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Summary of Changes
ITS Section 3.0

Change Description

Affected Pages

The changes described in the Davis-Besse
response to question 200712101459 have been
made. This adds a discussion into DOC L01 that
Davis-Besse has reviewed the CLIIP requirements
for the TSTF-359 changes.

Page 24

The changes described in the Davis-Besse
response to question 200712101502 have been
made. This adds a commitment into DOC M02
concerning LCO 3.0.8 requirements.

Page 23

The changes described in the Davis-Besse
response to question 200712101518 have been
made. This makes an editorial change to the ITS
LCO 3.0.5 Bases.

Page 42

The changes described in the Davis-Besse
response to question 200712101520 have been

made. This change deletes the reference to TSTF-

494T and provides a specific Bases JFD.

Pages 44 and 56

The changes described in the Davis-Besse
response to question 200712101521 have been
made. This deletes an editorial change to the
Bases.

Pages 36, 48, and 55

The changes described in the Davis-Besse Page 55
response to question 200712101524 have been
made. This corrects a typographical error in a
Bases JFD.
Page 1 of 1
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ITS Section 3.0

=
»

{ (LCO) APPLICABILITY |

NG CONDRTJON FOR OPERATION |

3.0.1 3.0.1 Wknd ACYION requirements] shall be
dur;lgg the HODES or otheraconditions [specified [fob evch
(specTHcatied: [except as provided in LCO 3.02, 3.0.7, and LCO 3.0.8)
(nLco}_completion of the/ACTION statement is not required.] -
\ 2
he hext 6 hours
2l At Teast[HOT SHUTDOWN) within Ehe foNewing 6]
for Operation are met without reliance on {sic e ACTION
] : - the
OPERABLE for the purpase of satisfying the requirements of {ts applicable
and (2} are satisfied, within 2 hours action shall be fnitiated to place
3. At least COLD SHUTDOWN within the subsequent 24 hours.

anl 15 not met] except as ad]
niti hour
@ At least JCOLD within [the subSequent 24
- statemen n alhery ;. nted ; shali nol preven
(entry inte s syl whvsuiom DPERATIONAL HODES, (8] required to comply with ACTIONR_(5)
Applicability
Limiting Condition for Operation, provided: (1% its corresponding norsal er
unft in a KOOE {n which the apgﬂ(cah'le Linfting Cond{tion for Operation does
p - ~
‘This Specificatfon {s not applicable in MOOES 5 or .

3.0.3

TION may be taken {n accordance

or other
specified

30.2 . 3.0.2 /Adherence to the'requirements of the L}aiting Condition for Operation | [ INSERT 1 @
andfor associated ACTION within the specifled time interval shall constitute
campliance with the £pecification. In the dvent the Limiting Conditicn for
Operation {s restoped prior to expiration/of the specified time interval,
t ated A ! g ) cion shall be {nitiated w
MODE3)  to Blace the unit [Tna in ¢h the Specific _
Gl , as applicable, in: : D -
@——»ﬂﬂ. At least [HOT STANDBY within khe
(CYNG ek S
X i ;.
[MODE 5] wher;z corrective measures are completed that permit operation/under the ACTION
requirements, the 4 fth the specified time
1imits as mea ailure to meet the limiting Condition '
: [these requirements] are stated Tn the individual]
-
3.04 3.0.4 |Entry into an OPZRATIONAL MODE or ather specified/applicability. [ INSERT 4 ] @
condition shall-not-bg/made unless the conditions of the Umi;jn'g Condition
ip t
3.0.5 When a system, subsystem, train, component or device is deterined to
shutdown of be {noperable solely because {ts emergency power source 1s {noperable, or. conditions in
the unit solely because 1ts normal power source 1s inoperable, 1t may be considered
that are
-emergeéncy power source {s OPERABLE; and (2) all of fts redundant systw(sgvs;
subsysten(s), train{s), component(s) and device(s) are OPERABLE, ar 1ikewise . See
sat{sfy the requirements of this specification, Unless both canditions (%';Ixe '
~not apply by placing it as applicable in: .
1. At least HOT STAHDBY within the next & hours..
2. At least HOT SHUTDOWN within the following & hours, and

3.05 3.0.6 Equipment removed from service or declared {naperable to comply with
ACTIONS may be returned to service under administrative cantrol salely to £ -
perform testing vequired to demonstrate §ts OPERABILITY ar the ORERABILLTY o
other egulpment. This is an exception to SpeciPication]3.0.2 for the system

returned to service under administrat{ve control}to perform the testing
required to demonstrate OPERABILITY, '@
DAVIS-BESSE, UNIT 1 3/4°0-1 Amendment Mo, Hiasi63w 224
‘
-
: INSERT 6 A08
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ITS Section 3.0

INSERT 1

Upon discovery of a failure to meet an LCO, the Required Actions of the associated
Conditions shall be met, except as provided in LCO 3.0.5 and LCO 3.0.6.

if the LCO is met or is no longer applicable prior to expiration of the specified Completion
Time(s), completion of the Required Action(s) is not required, unless otherwise stated.

INSERT 2

are not met, an associated ACTION is not provided, or if directed by the associatecﬂ/‘a

ACTIONS, [the unit shall be placed in a MODE or other specified condition in which the

LCO is not applicable.
INSERT 3

in accordance with the LCO or ACTIONS, completion of the actions required by
LCO 3.0.3 is not required.

LCO 3.0.3 is only applicable in MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4.

Insert Page 3/4 0-1a Page 2 of 8
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LCO 3.0.6
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ITS Section 3.0

INSERT 4

When an LCO is not met, entry into a MODE or other specified
condition in the Applicability shall only be made:

a.  When the associated ACTIONS to be entered permit
continued operation in the MODE or other specified
condition in the Applicability for an unlimited period of time;

b.  After performance of a risk assessment addressing
inoperable systems and components, consideration of the
results, determination of the acceptability of entering the
MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability, and
establishment of risk management actions, if appropriate;
exceptions to this Specification are stated.in the individual
Specifications; or

C. When an allowance is stated in the individual value,
parameter, or other Specification.

INSERT 5

When a supported system LCO is not met solely due to a support system
LCO not being met, the Conditions and Required Actions associated with
this supported system are not required to be entered. Only the support
system LCO ACTIONS are required to be entered. This is an exception
to LCO 3.0.2 for the supported system. In this event, an evaluation shalil
be performed in accordance with Specification 5.5.14, "Safety Function
Determination Program (SFDP)." If a loss of safety function is determined
to exist by this program, the appropriate Conditions and Required Actions
of the LCO in which the loss of safety function exists are required to be
entered.

/
When a support system's Required Action directs a supported system to
be declared inoperable or directs entry into Conditions and Required
Actions for a supported system, the applicable Conditions and Required
Actions shall be entered in accordance with LCO 3.0.2.

Insert Page 3/4 0-1b - Page 30of8
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LCO 3.0.8
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ITS Section 3.0
A0B INSERT 6

Test Exception LCOs 3.1.8 and 3.1.9 allow specified Technical
Specification (TS) requirements to be changed to permit performance of
special tests and operations. Unless otherwise specified, all other TS
requirements remain unchanged. Compliance with Test Exception LCOs
is optional. When a Test Exception LCO is desired to be met but is not
met, the ACTIONS of the Test Exception LCO shall be met. When a Test
Exception LCO is not desired to be met, entry into a MODE or other
specified condition in the Applicability shall be made in accordance with
the other applicable Specifications. '

INSERT 7

When one or more required snubbers are unable to perform their
associated support function(s), any affected supported LCO(s) are not
required to be declared not met solely for this reason if risk is assessed
and managed, and:

a. the snubbers not able to perform their associated support
function(s) are associated with only one train or subsystem of a
multiple train or subsystem supported system or are associated with
a single train or subsystem supported system and are able to
perform their associated support function within 72 hours; or

b. the snubbers not able to perform their associated support
function(s) are associated with more than one train or subsystem of
a multiple train or subsystem supported system and are able to
perform their associated support function within 12 hours.

At the end of the specified period the required snubbers must be able to

perform their associated support function(s), or the affected supported
system LCO(s) shall be declared not met.

