.

Peer Review Process - Catawba

Between March 18-22, 2002, Catawba participated in the
Westinghouse Owners Group (WOG) PRA Certification Program.
This review followed a process that was originally developed
and used by the Boiling Water Reactor Owners Group (BWROG)
and subsequently broadened to be an industry-applicable
process through the Nuclear Energy Institute Risk (NEI)
Applications Task Force. The resulting industry~document;
NEI-00-02 8 , describes the overall PRA peer review process.
The Certification/Peer Review process is also linked to the
ASME PRA Standard9 .
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The objective of the PRA Peer Review process is to provide a
method for establishing the technical quality and adequacy
of a PRA for a range of potential risk-informed plant
applications for which the PRA may be used. The PRA Peer
Review process employs a team of PRA and system analysts,
who possess significant expertise in PRA development and PRA
applications. The team uses checklists to evaluate the
scope, comprehensiveness, completeness, and fidelity of the
PRA being reviewed. One of the key parts of the review is
an assessment of the maintenance and update process to
ensure the PRA reflects the as-built plant.

The review team for the Catawba PRA Peer Review consisted of
six members. Three of the members were PRA personnel from
other utilities., The remaining three were industry
consultants. Reviewer independence was maintained by
assuring that none of the six individuals had any
involvement in the development of the Catawba PRA or IPE.

A summary of some of the Catawba PRA strengths and
recommended areas for improvement from the peer review are
as follows:

Strengths

* Aggressive response to past PRA peer reviews
• Knowledgeable personnel
" Culture of continuous improvement
• Documentation of final results and analyses
" Good capture of plant experience into the model
* Rigorous Level 2 and 3 PRA

Recommended Areas for Improvement

" Limited comparison to other plant / utilities PRAs
for results and techniques

• Better documentation of bases for success criteria
and HRA'timing

* More focus on realism vs. conservatism in models
" More attention to eliminating old documentation and

modeling assumptions / simplifications
* Consider more efficient methods to streamline

recovery / post-processing process

Basedý on the PRA peer review report, the Catawba PRA
received no Fact and Observations (F&O) with the.
significance level of "A" and 32 F&O with the significance
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level of "B". The "B" findings have been reviewed and
prioritized for incorporation into the PRA. Some of the "B"
findings have already been resolved during the normal PRA
update process. It is expected that the remaining F&O will
be resolved and dispositioned in Revision 4.of the PRA.

The remaining open F&O were reviewed with respect to the
impact on the PRA and all were determined to be
insignificant with respect to the RPS/ESFAS models.

PRA Model - Catawba

The Catawba PRA is a full scope PRA including both internal
and external events. The model includes the necessary
initiating events (e.g., LOCAs, transients) to evaluate the
frequency of accidents. The previous reviews of the Catawba
PRA, NRC and peer reviews have not identified deficiencies
related to the scope of initiating events considered.

The Catawba PRA includes models for those systems needed to
estimate core damage frequency. These include all of the
major support systems (e.g., ac power, service water,
component cooling, and instrument air) as well as the
mitigating systems (e.g., emergency core cooling). These
systems are modeled down to the component level, pumps,
valves, and heat exchangers. This level of detail is
sufficient for applications.

References - Catawba

1. "Catawba Nuclear Station Unit 1 Probabilistic Risk
Assessment," Volumes 1-3, Duke Power Company, August 18,
1987.

2. Generic Letter 88-20, Individual Plant Examination for
Severe Accident Vulnerabilities, USNRC, November 1988.

3. Letter Duke Power Company to Document Control Desk
(USNRC), Catawba Units 1 and 2, "Individual Plant
Examination (IPE) Submittal in Response to Generic
Letter 88-20," September 10, 1992.

4. Letter USNRC to Duke Power Company, "Safety Evaluation
of Catawba Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2 .Individual
Plant Examination (IPE) Submittal," June 7, 1994.

5. Letter Duke Power Company to Document Control Desk
(USNRC), Catawba Units 1 and 2, "Individual Plant
Examination of External Events (IPEEE) Submittal," June
21, 1994.
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6. Letter USNRC to Duke Power Company, "CATAWBA NUCLEAR
STATION -- REVIEW OF INDIVIDUAL PLANT EXAMINATION OF
EXTERNAL EVENTS (IPEEE)," April 12, 1999.