Insert Page 3/4 0-1c Page 4 of 8
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ITS Section 3.0

r

B
[ (SR) APPLICABILITY ] —
<) SURVEILLANCE REQUIRRMENT] +——

1 4 Requirementd/shall be[applicablefiuring the OPERATIONAL MODES or
SR3.0. othesconditlonshipectfied)for ndividus Tl Confions fo Opspatiguless cdervive
vtdu.d Sutvelllance Requirement
4.0.2[Fach Surveillance Béquirément shall be perf within the specificd tme Intep@l with 3 INSERT 9
SR3.02 : maximum slowabls m;tZé?an Rt 1o exceed 25 1 of the specified surveillance Jterva), -
4.0.3|Failure to perform a Surveillance [Refuireientlwithin the [{lowethsurvelllabee interval) .
PE oY

SR 3.0.1 defined by Specilicgiion 4.0.2, shall constitute nahcompliance with th
requircments focaLimiting Condition for Opefation (LCQ), except as pbted below.

shall be failure to meet
the LCO, except as
provided in SR 3.0.3.

Af it Is discovered that a Surveillance was not perfocmed within its specified ﬁ‘cqumcy. then
SR3.0.3 compliance with the requirement 1o declare the LOO not mep may be delayed, from the time of
discovery, up to 24 hours or up to the limit of the specified uency, whichever is greater, This
delay period I permitted 1o ailow pedformance of the Survelllance. A risk evaluation shall be
performed for any Sirveillance delayed greater than 24 hoursgand the risk impact shall be
managed.

“If the Surveillance Is not performed within the delay period, the Imvmusrimumﬁmc]y be
deelared not met, and the applicable[AGTIONS fnst be entered: (Condiion)

When the Surveillance is performed within the delay period and the Surveillance is not met, the
LOO must immediately be declared not met, and the applicable [AGTIONS must be entered.
- or variables | A0S

[requitencatsl do not have to be performed on inoperable cquipmentd__|outside limits

v Surveillanc

4.0.4Eatry inta 2n OPERATIONAL MODE ar other ified applicability condition £hall not
made unless the Surytillance Requirement(s)- ated with the Limiting Condigica foe
Operation have been pérfocmicd within the stated sydveillance interval or as otherwi€s specified.

4.0.5 Survelllance Requlrements for inservice Inspection’and testing of ASME Code Class 1, 2
and 3 components shall be applicable as follows:

2. Inserviee inspection of ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 componeats shall be performed in

accordance with Section XT of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable See
Addenda a5 required by 10 CFR 50, Section 50554 ' '
Insarvice Testing of ASME Code Class 1, 2 and 3 pumps and valves shall be performed in

accordance with the ASME Code for Opcration and Malnlenance of Nuclear Power Flanis
{ASME OM Code) and applicable Addenda as required by 10 CFR:50, Section 50.55%

DAVIS:BESSE, UNIT | 402 Amendment No, 71,140,145,197,250 , 2564

Page 5 of 8
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ITS Section 3.0

INSERT 8

Failure to meet a Surveillance, whether such failure is experienced during the
performance of the Surveillance or between performances of the Surveillance, shall be
failure to meet the LCO.

SR 3.0.2

SR 3.04

INSERT 9

The specified Frequency for each SR is met if the Surveillance is
performed within 1.25 times the interval specified in the -
Frequency, as measured from the previous performance or as
measured from the time a specified condition of the Frequency is
met.

For Frequencies specified as "once," the above interval extension
does not apply. :

If a Completion Time requires periodic performance on a "once
per . . ." basis, the above Frequency extension applies to each
performance after the initial performance.

Exceptions to this Specification are stated in the individual
Specifications.

INSERT 10

Entry into a MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability
of an LCO shall only be made when the LCQ's Surveillances have
been met within their specified Frequency, except as provided by
SR 3.0.3. When an LCO is not met due to Surveillances not
having been met, entry into a MODE or other specified condition
in the Applicability shall only be made in accordance with

LCO 3.04.

This provision shall not prevent entry in MODES or other specified
conditions in the Applicability that are required to comply with
ACTIONS or that are part of a shutdown of the unit.

Insert Page 3/4 0-2 Page 6 of 8
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ITS Section 3.0

See
ITS 5.5

APPLICABILITY.
SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

b. ‘Surveillance intervals specified in Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vesscl
Code and applicable Addenda and the ASME.OM Code and applicable Addenda shall be
applicable as follows in these Technical Specifications:

ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel ' Required frequencies for

Code and the ASME OM Code and performing inservice

applicable Addenda terminology for ingpection.and testing

inservice inspection and testing activities

criteria

Weekly At Jeast once per 7 days

“Monthly At least once per 31 days
Semi-quarterly --At least once per 46 days ]
Quarterly or evéry 3 thonths Atleast once per 92 days
Semiannually.-or every 6 months At Jeast once per 184 days

Every 9 months Al least once per 276 days |
Yearly.or annually . ‘At least once per 366 days

Biennially or every 2 years At least once per 731 days |

c. The provisions.of Specification 4.0'.2'_are_ applj_cablé-to the above required frequencies for
performing inservice inspection and testing activities.

d. Performance of the above inservice inspection and testing activities shall be in addition to
“other specified Surveillance Requirements.

e. ‘Nothing in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code or the ASME OM Code shall be |
consirued to supersede the requirements of any Technical Specification.

DAVIS-BESSE, UNIT 1 '3/40-3 Amendment No. 250

Page 7 of 8
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ITS Section 3.0

iITS

PLANT SYSTEHS

3/4.7.1  SNUBBERS

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION . . See

' CTS 3477

3.7.7 All safety-related snubbers shall be OPERABLE.

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1, 2, 3 and 4. (MODES 5 and 6 for snubbers located

| oo systems required OPERABLE in those MQODES).

ACTION:
LCO ‘| a.  With one or more snubbers inoperable: 1. within 72 hours
3.08 replace or restore the inoperable snubber(s) to OPERABLE

status, or 2. verify system operability with the ‘
snubber(s) inoperable by engineering evaluation within 72
hours; or 3. declare the supported subsystem inoperable

and follow the appropriate ACTION statement for that
.system. '

and, for snubbers which have failed either the visual or
functional test:

b,  Perform an engineering evaluation within 90 days to
determine if any safety-related system or component has
been adversely affected by the inoperability of the

snubber and if the saubber mode of failure has imparted a See W
significant effect ur degradat1on on the supported

component or system.® The provisions of Technical
Specification 3.0.4 are not applicable for the component
or system.

CTS 3/4.7.7

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.7.7 Each snubber? shall be demonstrated OPERABLE by the
requirements of the followxng surveillance programs and
pursuant to requirements of Speécification 4.0.5.

4.7.7.1 Visual inspection Program Ses
. CTS 3/14.7.7

!Engineering evaluation is not requxred when a spubber is removed for
surveillance testing provided it is teturned to OPERABLE status within i

the requirements of ACTION statement a.

2gafety-related snubbers are listed in the latest revision of applicable
surveillance test procedure(s). Snubbers may be added to, or removed See
from, safety-related systems and their assigned groups w1thout a ~———[ CTS 3/4.7.7 ]
License Amendment.

DAVIS-BESSE, UNIT 1 3/4 7-20 Amendment No. 9¢,/¥¥V, 161

Page 8 of 8
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS SECTION 3.0, LCO AND SR APPLICABILITY

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES

A01  In the conversion of the Davis-Besse Current Technical Specifications (CTS) to
the plant specific Improved Technical Specifications (ITS), certain
changes (wording preferences, editorial changes, reformatting, revised
numbering, etc.) are made to obtain consistency with NUREG-1430, Rev. 3.1,
"Standard Technical Specifications-Babcock and Wilcox Plants” (ISTS).

These changes are designated as administrative changes and are acceptable

because they do not result in technical changes to the CTS.

A02 CTS 3.0.1 states, "Limiting Conditions for Operation and ACTION requirements
shall be applicable during the OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditions
specified for each specification." ITS LCO 3.0.1 states, "LCOs shall be met
during the MODES or other specified conditions in the Applicability, except as
provided in LCO 3.0.2, LCO 3.0.7, and LCO 3.0.8." This results in several
changes to the CTS.

) Certain phrases are revised to be consistent with the equivalent phrase
used in the ITS. Specifically, "Limiting Conditions for Operation” is
changed to "LCOs" and "OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditions
specified" is changed to "MODES or other specified conditions”" to be
consistent with the ITS definition of MODE and the terminology used in
the ITS.

These changes are acceptable because they result in no change in the
intent or application of the Technical Specification, but merely reflect
editorial preferences used in the ITS.

o The phrase ". . . ACTION requirements shall be applicable during the

- OPERATIONAL MODES . . ." is moved from CTS 3.0.1 to ITS LCO 3.0.2
which states that upon discovery or a failure to meet an LCO, the
Required Actions of the associated Conditions shall be met.

The change is acceptable because moving this information within the
Technical Specifications results in no change in the intent or application
of ACTIONS. ‘

. The phrase "shall be applicable” is replaced in ITS LCO 3.0.1 with the
phrase "shall be met." This change is made to be consistent with the ITS
terminology and to clarify the concept of an LCO being met (i.e., being in
compliance with the requirements of the LCO), versus the LCO being
applicable or required (i.e., the requirements in the LCO apply).

This change is acceptable because it is an editorial change that does not
change the intent of the requirements. _

e The phrase "except as provided in LCO 3.0.2, 3.0.7, and 3.0.8" is added
in ITSLCO 3.0.1. ITS LCO 3.0.2 describes the appropriate actions to be
taken when ITS LCO 3.0.1 is not met. LCO 3.0.7 describes Test

Davis-Besse Page 1 of 15
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS SECTION 3.0, LCO AND SR APPLICABILITY

Exception LCOs, which are exceptions to other LCOs. LCO 3.0.8
~addresses snubber inoperabilities, which is also an exception to other
LCOs. LCO 3.0.2 modifies ITS LCO 3.0.1 since the ACTION
.requirements discussion that is in CTS 3.0.1 has been moved to ITS
LCO 3.0.2, as described above.

This change is acceptable because adding the exception for LCO 3.0.2,
LCO 3.0.7, and LCO 3.0.8 prevents a conflict within the Applicability
section. This addition is needed for consistency in the ITS requirements
and does not change the intent or application of the Technical
Specifications.

These changes are designated administrative because they are editorial and
result in no technical changes to the Technical Specifications.

CTS 3.0.2 states, "Adherence to the requirements of the Limiting Condition for
Operation and/or associated ACTION within the specified time interval shall
constitute compliance with the specification. In the event the Limiting Condition
for Operation is restored prior to expiration of the specified time interval, _
completion of the ACTION statement is not required.” ITS LCO 3.0.2 states
"Upon discovery of a failure to meet an LCO, the Required Actions of the
associated Conditions shall be met, except as provided in LCO 3.0.5 and

LCO 3.0.6. If the LCO is met or is no longer applicable prior to expiration of the
specified Completion Time(s), completion of the Required Action(s) is not
required unless otherwise stated." This results in several changes to the CTS.

) The first sentence in CTS 3.0.2 states, in part, "Adherence to the
requirements of the Limiting Condition for Operation and/or associated
ACTION . .. shall constitute compliance with the specification.” This
requirement is divided into portions of ITS LCO 3.0.1, "LCOs shall be
met” and ITS LCO 3.0.2, "Upon discovery of failure to meet an LCO, the
Required Actions of the associated Conditions shall be met." '

This change is acceptable because the intent of the CTS requirement is
- preserved, but the aspects of LCO compliance and the performance of
ACTIONS when the LCO is not met are separated.

. The phrase "except as provided in LCO 3.0.5" has been added to
CTS 3.0.2 since ITS LCO 3.0.5 (LCO 3.0.6) already includes the
allowance (CTS 3.0.6 states that the allowance is an exception to
Specification 3.0.2).

This change is acceptable because it results in no change in the intent or
application of the Technical Specification, but merely reflects an editorial .
preference. :

. CTS 3.0.2 is revised to include an exception for iITS LCO 3.0.6. LCO
3.0.6 is a new allowance that takes exception to the ITS LCO 3.0.2
requirement to take the Required Actions when the associated LCO is not

Davis-Besse ~ Page20f15
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS SECTION 3.0, LCO AND SR APPLICABILITY

met. This exception is included in LCO 3.0.2 to avoid conflicts between
the applicability requirements.

This change is acceptable because it includes a reference to a new item
in the ITS and results in no change to the CTS. Changes resulting from
the incorporation of LCO 3.0.6 are discussed in Discussion of Change
(DOC) A07.

The second sentence of CTS LCO 3.0.2 states, "In the event the Limiting
Condition for Operation is restored prior to expiration of the specified time
interval, completion of the ACTION statement is not required.” The
sentence is replaced in ITS LCO 3.0.2 with "If the LCO is met or is no
longer applicable prior to expiration of the specified Completion Time(s),
completion of the Required Action(s) is not required uniess otherwise
stated.”

This change is acceptable because, while worded differently, both the
CTS and ITS state that ACTIONS do not have to be completed once the
LCO is met or is no longer applicable. ITS LCO 3.0.2 also adds the
phrase, "unless otherwise stated." There are some ITS ACTIONS that
must be completed, even if the LCO is met or is no longer applicable.
This change is acceptable because it reflects a new feature in the ITS
which did not exist in the CTS. The technical aspects of these changes
are discussed in the appropriate ITS sections.

These changes are designated as administrative because they are editorial and
do not result in'technical changes to the Technical Specifications.

A04 CTS LCO 3.0.3 is applicable "When a Limiting Condition for Operation is not met,
except as provided in the associated ACTION requirements.” ITS LCO 3.0.3
expands those applicability requirements so that the requirement is applicable
"When an LCO is not met and the associated ACTIONS are not met, an
associated ACTION is not provided, or if directed by the associated ACTIONS."
This changes the CTS to add two new applicability conditions.

Davis-Besse

ITS LCO 3.0.3 is applicable when the LCO is not met and there is no
applicable ACTION to be taken.

This change is acceptable because it is consistent with the current
understanding and application of CTS 3.0.3. :

ITS LCO 3.0.3 is applicable when directed by the associated ACTIONS.
The CTS and the ITS contain such requirements. Any technical changes
related to directing LCO 3.0.3 entry in an ACTION will be discussed in the
affected Technical Specifications.

This change is acceptable because it is consistent with the current
understanding and application of CTS 3.0.3.

Page 3 of 15
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS SECTION 3.0, LCO AND SR APPLICABILITY

These changes are designated as administrative because they do not result in
any technical changes to the Technical Specifications.

CTS 3.0.3, in part, states "action shall be initiated within 1 hour to place the unit
in a MODE in which the Specification does not apply.” CTS 3.0.3 also states the
shutdown time limits in sequential order; i.e., each time limit is measured from
the completion of the previous step. ITS 3.0.3 states "Actions shall be initiated in
1 hour to place the unit, as applicable, in MODE 3 within 7 hours, MODE 4 within
13 hours, and MODE 5 within 37 hours." ITS 3.0.3 states the time limits
(Completion Times) are from the time the condition was entered. In addition, the
MODE titles used in CTS 3.0.3 are replaced with the corresponding MODE
numbers in ITS LCO 3.0.3. The stated times in CTS 3.0.3 and ITS LCO 3.0.3
are listed below: ,

Mode  Title CTS Time to Enter Mode ITS Time to Enter
Mode
-- (Current Mode) 1 hour to begin action 1 hour to begin action

3 Hot Standby within the next 7 hours
6 hours

4 Hot Shutdown within the following 13 hours
6 hours

5 Cold Shutdown within the subsequent 24 37 hours
hours

These changes are acceptable because the ITS times are the sum of the CTS
times (e.g., the ITS Completion Time of 37 hours to enter MODE 5 is the same
as the sum of the CTS allowance of 1 hour, 6 hours, 6 hours, and 24 hours.)
This changes the CTS presentation only, and the time allowed to enter each
MODE is unchanged. Using MODE numbers instead of the corresponding
MODE titles is an editorial preference that results in no change to the
requirements in the Technical Specifications. In addition, the CTS 3.0.3
statement "action shall be initiated within 1 hour to place the unit in a MODE in
which the Specification does not apply” has been editorially reworded in ITS
LCO 3.0.3 to "the unit shall be placed in a MODE or other specified condition in
which the LCO is not applicable. ACTION shall be initiated within 1 hour to place
the unit..." These changes are acceptable because they result in no change in
the intent or application of the Technical Specification, but merely reflect editorial
preferences used in the ITS.