7. Letter Duke Energy Corporation to Document Control Desk
(USNRC), Catawba Units 1 and 2, "Probabilistic Risk
Assessment (PRA), Revision 2 Summary Report, January
1998."

8. NEI-00-02, "Probabilistic Risk Assessment (PRA) Peer
Review Process Guideline," Nuclear Energy Institute,
March 2000.

9. "Standard For Probabilistic Risk Assessment for Nuclear
Power Plant Applications," ASME RA-S-2002, January 31,
2002, ASME RA-Sa-2003 Addenda, December 2003; and ASME
RA-Sb-2005 Addenda, December 2005.

Justification of the use of LERF-to-CDF Ratio

.I

I a, c

Conclusion

Duke assessments of the topical report and of postulated
containment failures confirm that WCAP-15376-P is applicable
to the design and operation of Catawba.
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Table 1
WCAP-14333 Implementation Guidelines:

Applicability of the Analysis General Parameters

Parameter WCAP-14333 Analysis Plant Specific Parameter
Assumptions

Logic Cabinet Type (1) Relay and SSPS SSPS
Component Test Intervals (2)
" Analog Channels 3 months 92 days

" Logic Cabinets (SSPS) 2 months 31 Days (Staggered Test Basis)

" Logic Cabinets (Relay). 1 month NA

* Master Relays (SSPS) 2 months 31 Days (Staggered Test Basis)

" Master Relays (Relay) 1 month NA

* Slave Relays 3 months 92 days

* Reactor Trip Breakers 2 months 31 Days (Staggered Test Basis)

Analog Channel Calibrations (3)

" Done at-power [ Yes 1 Yes

* Interval 18 months1 18 months
Typical At-Power Maintenance Intervals (4)

" Analog Channels 24 months Equal to or Greater Than

" Logic Cabinets (SSPS) 18 months Equal to or Greater Than

* Logic Cabinets (Relay) 12 months NA

• Master Relays (SSPS) infrequent (5) Infrequent

* Master Relays (Relay) infrequent (5) NA

* Slave Relays infrequent (5) Infrequent

" Reactor trip breakers- 12 months Equal to or Greater Than
AMSAC (6) Credited for AFW pump start Yes, provides AFW pump start
Total Transient Event Frequency (7) 3.6 0.7 events/reactor year
ATWS Contribution to CDF (current PRA model) (8) 8.4E-06 8.6E-08 /reactor year
Total CDF from Internal Events (current PRA 5.8E-05 1.6E-05 /reactor year
model) (9)
Total CDF from Internal Events (IPE) (10) Not Applicable 7.9E-05 /reactor year
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Notes for Table 1

1. Indicate type of logic cabinet; SSPS or Relay (both are included in WCAP-14333).
2. Fill in applicable test intervals. If the test intervals are equal to or greater than those used in WCAP-14333,

the analysis is applicable to your plant.
3. Indicate if channel calibration is done at-power and, if so, fill in the interval. If channel calibrations are

not done at-power or if the calibration interval is equal to or greater than that used in WCAP-14333, the
analysis is applicable to your plant.

4. Fill in the applicable typical maintenance intervals or fill in "equal to or greater than" or "less than".. If
the maintenance intervals are equal to or greater than those used in WCAP-14333, the analysis is applicable to
your plant.

5. only corrective maintenance is'done on the master and slave relays. The maintenance interval on typical relays
is relatively long, that is, experience has shown they do not typically completely fail. Failure of slave relays
usually involve failure of individual contacts. Fill in "infrequent" if this is consistent with your plant
experience. If not, fill in the typical maintenance interval. If "infrequent" slave relay failures are the
norm, then the WCAP-14333 analysis is applicable to your plant.

6. The Catawba AMSAC design will initiate AFW pump start for the Motor Driven AFW pumps; therefore the WCAP-14333
analysis is applicable to Catawba. However, the Catawba PRA does not credit this AMSAC function due to expected
small contribution to core damage frequency.

7. Includes the total frequency for internal initiators requiring a reactor trip signal to be generated for event
mitigation. This is required to assess the importance of ATWS events to CDF. Does not include events initiated
by a reactor trip (i.e. reactor trip initiating event.frequency is excluded).

8. Indicates the ATWS contribution to core damage frequency (from at-power, internal events). This is required to
determine if the ATWS event is a large contributor to CDF.

9. Indicates the total CDF from internal events (including internal flooding) for the most recent PRA model update.
This is required for comparison to the NRC's risk-informed CDF acceptance guidelines.

10. Indicates the total CDF from internal events from the IPE model (submitted to the NRC in response to Generic
Letter 88-20). These values differ from the most recent PRA model update CDF so a concise list of reasons, in
bulletized form, describing the differences between the models that account for the change in CDF, is provided.
(See below)

Plant model changes for Catawba Nuclear Station since IPE:

* Added backup cooling to the high head safety injection centrifugal charging pump A.
• Floodwall surrounding 4160 VAC transformers in turbine building basement.
0 Overall model component-and logic review and update.
* Updated human error reliability data.
* Updated common cause data.
* Updated plant specific data.
* Updated initiating event frequencies.
* Updated system notebooks.
* Updated generic data.
0 Implemented new reactor coolant seal model.

11. If your analog channel test interval is 1 month, the STI increase justified and approved by the NRC in WCAP-10271
has not been implemented in your plant; even so, this analysis still remains applicable.

Page 6B-10



Attachment 6B
NON-PROPRIETARY

Table 2
WCAP-15376 Implementation Guidelines:

Applicability of the Analysis.General Parameters a c
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a,c
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Table 3
WCAP-14333 and WCAP-15376 Implementation Guidelines:

Applicability of Analysis Reactor Trip Actuation Signals
a,c
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Table 4
WCAP-14333 .and WCAP-15376 Implementation Guidelines:

Applicability of Analysis Engineered Safety Features Actuation Signals

ac
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Table 5
WCAP-15376 Implementation Guidelines:

Applicability of the Human Reliability Analysis
ac
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APPLICABILITY OF WCAP-14333-P-A and
WCAP-15376-P-A ANALYSES TO MNS

In accordance with the guidance provided in letter WOG-98-245,
"Implementation Guideline for WCAP-14333-P-A, Rev. 1 (Proprietary),
"Probabilistic Risk Analysis of the RPS and ESFAS Test Times and
Completion Times,"" dated December 2, 1998 (Ref. 4); the
information provided in the attached tables demonstrates the
applicability of the generic WCAP-14333 analysis to the McGuire
Nuclear Station.

In accordance with the guidance provided in letter WOG-03-202,
"Transmittal of Approved Topical Report: WCAP-15376-P-A, Rev. 1,
(Proprietary) "Risk-Informed Assessment of the RTS and ESFAS
Surveillance Test Intervals and Reactor Trip Breaker Test and
Completion Times" and Implementation Guidelines (MUHP-3046)," dated
April 3, 2003 (Ref. 21) ; the information in the attached tables
demonstrates the applicability of the generic WCAP-15376 analysis
to the McGuire Nuclear Station. As suggested in this letter Tables
2 and 3 are for both WCAPs.

WCAP-14333-P-A and WCAP-15376-P-A Condition 1 Analysis:

In order to address this condition Westinghouse issued
implementation guidelines for licensees to confirm the analyses are
applicable to their plants.

Confirm Applicability:

. a,c
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PRA Quality - McGuire

Duke periodically evaluates changes to the plant with respect to
the assumptions and modeling in the McGuire PRA. The original
McGuire PRA was initiated in March 1982 by Duke Power Company staff
with Technology for Energy Corporation as a contractor. Law
Engineering Testing Company and Structural Mechanics Associates
provided specific input to the. seismic analysis. It was a full
scope Level 3 PRA with internal and external events. A peer review
of the draft PRA was conducted by Electric Power Research
Institute's Nuclear Safety Analysis Center (NSAC) in May 19831.
The final study, which incorporated the comments of the peer
review, was completed in July 1984 and resulted in an internal Duke
report 2 as Revision 0 to the PRA. In January 1988, Duke Power
Company initiated a complete review and update of the original
study.