These changes are designated as administrative as they implement the editorial
conventions used in the ITS without resulting in technical changes to the
Technical Specifications.

CTS 3.0.3 states "Where corrective measures are completed that permit
operation under the ACTION requirements, the ACTION may be taken in
accordance with the specified time limits as measured from the time of failure to
meet the Limiting Condition for Operation." ITS LCO 3.0.3 states "Where
corrective measures are completed that permit operation in accordance with the
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LCO or ACTIONS, completion of the actions required by LCO 3.0.3 is not
required. LCO 3.0.3 is applicable in MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4."

This change is acceptable because the changes to CTS 3.0.3 are editorial. Both
the CTS and ITS state that LCO 3.0.3 can be exited if the LCO which led to the
entry into LCO 3.0.3 is met, or if one of the ACTIONS of that LCO is applicable.
The CTS requirement also specifies that the time to complete the ACTIONS in
the LCO is based on the initial failure to meet the LCO. Reentering the LCO after
exiting LCO 3.0.3 does not reset the ACTION statement time requirements. This
information is not explicitly stated in ITS LCO 3.0.3 but is true under the multiple
condition entry concept of the ITS. In addition, the sentence "LCO 3.0.3 is only
applicable in MODES 1, 2, 3, and 4" is added to ITS LCO 3.0.3. CTS 3.0.3 and
ITS LCO 3.0.3 require the unit to be placed only as low as COLD SHUTDOWN
(MODE 5). Once the unit is in MODE 5, there are no further requirements.
Thus, CTS 3.0.3 and ITS LCO 3.0.3 are effectively only applicable in MODES 1,
2, 3, and 4, and the addition of the sentence merely reflects editorial preferences
used in the ITS.

These changes are designated as administrative because there is no change in
the intent or application of the CTS 3.0.3 requirements.

ITS LCO 3.0.6 is added to the CTS to provide guidance regarding the
appropriate ACTIONS to be taken when a single inoperability (a support system)
also results in the inoperability of one or more related systems (supported
system(s)). LCO 3.0.6 states "When a supported system LCO is not met solely
due to a support system LCO not being met, the Conditions and Required
Actions associated with this supported system are not required to be entered.
Only the support system LCO ACTIONS are required to be entered. This is an
exception to LCO 3.0.2 for the supported system. In this event, an evaluation
shall be performed in accordance with Specification 5.5.14, "Safety Function
Determination Program (SFDP)." If a loss of safety function is determined to
exist by this program, the appropriate Conditions and Required Actions of the
LCO in which the loss of safety function exists are required to be entered. When
a support system's Required Action directs a supported system to be declared
inoperable or directs entry into Conditions and Required Actions for a supported
system, the applicable Conditions and Required Actions shall be entered in
accordance with LCO 3.0.2." In the CTS, based on the intent and interpretation
provided by the NRC over the years, there has been an ambiguous approach to
the combined support/supported inoperability. Some of this history is
summarized below:

) Guidance provided in the June 13, 1979, NRC memorandum from Brian
K. Grimes (Assistant Director for Engineering and Projects) to Samuel E.
Bryan (Assistant Director for Field Coordination) would indicate an
intent/interpretation consistent with the proposed LCO 3.0.6, without the
necessity of also requiring additional ACTIONS. That is, only the
inoperable support system ACTIONS need be taken.

. Guidance provided by the NRC in their April 10, 1980, letter to all
Licensees, regarding the definition of OPERABILITY and its impact as a
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support system on the remainder of the CTS, would indicate a similar
philosophy of not taking ACTIONS for the inoperable supported
equipment. However, in this case, additional actions (similar to the
proposed Safety Function Determination Program actions) were
addressed and required.

. Generic Letter 91-18 and a plain-English reading of the CTS provide an
interpretation that inoperability, even as a result of a Technical
Specification support system inoperability, requires all associated
ACTIONS to be taken.

. Certain CTS contain ACTIONS such as "Declare the {supported system}
inoperable and take the ACTIONS of {its Specification}." In many cases,
the supported system would likely already be considered inoperable. The
implication of this presentation is that the ACTIONS of the inoperable
supported system would not have been taken without the specific
direction to do so.

Considering the history of misunderstandings in this area, the Babcock and
Wilcox ISTS, NUREG-1430, Rev. 3, was developed with Industry input and
approval of the NRC to include LCO 3.0.6 and a new program,

~ Specification 5.5.14, "Safety Function Determination Program (SFDP)." This

change is acceptable since its function is to clarify existing ambiguities and to
maintain actions within the realm of previous interpretations. This change is -
designated as administrative because it does not technically change the
Technical Specifications.

ITS LCO 3.0.7 is added to the CTS. LCO 3.0.7 states "Test Exception

LCOs 3.1.8 and 3.1.9 allow specified Technical Specification (TS) requirements
to be changed to permit performance of special tests and operations. Unless
otherwise specified, all other TS requirements remain unchanged. Compliance
with Test Exception LCOs is optional. When a Test Exception LCO is desired to
be met but is not met, the ACTIONS of the Test Exception LCO shall be met.
When a Test Exception LCO is not desired to be met, entry into a MODE or other
specified condition in the Appllcablhty shall be made in accordance with the other
applicable Specifications."

This change is acceptable because the CTS contain test exception specifications
that allow certain LCOs to not be met for the purpose of special tests and
operations. However, the CTS does not contain the equivalent of ITS LCO 3.0.7.
As a result, there could be confusion regarding which LCOs are applicable during
special tests. LCO 3.0.7 was crafted to avoid that possible confusion. LCO 3.0.7
is consistent with the use and application of CTS test exception Specifications
and does not provide any new restriction or allowance. This change is
designated as administrative because it does not technically change the
Technical Specifications.

CTS 4.0.1 states, "Surveillance Requirements shall be applicable during the
OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditions specified for individual Limiting

Conditions for Operation unless otherwise stated in an individual Surveillance
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Requirement." CTS 4.0.3 states, "Failure to perform a Surveillance Requirement
within the allowed surveillance interval defined by Specification 4.0.2, shall
constitute noncompliance with the OPERABILITY requirements for a Limiting
Condition for Operation (LCO) except as noted below.” CTS 4.0.3 also states,
"Surveillance requirements do not have to be performed on inoperable
equipment.” These allowances have been included in ITS LCO 3.0.1. ITS

LCO 3.0.1 states, "SRs shall be met during the MODES or other specified
conditions in the Applicability for individual LCOs, unless otherwise stated in the
SR. Failure to meet a Surveillance, whether such failure is experienced during
the performance of the Surveillance or between performances of the
Surveillance, shall be failure to meet the LCO. Failure to perform a Surveillance
within the specified Frequency shall be failure to meet the LCO except as
provided in SR 3.0.3. Surveillances do not have to be performed on inoperable
equipment or variables outside specified limits." The changes to the CTS are:

o The phrase "shall be applicable" is replaced in ITS SR 3.0.1 with the
phrase "shall be met." This change is made to be consistent with the ITS
terminology and to clarify the concept of an SR being met (i.e., being in
compliance with the requirements of the SR), versus the SR being
applicable or required (i.e., the requirements in the SR apply).

This change is acceptable because it is an editorial change that does not
change the intent of the requirements.

e . The second sentence of ITS SR 3.0.1 includes the statement, "Failure to
meet a Surveillance, whether such failure is experienced during the
performance of the Surveillance or between performances of the
Surveillance, shall be failure to meet the LCO." This changes the CTS by
adding the clarification "whether such failure is experienced during the
performance of the Surveillance or between performances of the
Surveillance.”

This change is acceptable because it isv consistent with the current use
and application of the Technical Specifications.