On November 23, 1988, the NRC issued Generic Letter 88-203, which
requested that licensees conduct an Individual Plant Examination
(IPE) in order to identify potential severe accident
vulnerabilities at their plants. The McGuire response to GL 88-20
was provided by letter dated November 4, 19914. McGuire's response
included an updated McGuire PRA (Revision 1) study which was the
culmination of the review and update which began in January 1988.

The McGuire PRA Revision 1 study and the IPE process resulted in a
comprehensive, systematic examination of McGuire with regard to
potential severe accidents. The McGuire study was again a full-
scope, Level 3 PRA with analysis of both the internal and external
events. This examination identified the most likely severe
accident sequences, both internally and externally induced, with
quantitative perspectives on likelihood and fission product release
potential. The results of the study prompted changes in equipment,
plant configuration and enhancements in plant procedures to reduce
vulnerability of the plant to some accident sequences of concern.

As part of the Generic Letter 88-20 IPE process, the NRC conducted
an audit of the human reliability analysis of the McGuire IPE
during the period July 28 - 30, 1993. By letter dated June 30,
19945, the NRC provided a Staff Evaluation of the internal events
portion of the above McGuire IPE submittal which included the
results of the human reliability analysis audit. The conclusion of
the NRC letter [page 15] states:

"The staff finds the licensee's IPE submittal for internal
events including internal flooding essentially complete, with
the level of detail consistent with the information requested
in NUREG-1335. Based on the review of the submittal, and
audit of "tier 2" supporting information, the staff finds
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reasonable the licensee's IPE conclusion that no severe
accident vulnerabilities exist at McGuire."

In response to Generic Letter 88-20, Supplement 4, Duke completed
an Individual Plant Examination of External Events (IPEEE) for
severe accidents. This IPEEE was submitted to the NRC by letter
dated June 1, 19946. The report contained a summary of the
methods, results and conclusions of the McGuire IPEEE program. The
IPEEE process and supporting McGuire PRA included a comprehensive,
systematic examination of severe accident potential resulting from
external initiating events. By letter dated February 16, 19997,
the NRC provided an evaluation of the IPEEE submittal. The
conclusion of the NRC letter [page 6] states:

"On the basis of the overall review findings, the staff,
concludes that: (1) the licensee's IPEEE is complete with
regard to the information requested by Supplement 4 to GL 88-
20 (and associated guidance in NUREG-1407), and (2) the IPEEE
results are reasonable given the MNS design, operation, and
history. Therefore, the staff concludes that the licensee's
IPEEE process is capable of identifying the most likely severe
accidents and severe accident vulnerabilities, and therefore,
that the MNS IPEEE has met the intent of Supplement 4 to GL
88-20 and the resolution of specific generic safety issues
discussed in the SER."

In 1997, McGuire initiated Revision. 2 of the 1991 IPE and provided
the results to the NRC in 19988.. Revision 3 of the McGuire PRA was
completed in July 2002 and Revision 3a was completed in February
2005. Revision 3 was a comprehensive revision to the PRA models
and associated documentation. The objectives of this update were
as follows:

* To ensure the models comprising the PRA accurately reflect the
current plant, including its physical configurations,
operating procedures, maintenance practices, etc.

" To review recent operating experience with respect to updating
the frequency of plant transients, failure rates, and
maintenance unavailability data.

* To correct items identified as errors and implement PRA
enhancements as needed.

* To address areas for improvement identified in the recent
McGuire PRA Peer Review.
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0 To utilize updated Common Cause Analysis data and Human
Reliability Analysis data.

PRA maintenance encompasses the identification and evaluation of
new information into the PRA and typically involves minor
modifications to the plant model. PRA maintenance and updates as
well as guidance for developing PRA data and evaluation of plant
modifications, are governed by Workplace Procedures.