. The first sentence in CTS 4.0.3 states, "Failure to perform a Surveillance
Requirement within the allowed surveillance interval, defined by
Specification 4.0.2, shall constitute non compliance with the
OPERABILITY requirements for a Limiting Condition for Operation (LCO),
except as noted below." The last sentence in CTS 4.0.3 states,
"Surveillance requirements do not have to be performed on inoperable
equipment.” The third sentence in ITS SR 3.0.1 states, "Failure to
perform a Surveillance within the specified Frequency shall be failure to
meet the LCO except as provided in SR 3.0.3." The last statement in ITS
SR 3.0.1 states, "Surveillances do not have to be performed on
inoperable equipment or variables outside specified limits." The changes
the CTS by moving the first sentence of CTS 4.0.3 to the third sentence
of SR 3.0.1 and by moving the last sentence of CTS 4.0.3 to the fourth
sentence of SR 3.0.1 and adds the term "or variables outside limits."
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Proposed SR 3.0.1 is constructed to more completely present the
relationship between Surveillance Requirements and meeting the
requirements of the LCO. In this regard, the concepts within CTS 4.0.3
are combined with CTS 4.0.1 into proposed SR 3.0.1. All LCOs do not
deal exclusively with equipment OPERABILITY. Therefore the clarifying
phrase, "or variables outside specified limits" is acceptable.

- These changes are acceptable and designated administrative because they

move and clarify information within the Technical Specifications.

A10’¥ CTS 4.0.2 states, "Each Surveillance Requirement shall be performed within the
specified time interval with a maximum allowable extension not to exceed 25
percent of the specified surveillance interval." ITS SR 3.0.2 states "The specified
Frequency for each SR is met if the Surveillance is performed within 1.25 times
the interval specified in the Frequency, as measured from the previous
performance or as measured from the time a specified condition of the
Frequency is met. For Frequencies specified as ‘once,’ the above interval
extension does not apply. If a Completion Time requires periodic performance
on a ‘once per . . ." basis, the above Frequency extension applies to each
performance after the initial perfformance. Exceptions to this Specification are
stated in the individual Specifications.” This results in several changes to the
CTS.

. ITS SR 3.0.2 adds to the CTS "For Frequencies specified as ‘once,’ the
above interval extension does not apply." This is described in DOC M01.

. ITS SR 3.0.2 adds to the CTS "if a Completion Time requires periodic
performance on a ‘once per . . ." basis, the above Frequency extension
applies to each performance after the initial performance.” This is
described in DOC LO2.

. CTS 4.0.2 states, "Each Surveillance Requirement shall be performed
within the specified time interval with a maximum allowable extension not
to exceed 25 percent of the specified surveillance interval." ITS SR 3.0.2
states, in part, "The specified Frequency for each SR is met if the
Surveillance is performed within 1.25 times the interval specified in the
Frequency." This change is made to be consistent with the ITS
terminology and to clarify the concept of the specified SR Frequency
being met. -

The change is acceptable since it does not change the intent of the
requirements. "

e  ITS SR 3.0.2 is more specific regarding the start of the Frequency by
stating, "as measured from the previous performance or as measured
from the time a specified condition of the Frequency is met." This
direction is consistent with the current use and application of the
Technical Specifications.
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This change is acceptable because the ITS presentation has the same
intent as the CTS requirement.

) ITS SR 3.0.2 adds to the CTS "Exceptions to this Specification are stated
in the individual Specifications.”

This change is acceptable because it reflects practices used in the ITS
that are not used in the CTS. Any changes to a Technical Specification,
by inclusion of such an exception, will be addressed in the affected
Technical Specification.

The changes except as discussed in DOC M01 and DOC L02 are designated as
administrative because they reflect presentation and usage rules of the ITS
without making technical changes to the Technical Specifications.

CTS 3.0.4, in part, states "This provision shall not prevent passage through
OPERATIONAL MODES as required to comply with ACTION statements."

CTS 4.0.4 does not include a similar statement. ITS LCO 3.0.4 and SR 3.0.4, in
part, state "This Specification shall not prevent entry in MODES or other specified
conditions in the Applicability that are required to comply with ACTIONS or that
are part of a shutdown of the unit." This changes the CTS by revising the phrase
in CTS 3.0.4 and adding the phrase to CTS 4.0.4.

This change is acceptable because the statements in ITS LCO 3.0.4 and

ITS SR 3.0.4 are equivalent to the statement in the CTS. Both are stating that
LCO 3.0.4 or SR 3.0.4 shall not prevent a unit shutdown required by the
Technical Specifications. The ITS wording recognizes that there are conditions
in the Applicability that are not MODES, such as "During movement of irradiated
fuel within containment.” This change is designated as administrative as there is
no change in the intent of the CTS and no additional flexibility is granted.

MORE RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

MO1

CTS 4.0.2 states, "Each Surveillance Requirement shall be performed within the
specified time interval with a maximum allowable extension not to exceed 25
percent of the specified surveillance interval." ITS SR 3.0.2 states "The specified
Frequency for each SR is met if the Surveillance is performed within 1.25 times
the interval specified in the Frequency, as measured from the previous
performance or as measured from the time a specified condition of the
Frequency is met. For Frequencies specified as ‘once,’ the above interval
extension does not apply. If a Completion Time requires periodic performance
on a ‘once per ...’ basis, the above Frequency extension applies to each
performance after the initial performance. Exceptions to this Specification are
stated in the individual Specifications." This changes the CTS by adding, "For
Frequencies specified as ‘once,’ the above interval extension does not apply."
The remaining changes to CTS 4.0.2 are discussed in DOC A10 and DOC L02.

The purpose of the 1.25 extension allowance to Surveillance Frequencies is to
allow for flexibility in scheduling tests. This change is acceptable because
Frequencies specified as "once" are typically condition-based Surveillances in
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which the first performance demonstrates the acceptability of the current
condition. Such demonstrations should be accomplished within the specified
Frequency without extension in order to avoid operation in unacceptable
conditions. This change is designated as more restrictive because an allowance
to extend Frequencies by 25% is eliminated from some Surveillances.

CTS 3.7.7 Action a provides the actions for inoperable snubbers, and requires
one of the following (1, 2, or 3) within 72 hours when one or more snubbers are
inoperable: 1) replace or restore the inoperable snubber(s) to OPERABLE status;
2) verify system operability with the snubber(s) inoperable by engineering '
evaluation; or 3) declare the supported system inoperable and follow the
appropriate ACTION statement for that system. In the ITS, the actions for
inoperable snubbers are incorporated into ITS LCO 3.0.8. When one or more
required snubbers are unable to perform their associated support function(s), any
affected supported LCO(s) are not required to be declared not met solely for this
reason if risk is assessed and managed, and either: a) the snubbers not able to
perform their associated support function(s) are associated with only one train or
subsystem of a multiple train or subsystem supported system or are associated
with a single train or subsystem supported system and are able to perform their
associated support function within 72 hours; or b) the snubbers not able to
perform their associated support function(s) are associated with more than one
train or subsystem of a multiple train or subsystem supported system and are
able to perform their associated support function within 12 hours. At the end of
the specified period (i.e., 12 hours or 72 hours) snubbers must be able to perform
their associated function(s), or the affected system LCO(s) shall be declared not
met. This changes the CTS by requiring the risk associated with inoperable
snubbers to be assessed and managed and requires the snubbers to be restored
to OPERABLE status in all cases, and in certain cases within a more restrictive
Completion Time.

The purpose of CTS 3.7.7 Action a is to provide a short time (72 hours) prior to
requiring the affected systems to be declared inoperable, to either restore or
replace inoperable snubbers or to perform an engineering analyses to assess
whether the inoperable snubbers affect the OPERABILITY of the supported
components. ITS LCO 3.0.8 requires the risk associated with inoperable
required snubbers to be assessed and managed in all instances of snubber
inoperability. ITS LCO 3.0.8 also requires all "required"” inoperable snubbers to
be restored to OPERABLE status within the specified Completion Times. It does
not provide an explicit option to perform an engineering evaluation to assess
whether the as-found condition of the snubber had no adverse effect on
supported components. However, the wording of ITS LCO 3.0.8 (i.e., one or
more "required” snubbers) continues to allow this evaluation to be performed.
ITS LCO 3.0.8.a applies when one or more snubbers are not capable of
providing their associated support function(s) to a single subsystem of a multiple
subsystem supported system or to a single subsystem supported system. ITS
LCO 3.0.8.a allows 72 hours to restore the snubber(s) before declaring the
supported system inoperable, provided only a single subsystem is affected. This
72 hour time is consistent with the CTS. However, ITS LCO 3.0.8.b applies
when one or more snubbers are not capable of providing their associated support
function(s) to more than one subsystem of a multiple subsystem supported
system, and allows 12 hours to restore the snubber(s) before declaring the
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supported system inoperable. This 12 hour time is more restrictive than the CTS.
The 12 hour Completion Time is acceptable based on the low probability of a
seismic event concurrent with an event that would require operation of the
supported system occurring while the snubber(s) are not capable of performing
their associated support function. Furthermore, ITS LCO 3.0.8 requires that risk
be assessed and managed. This risk assessment is not required in the CTS.
The Bases for ITS LCO 3.0.8 provides guidance on how the risk must be
assessed. Industry and NRC guidance on the implementation of

10 CFR 50.65(a)(4) (the Maintenance Rule) does not address seismic risk.
However, use of ITS LCO 3.0.8 should be considered with respect to other plant
maintenance activities, and integrated into the existing Maintenance Rule
process to the extent possible so that maintenance on any unaffected train or
subsystem is properly controlled, and emergent issues are properly addressed.
The risk assessment need not be quantified, but may be a qualitative awareness
of the vulnerability of systems and components when one or more snubbers are
not able to perform their associated support function. Furthermore, Davis-Besse
has reviewed the additional provisions discussed in the CLIIP’s Model Safety
Evaluation (in Federal Register Notice 69 FR 68412, November 24, 2004),
Section 3.2, and will ensure appropriate plant procedures and administrative
controls will be used to implement the applicable Tier 2 Restrictions. Specifically:
a) at least one EFW train (including a minimum set of supporting equipment
required for its successful operation) not associated with the inoperable
snubber(s) must be available when LCO 3.0.8.a is used; b) at least one EFW
train (including a minimum set of supporting equipment required for its successful
operation) not associated with the inoperable snubber(s), or some alternative
means of core cooling must be available when LCO 3.0.8.b is used; and c) every
time the provisions of LCO 3.0.8 are used, Davis-Besse will confirm that at least
one train of systems supported by the inoperable snubbers would remain
capable of performing their required safety or support functions for postulated
design loads other than seismic loads. In addition, a record of the design
function of the inoperable snubber (i.e., seismic vs. non-seismic), implementation
of any applicable Tier 2 restrictions, and the associated plant configuration shall
be available on a recoverable basis for NRC staff inspection. These Tier 2
Restrictions are also more restrictive than what is currently required by the Davis-
Besse CTS. This change is designated as more restrictive because inoperable
snubbers must be restored to OPERABLE status under certain conditions within
a more restrictive Completion Time and the risk associated with inoperable
snubbers must always be assessed and managed.

RELOCATED SPECIFICATIONS

REMOVED DETAIL CHANGES
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LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGES

LO1  CTS 3.0.4 states, "Entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified
applicability conditions shall not be made unless the conditions of the Limiting
Condition for Operation are met without reliance on provisions contained in the
ACTION statements unless otherwise excepted." CTS 4.0.4 states, "Entry into
an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified applicability condition shall not be
made unless the Surveillance Requirements(s) associated with the Limiting
Condition for Operation have been performed within the stated surveillance
interval or as otherwise specified." ITS LCO 3.0.4 states "When an LCO is not
met, entry into a MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability shall only
be made: a. When the associated ACTIONS to be entered permit continued
operation in the MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability for an
unlimited period of time; b. After performance of a risk assessment addressing
inoperable systems and components, consideration of the results, determination
of the acceptability of entering the MODE or other specified condition in the
Applicability, and establishment of risk management actions, if appropriate;
exceptions to this Specification are stated in the individual Specifications; or c.
When an allowance is stated in the individual value, parameter, or other
Specification. This Specification shall not prevent changes in MODES or other -~
specified conditions in the Applicability that are required to comply with ACTIONS
or that are part of a shutdown of the unit." ITS SR 3.0.4 states, "Entry into a
MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability of an LCO shall only be
made when the LCO's Surveillances have been met within their specified
Frequency, except as provided by SR 3.0.3. When an LCO is not met due to
Surveillances not having been met, entry into a MODE or other specified
condition in the Applicability shall only be made in accordance with LCO 3.0.4.
This changes the CTS by providing allowances for entry into a MODE or other
specified condition in the Applicability when an LCO is not met.

The purpose of LCO 3.0.4 is to provide guidance when an LCO is not met and
entry into a MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability is desired.
Davis-Besse has reviewed the safety evaluation dated March 28, 2003, which
was published in the Federal Register to support this change through the
Consolidated Line ltem Improvement Process. This review included a review of
the NRC staff's evaluation, as well as the supporting information provided to
support TSTF-359, rev. 8. Davis-Besse has concluded that the justifications
presented in the TSTF proposal and the safety evaluation prepared by the NRC
staff are applicable to Davis-Besse and justify the incorporation of this change
into the Davis-Besse Technical Specifications. Therefore, the change is
considered acceptable.

In addition, the proposed Bases for LCO 3.0.4 and SR 3.0.4 is consistent with
that provided in the TSTF, except for minor editorial changes that do not change
the intent of the TSTF Bases. The proposed Bases provides details on how to
implement the new requirement. Specifically, LCO 3.0.4 establishes limitations
on changes in MODES or other specified conditions in the Applicability when an
LCO is not met. It allows placing the unit in a MODE or other specified condition
stated in that Applicability (e.g., the Applicability desired to be entered) when unit
conditions are such that the requirements of the LCO would not be met, in
accordance with LCO 3.0.4.a, LCO 3.0.4.b, or LCO 3.0.4.c. LCO 3.0.4.a allows
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entry into a MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability with the LCO
not met when the associated ACTIONS to be entered permit continued operation
in the MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability for an unlimited
period of time. Compliance with Required Actions that permit continued
operation of the unit for an unlimited period of time in a MODE or other specified
condition provides an acceptable level of safety for continued operation. This is
without regard to the status of the unit before or after the MODE change.

LCO 3.0.4.b allows entry into a MODE or other specified condition in the
Applicability with the LCO not met after performance of a risk assessment
addressing inoperable systems and components, consideration of the results,
determination of the acceptability of entering the MODE or other specified
condition in the Applicability, and establishment of risk management actions, if
appropriate. The risk assessment may use quantitative, qualitative, or blended
approaches, and the risk assessment will be conducted using the plant program,
procedures, and criteria in place to implement 10 CFR 50.65(a)(4), which
requires that risk impacts of maintenance activities to be assessed and
managed. The risk assessment, for the purposes of LCO 3.0.4.b, must take into
account all inoperable Technical Specification equipment regardless of whether
the equipment is included in the normal 10 CFR 50.65(a)(4) risk assessment
scope. The risk assessments will be conducted using the procedures and
guidance endorsed by Regulatory Guide 1.182, "Assessing and Managing Risk
Before Maintenance Activities at Nuclear Power Plants." Regulatory Guide 1.182
endorses the guidance in Section 11 of NUMARC 93-01, "Industry Guideline for
Monitoring the Effectiveness of Maintenance at Nuclear Power Plants." These
documents address general guidance for conduct of the risk assessment,
quantitative and qualitative guidelines for establishing risk management actions,
and example risk management actions. These include actions to plan and
conduct other activities in a manner that controls overall risk, increased risk
awareness by shift and management personnel, actions to reduce the duration of
the condition, actions to minimize the magnitude of risk increases (establishment
of backup success paths or compensatory measures), and determination that the
proposed MODE change is acceptable. Consideration should also be given to
the probability of completing restoration such that the requirements of the LCO
would be met prior to the expiration of ACTIONS Completion Times that would
require exiting the Applicability. LCO 3.0.4.b may be used with single, or multiple
systems and components unavailable. NUMARC 93-01 provides guidance |
relative to consideration of simultaneous unavailability of multiple systems and
components. The results of the risk assessment shall be considered in
determining the acceptability of entering the MODE or other specified condition in
the Applicability, and any corresponding risk management actions. The

LCO 3.0.4.b risk assessments do not have to be documented. The Technical

. Specifications allow continued operation with equipment unavailable in MODE 1
- for the duration of the Completion Time. Since this is allowable, and since in

general the risk impact in that particular MODE bounds the risk of transitioning
into and through the applicable MODES or other specified conditions in the
Applicability of the LCO, the use of the LCO 3.0.4.b allowance should be
generally acceptable, as long as the risk is assessed and managed as stated
above. However, there is a small subset of systems and components that have
been determined to be more important to risk and use of the LCO 3.0.4.b
allowance is prohibited. The LCOs governing these systems and components
contain Notes prohibiting the use of LCO 3.0.4.b by stating that LCO 3.0.4.b is
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not applicable. These systems and components are the ECCS Low Pressure
Injection Subsystem, the Auxiliary Feedwater System and Motor Driven
Feedwater Pump train, and the emergency diesel generators (ITS 3.5.3,