Approved workplace procedures address the quality assurance of the
PRA. One way the quality assurance of the PRA is ensured is by
maintaining a set of system notebooks on each of the PRA systems.
Each system PRA analyst is responsible for updating a specific
system model. A PRA update consists of a comprehensive review of
the system including drawings and plant modifications made since
the last update as well as implementation of any PRA change notices
that may exist on the system. The analyst's primary focal point is
with the system engineer at the site. The system engineer provides
information for the update as needed. The analyst reviews the PRA
model with 'the system engineer and as necessary, conducts a system
walkdown with the system engineer.

The system notebooks contain, but are not limited to, documentation
on system design, testing and maintenance practices, success
criteria, assumptions, descriptions of the reliability data, as
well as the results of the quantification. The system notebooks
are reviewed and signed off by a second independent person and are
approved by the manager of the group.

When any change to the PRA is identified, the same three-signature
process of identification, review, and approval is utilized to
ensure that the change is valid and that it receives the proper
priority.

In January 2001, an enhanced manual configuration control process
was implemented to more effectively track, evaluate, and implement
PRA changes to better ensure the PRA reflects the as-built, as-
operated plant. This process was further enhanced in July 2002
with the implementation of an electronic PRA change tracking tool.

Peer Review Process - McGuire

Between October 23-27, 2000, McGuire participated in the
Westinghouse Owners Group (WOG) PRA Certification Program. This
review followed a process that was originally developed and used by
the Boiling Water Reactor Owners Group (BWROG) and subsequently
broadened to be an industry-applicable process through the Nuclear
Energy Institute (NEI) Risk Applications Task Force. The resulting
industry document, NEI-00-02 9 , describes the overall PRA peer
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review process. The Certification/Peer Review process is also
linked to the ASME PRA Standard1 °.

The objective of the PRA Peer Review process is to provide a method
for establishing the technical quality and adequacy of a PRA for a
range of potential risk-informed plant applications for which the
PRA may be used. The PRA Peer Review process employs a team of PRA
and system analysts, who possess significant expertise in PRA
development and PRA applications. The team uses checklists to
evaluate the scope, comprehensiveness, completeness, and fidelity
of the PRA being reviewed. One of the key parts of the review is
an assessment of the maintenance and update process to ensure the
PRA reflects the as-built plant.

The review team for the McGuire PRA Peer Review consisted of six
members. Three of the members were PRA personnel from other
utilities. The remaining three were industry consultants.
Reviewer independence was maintained by assuring that none of the
six individuals had any involvement in the development of the
McGuire PRA or IPE.

A summary of some of the McGuire PRA strengths and recommended
areas for improvement from the peer review are as follows,:

Strengths

* Good Summary Report write-up with insights
* Good system notebooks
* Rigorous Level 2 & 3 PRA Model
* Integrated internal and external events model
* Up-to-date plant database using Maintenance Rule
* Ongoing PRA staff interaction with plant staff, plant staff

reviews
o PRA personnel knowledge of plant good

Recommended Areas for Improvement

* Better integration of sequences and recoveries within
quantification process needed

* Need to review treatment of events requiring time-phasing
in the modeling

* Better approach to closing the loop on PRA update items
(tracking of errors/mods) needed

" More thorough, systematic approach to HRA screening values
and common cause modeling needed

* Need an approach for reconciling realistic LERF model with
NRC expectations from simplistic LERF modeling
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S Need to update the PRA model to be more in line with
current practices and expectations for state-of-the-art PRA

Based on the PRA peer review report, the McGuire PRA received six
Fact and Observations (F&O) with the significance level of "A" and
31 F&O with the significance level of "B". All six of the "A" F&O
have been resolved and changes have been incorporated into McGuire
PRA Revision 3, the current PRA model. The "B" F&O have been
reviewed and prioritized for incorporation into the PRA. Some of
the "B" F&O have already been resolved during the normal PRA update
process. It is expected that the remaining F&O will be resolved
and dispositioned in Revision 4 of the PRA.

The remaining open F&O were reviewed with respect to the impact on
the PRA and were determined to be insignificant with respect to the
RPS/ESFAS models with one possible exception. The peer review team
commented that there were no pre-iritiator human interactions in
the PRA for modeling instrument miscalibration events and suggested
that either the basis for excluding miscalibration events be
documented or appropriate events should be developed for inclusion
in the PRA model.

Adding latent human error (LHE) interactions into the PRA for
miscalibration events was examined qualitatively for any impact on
the RPS/ESFAS models. The effect of the addition of LHE
interactions in the RPS/ESFAS models would be to increase the
failure probability and system unavailability of these systems
which would have a very small impact on the overall CDF value.
However, increasing the failure probability should lower the'
importance of the maintenance unavailability of RPS/ESFAS
components by reducing its overall contribution to the failure
probability of RPS/ESFAS components. Therefore it is expected that
any LHE additions to the RPS/ESFAS models would also have an
insignificant impact and would not invalidate the conclusions of
WCAP-15376-P.

PRA Model - McGuire

The McGuire PRA is a full scope PRA including both internal and
external events. The model includes the necessary initiating
events (e.g., LOCAs, transients) to evaluate the frequency of
accidents. The previous reviews of the McGuire PRA, NRC and peer
reviews, have not identified deficiencies related to the scope of
initiating events considered.

The McGuire PRA includes models for those systems needed to
estimate core. damage frequency. These include all of the major
support systems (e.g., ac power, service water, component cooling,
and instrument air) as well as the mitigating systems (e.g.,
emergency core cooling). These systems are modeled down to the
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component level, pumps, valves, and heat exchangers. This level of
detail is sufficient for applications.

References - McGuire

1. Nuclear Safety Analysis Center, "McGuire Unit 1 PRA Peer
Review," May 27, 1983.

2. "McGuire Nuclear Station Unit 1 Probabilistic Risk Assessment,"
Volumes 1-2, Duke Power Company, July 1984.

3. Generic Letter 88-20, Individual Plant Examination for Severe
Accident Vulnerabilities, USNRC, November 1988.

4. Letter Duke Power Company to Document Control Desk (USNRC),
McGuire Nuclear Station, "Generic Letter 88-20," November 4,
1991.

5. Letter USNRC to Duke Power Company, "Staff Evaluation of the
McGuire Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2 Individual Plant
Examination - Internal Events Only," June 30, 1994.

6. Letter Duke Power Company to Document Control Desk (USNRC),
McGuire Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2, "Individual Plant
Examination of External Events (IPEEE) Submittal," June 1,
1994.

7. Letter USNRC to Duke Power Company, "REVIEW OF MCGUIRE NUCLEAR
STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2 - INDIVIDUAL PLANT EXAMINATION OF
EXTERNAL EVENTS SUBMITTAL," February 16, 1999..

8. Letter Duke Energy Corporation to Document Control Desk
(USNRC), McGuire Nuclear Station, "1997 Update of Probabilistic
Risk Assessment," March 19, 1998.

9. NEI-00-02, "Probabilistic Risk Assessment (PRA) Peer Review
Process Guideline," Nuclear Energy Institute, March 2000.

10. "Standard For Probabilistic Risk Assessment for Nuclear Power
Plant Applications," ASME RA-S-2002, January 31, 2002, ASME RA-
Sa-2003 Addenda, December 2003, and ASME RA-Sb-2005 Addenda,
December 2005.

Justification of the use of LERF-to-CDF Ratio

a,c
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Conclusion

Duke assessments'of the topical report and of postulated
containment failures confirm that WCAP-15376-P is applicable to the
design and operation of McGuire.
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WCAP-14333
Applicability of

Table 1
Implementation Guidelines:
the Analysis General Parameters

Parameter WCAP-14333 Analysis. Plant Specific Parameter
Assumptions

Logic Cabinet Type (1) Relay and SSPS SSPS
Component Test Intervals (2)
" Analog Channels 3 months 3 months

* Logic Cabinets (SSPS) 2 months 2 months

* Logic Cabinets (Relay) 1 month NA

* Master Relays (SSPS) 2 months 2 months

* Master Relays. (Relay) 1 month NA

* Slave Relays 3 months 3 months

* Reactor Trip Breakers 2 months 2 months
Analog Channel Calibrations (3)

* Done at-power Yes Yes
• Interval 18 months Equal to or greater than
Typical At-Power Maintenance Intervals (4)
" Analog Channels 24 months Equal to or greater than