ITS 3.7.5, and ITS 3.8.1, respectively). LCO 3.0.4.c allows entry into a MODE or
other specified condition in the Applicability with the LCO not met based on a
Note in the Specification which states LCO 3.0.4.c is applicable. These specific
allowances permit entry into MODES or other specified conditions in the
Applicability when the associated ACTIONS to be entered do not provide for
continued operation for an unlimited period of time and a risk assessment has
not been performed. This allowance may apply to all the ACTIONS orto a
specific Required Action of a Specification. The risk assessments performed to
justify the use of LCO 3.0.4.b usually only consider systems and components.
For this reason, LCO 3.0.4.c is typically applied to Specifications that describe
values and parameters. The provisions of LCO 3.0.4 shall not prevent changes
in MODES or other specified conditions in the Applicability that are required to
comply with ACTIONS. In addition, the provisions of LCO 3.0.4 shall not prevent
changes in MODES or other specified conditions in the Applicability that result
from any unit shutdown. In this context, a unit shutdown is defined as a change
in MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability associated with
transitioning from MODE 1 to MODE 2, MODE 2 to MODE 3, and MODE 3 to

" MODE 4. Upon entry into a MODE or other specified condition in the

Applicability with the LCO not met, LCO 3.0.1 and LCO 3.0.2 require entry into
the applicable Conditions and Required Actions until the Condition is resolved,
until the LCO is met, or until the unit is not within the Applicability of the Technical
Specifications. Surveillances do not have to be performed on the associated
inoperable equipment (or on variables outside the specified limits), as permitted
by SR 3.0.1. Therefore, utilizing LCO 3.0.4 is not a violation of SR 3.0.1 or

SR 3.0.4 for Surveillances that have not been performed on inoperable
equipment. However, SRs must be met to ensure OPERABILITY prior to
declaring the associated equipment OPERABLE (or variable within limits) and
restoring compliance with the affected LCO. This change is designated as less
restrictive because entry into MODES or other specified conditions in the
Applicability of a Specification might be made with an LCO not met as long as the
plant is in compliance with LCO 3.0.4.

CTS 4.0.2 states, "Each Surveillance Requirement shall be performed within the
specified time interval with a maximum allowable extension not to exceed

25 percent of the specified surveillance interval." ITS SR 3.0.2 states "The
specified Frequency for each SR is met if the Surveillance is performed within
1.25 times the interval specified in the Frequency, as measured from the
previous performance or as measured from the time a specified condition of the
Frequency is met. For Frequencies specified as ‘once,’ the above interval
extension does not apply. If a Completion Time requires periodic performance
on a ‘once per . . .’ basis, the above Frequency extension applies to each
performance after the initial performance. Exceptions to this Specification are
stated in the individual Specifications." This changes the CTS by adding, "If a
Completion Time requires periodic performance on a ‘once per . . .’ basis, the

- above Frequency extension applies to each performance after the initial

performance.” The remaining changes to CTS 4.0.2 are discussed in DOC A10
and DOC MO1.
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DISCUSSION OF CHANGES
ITS SECTION 3.0, LCO AND SR APPLICABILITY

This change is acceptable because the 25 percent Frequency extension given to
provide scheduling flexibility for Surveillances is equally applicable to Required .
Actions that must be performed periodically. The initial performance is excluded
because the first performance demonstrates the acceptability of the current
condition. Such demonstrations should be accomplished within the specified
Completion Time without extension in order to avoid operation in unacceptable
conditions. This change is designated as less restrictive because additional time
is provided to perform some periodic Required Actions.

Davis-Besse Page 15 of 15
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LCO Applicability
3.0

‘ 34 3.0 LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION*(LCO)APPLIC’ABIL'lTY«

301 LCO 3.01

LCOs shall be'met: durlng the: MODES or-other: specified conditions.i inthe
Appl|cab|l|ty exoept as provided in LCO 3.0.2, LCO3:0. 7 and LCO 3.0.8.

302 LCO 302

Upoen discovery &f a-failure to:méet.an LCO;.the Réquiréd Actions ‘of the’
associated Cénditions shall-be met, éxcept: as provided in LEO 3:0:5 and-
LCO 306

If the LCO'is metorisno Jonger-applicable prior: to explratlon of the
$pecified Completlon Tlme(s) completion of the Required. Action(s)is not
required, unless otherwise stated.

303 [CO3.03

When an LCO’is not'met and the-associated: ACTIONS: are not mét; an
associated ACTION is not: prowded “or.if’ dlrected by the- assomated
ACTIONS, the: unlt ‘shall be placedin:a MOQDE or other specified condition
in which the LCO is‘not applicable. -Action‘shall’be initiated within-1 hour
to-place the unit, as' applicable, in::

d.  MODE 3'within 7 hours

b.  MODE:4 within 13 hoursy and
c.  MODE 5 within 37:hours:
Exceptions to this: Specification are stated in the individual Specifications.
Where corrective. measures are completed: that permit operation in

accordance with the LCO or ACTIONS ‘completion of the actions required

by LCO 3.0.3 is not required.

LCO 3.0.3is only applicable in MODES 1, 2, 3; and 4.

3.04 LCO 3.04

When an LCO is not met, entryinto a MODE or other specified condition
in the Applicability shall 'only be made:

a. When the associated ACTIONS to be entered permit.continued
operation in the MODE or other specified condition in the
Applicability for an unlimited period of time;

b.  After performance of a risk assessment.addressing inoperable
systems.and components, consideration of the results,
-determination of the acceptability 6f entering the MODE or other
“specified condition in the: Applicability, and establishment of risk
management achons if appropriate; ‘exceptions to this’ Specification

are stated in the individual Specifi catlonsm_or\@
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LEO Applicability
3.0

3.0 LCO Applicability

LCO 3.0:4 (continued)

6. Whenanallowance is'stated in the individual value, parameter, or
other Specification.
This-Speécification: shall not prevent g IFMODES or other spemfed.

conditions in the Applicability that are: requrred to comply- with: ACTIONS:
or that are part of a shutdown'of the unit.

LCO 3.0.5

Equipment removed from sérvice or.declared inoperable to comply with
ACTIONS may be returnedto service undér administrative céntrol solely
to perform-testing required to demonstrate its OPERABILITY or the
OPERABILITY of other equipment. This.is-an. exceptlon to LCO'3.0:2°for:
the system returned to service under.administrative control to. perform the:
testmg required to-demonstrate OPERABILITY.

LCO:3.0.6

When a supported system LCO'is not'met solely.due to-a’support system
LCO not being met, the Conditions and Reqwred Actrons associated with
this supported system-are not requrred to be-entered. Only the support:
system LCO ACTIONS are required:to.be‘entered. This js:an ‘exception.

to LCO 3.0.2 for the supported system. In this event, an evaluation.shall @
be performed in-accordance with Specification 5:5. @‘"Safety Funéctiory-
Determination Program (SFDP)." If aloss of saféty function is determined
to-exist by this program, the’ approprlate Conditions: and Requnred ‘Actions

of the LCO in which the loss of safety function exists are required to-be
entered.

When a support system's Required Action directs a supported system to
be declaredinoperable or directs entry into Conditions -and Required
Actions for.a supported system, the applicable-Conditions and Requiired.
Actions shall be entered in accordance with'LCO 3.0.2.

LCO 3.0.7

(2]

1' 318

Test Exception LCOs[3. 15, 3.1.10-3.1.11) and 3349 allow specified
Technical Specification (TS) requirements to be changed to permit
pérformance of special tests and operations. Unless otherwise specified,
all other TS requirements remain unchanged. -Compliance with Test
Exception LCOs is optional. When a Test Exception LCO is désired to be
met but is not met, the ACTIONS of the Test Exception LCO shall be: met.
When a Test Exception LCO is not desired to be met, entry into-a MODE.
or other specified conditionin the Applicability. shall be made in
accordance with the other applicable Specifications.