* Logic Cabinets (SSPS) 18 months Equal to or greater than

* Logic Cabinets (Relay) 12 months NA

* Master Relays (SSPS) infrequent (5) Infrequent

* Master Relays (Relay) infrequent (5) NA

* Slave Relays infrequent (5) Infrequent

• Reactor trip breakers 12 months Equal to or greater than
AMSAC (6) Credited for AFW pump Yes, provides AFW pump

start start
Total Transient Event Frequency (7) 3.6 0.9 events/reactor year
ATWS Contribution to CDF (current PRA model) (8) 8.4E-06- 5.8E-07/reactor year
Total CDF from Internal Events (current PRA model) (9) 5.8E-05 2.2E-05/reactor year
Total CDF from Internal Events (IPE) (10) Not Applicable 5.6E-06/reactor year
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Notes for Table 1

1. Indicate type of logic cabinet; SSPS or Relay (both are included in WCAP-14333).
2. Fill in applicable test intervals. If the test intervals are equal to or greater than those used in

WCAP-14333, the analysis is applicable to your plant.
3. Indicate if channel calibration is done at-power and, if so, fill in the interval. If channel

calibrations are not done at-power or if the calibration interval is equal to or greater than that
used.in WCAP-14333, the analysis is applicable to your plant.

4. Fill in the applicable typical maintenance intervals or fill in "equal to or greater than" or "less
than". If the maintenance intervals are equal to or greater than those used in WCAP-14333, the
analysis is applicable to your plant.

5. Only corrective maintenance is done on the master and slave relays. The maintenance interval on
typical relays is relatively long, that is, experience has shown they do not typically completely
fail. Failure of slave relays usually involves failure of individual contacts. Fill in "infrequent"
if this is consistent with your plant experience. If not, fill in the typical maintenance interval.
If "infrequent" slave relay failures are the norm., then the WCAP-14333 analysis is applicable to your
plant.

6. The McGuire AMSAC design will initiate AFW pump start for the Motor Driven AFW pumps; therefore then
the WCAP-14333 analysis is applicable to McGuire. However, the McGuire PRA does not credit this AMSAC
function due to expected small contribution to core damage frequency.

7. Includes total frequency for initiators requiring a reactor trip signal to be generated for event
mitigation. This is required to assess the importance of ATWS events to CDF. *Does not include events
initiated by a reactor trip (i.e. reactor trip initiating event frequency is excluded).

8. Indicates the ATWS contribution to core damage frequency (from at-power, internal events). This is
required to determine if the ATWS event is a large contributor to CDF.

9. Indicates the total CDF from internal events (including internal flooding) for the most recent PRA
model update. This is required for comparison to the NRC's risk-informed CDF acceptance guidelines.

10. Indicates the total CDF from internal events from the IPE model (submitted to the NRC in response to
Generic Letter 88-20). If this value differs from the most recent PRA model update CDF provide a
concise list of reasons, in bulletized form, describing the differences between the models that
account for the change in CDF. (See Below)

Plant.model changes for McGuire Nuclear Station since IPE:

* Overall model component and logic review and update.

* Updated human error reliability data.

' Updated common cause data.

* Updated plant specific data.

* Updated initiating event frequencies.

* Updated system notebooks.

* Updated generic data.

* Implemented new reactor coolant seal model
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11. If your analog channel test interval is 1 month, the STI increase justified and approved by the NRC in
WCAP-10271 has not been implemented in your plant; even so, this analysis still remains applicable.
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Table 2
WCAP-15376 Implementation Guidelines:

Applicability of the Analysis General Parameters

ac
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a,c
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Table 3
WCAP-14333 and WCAP-15376 Implementation Guidelines:

Applicability of Analysis Reactor Trip Actuation Signals
aC

T Y

i. i

I. 4

- *
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Table 4
WCAP-14333 and WCAP-15376 Implementation Guidelines:

Applicability of Analysis Engineered Safety Features Actuation Signals

axC
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Table 5
WCAP-15376 Implementation Guidelines:

Applicability of the Human Reliability Analysis a,c

-4- 4

± 1

± I

4- 4
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