BWOG STS
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LCO Applicability

3.0
CTs
‘ 3.0 LCO Applicability
377 LCO 3.0:8 When one ormore required:snubbers.are unable to. perform thelr
Action a associated support functlon(s) ‘any.affected supported LCO(s) are:not.

required to be’ declared not mét: solely for this:reason if risk:is assessed:
and.managed,-and:

a. the-snubbersinot.able to performtheir associated support
'functlon(s) are-associated with-only.onetrain or subsystem of-a
multiple train or subsystem-supported system orare ‘associated'with
~asingle.train-or subsystem supported system: and-are-able to
perform their associated support function within'72 hours; or

b.  the:snubbers not able to perform their associateéd support
functlon(s) are associated with more than one train-or:subsystem. of
a multiple train or subsystem supported: system and are able.to
perform their associated support function within 12 hours.

Atthe end of the specified period the required snubbers' must be.able to
perform their: associated' support function(s), or'the: affeoted supported
system LCO(s) shall be declared not met.

BWOG STS 3.0-3 Rev. 3.1, 12/01/05
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SR Applicability
3.0

. €IS 30 SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT (SR) APPLICABILITY:

40.1, SR 3.0.1
4.03

SRs shall be- met during the MODES or other. specified: oondrtlons in: the
Applloablllty forindividual LCOs, unless: otherwrse statedinthe SR,
Failure:to:meet a Surveillance, whether such failure is'experienced. durlng
the performance of the ‘Surveillance or between pérformances.of the
Surveillance, shall be failure to meet the LCO. Failure to perform a
Surverllance within-the specified Frequency shall bé farlure to-meétthe.
LCO except as. provnded in SR'3.0:3. Surveiilances do not have to. be
performed on. moperable equipment or variables outside specified limits.

402 SR 3.0.2

The'specified Frequency for each- SR is met if the Surveillance®is
performed within 1.25 times the interval specified in the Frequency; as
measuréd from the previous performance or as measured from the time a
specified: condition of the Frequency is met.

For Frequencies specified as"once," the above interval extension does
not.apply:

If a‘Completion Timé requifes periodic:performance on a "oénce per . . ."
basis; the above Frequency extension applies to-each performance.after

-the initial performance.

Exceptions to this Specification are stated in the individual Spedifications:

403 SR 303

If it is discovered that a Surveillance was not performed within its
specified Frequency, then compliance with the requirement to declare the
LCO not metmay be delayed, from the time of discovery, up to 24 hours
or up to the limit of the specified Frequency, whichever is greater. This.
delay period is permitted to allow performance of the Surveillance. A risk
evaluation shall be performed for any Surveillance delayed gréater than
24 houirs and the risk impact shall be managed.

If the Surveillance is not performed within the delay period, the LCO must
immediately be declared not met, and the applicable Condition(s) must be
entered.

When the Surveiltance is performed within the delay period and the.
Survesillance is not met, the LCO must immediately be declared not met,

. and the applicable Condition(s) must be entered.

4.04 SR 3.04

Entry into a-MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability of an
LCO shall enly be. made when the LCO's Surveillances have been met
within their specified Frequency, except as provided by SR 3.0.3. ‘Wheén
an LCO is not met due to Surveillances not having been met, entry into a
MODE or -other specified condition in the Applicability shall only be made
in accordance with LCO 3.0:4.

BWOG STS
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SR -Applicability
3.0

' CTS 30 SR Applicability
404 SR 3.0.4 (continued)

This provision shall notprevent entry into MODES or other specified
conditions in the:Applicability that are required to comply with ACTIONS
o that are part of a shutdowr of the unit
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS SECTION 3.0, LCO AND SR APPLICABILITY

1. These punctuation corrections have been made consistent with the Writer's Guide
for the Improved Standard Technical Specifications, TSTF-GG-05-01, Section 5.1.3.

2. The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information/value has
been provided.

3. The words "changes in" in LCO 3.0.4 has been changed to "entry into" to be
consistent with the terminology used in SR 3.0.4.

4. The correct LCO number has been provided.

Davis-Besse ‘ * Page 1 of 1
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Improved Standard Technical Specifications (ISTS) Bases
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LCO APPLICABILITY
B3.0

B'3.0: LIMITING'CONDITION FOR OPERATION (LCO) APPLICABILITY

BASES.

LCOs LCO:3.0.1 through LEO 3.0.8 establish the general requirements
apphcable to-all Specifications and apply at all times, unless otherwise
stated

LCO 3.0.1 LCO.3.0.1 establishes the Applicability statement within each individual
Specification as the requirement for when the LCO is required to be met
(i.e.,.when the unit.is in the MODES or other specified conditions of the
Applicability statement of each Specification).

LCO 3.0:2 L.CO:3.0.2 establishes that upon discovery of a failure to meet an LCO,
the-associated ACTIONS shall be met. The Completion Time of each
Required Action for an ACTIONS Condition is applicable fromthe pointin
time that an ACTIONS Condition is entered. The Required Actions
establish thase remedial measures:that must be taken within specified
Complétion Times when the requirements of an LCO are not met. This
Specification establishes that:

a. Completion of the Required-Actions within the specified Completion
Times constitutes compliance with a Specification,and

b, Completion of the Required Actions is not required when an LCO is
met within the specified Completion Time, unless otherwise specified.

There are two basic types of Required Actions. The first type of Required
Action specifies a time limit in which.the LCO must be met. This time limit
is the Completlon Time to restore an inoperable system or component to
OPERABLE status or to restore variables to within specified limits. If this
type of Required Action is not completed within the specified Completion
Time, .a shutdown may be required to place the unitin a MODE or
condition in'which the Specification is not applicable. (Whether stated as
a Requwed Action or not; correction of the entered Condition is an action
that may always be considered upon entering ACTIONS.) The second
type of Required Action specifies the réemedial measures that permit
continuied operation of the unit that is not further restricted by the
Completion Time. In this case; compliance with the Required Actions
provides an-acceptable level of'safety for continued operation.

Completing the Required Actions’is not required when an LCO is met or
is no longer applicable, unless otherwise stated in the individual
Specifications.

BWOG STS B 3.0 Rev. 3.1, 12/01/05

Attachment 1, Volume 5, Rev. 1, Page 36 of 63



Attachment 1, Volume 5, Rev. 1, Page 37 of 63

LCO APPLICABILITY
B30

LCO 3.0.2 (continuedy

The nature’of some.Required Actions of some Conditions necessitates
that, once the Condition.is entered, the Required Actions must be
completed even though the associated Conditions no longer exist. The
individual LCO's ACTIONS spemfy the ReqUIred Actions where this is the
case. An example of this is in LCO 3.4.3, "RCS Pressure and
Temperature.(P/T) Limits."

Theé Completion Times-of the Requifed Actions are also applicable when
a system or component is-femoved from service intentionally. Reasons
for intentionally rélying on the. ACTIONS inclide, but-are not limited to,
performance-of Survelllanoes preventive malntenance corrective
maintenance, -or investigation-of-operational problems: Entering ‘
ACTIONS for these:reasons must be done in a'manner that does not
compromise safety. Intentional entry into ACTIONS should not be'made
for-operational convenience. Additionally, if intentional entry into
ACTIONS would result in redundant equnpment being inoperabls,
alternatives should be used mstead Doing-so limits.the time both
subsystemsi/trains of a safety function are inoperable and limits the time
conditions exist which may. result in LCO 3.0.3 being-entered. Individual
Specifications may-specify a time limit for performing an SR when
equipment is'removed from service or bypassed for testing. In this case,
the Completlon Times of the: Reqwred ‘Actions are: appllcable when this
time lirit expires, if the equipment remains removed from service or
bypassed.

When a.change in MODE or other specified condition is required to
comply with. Requrred Actions, the.unitmay enter a MODE or other
specmed oondmon in which another Speolf oatlon becomes applicable. In
this.case, the Completion Times of the- associated Required Actions.
would apply.from the point in time that the new Spedcification becomes
applicable and the ACTIONS Condition(s) are entered.

LCO 3.0.3

LCO 3.0.3 establishes the actions that - must be impleménted when an
LCO-is notmet and either:

a. An-associated Required Action-and Completion Time is not met and
no other Condition appliea‘imr

]
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LCO APPLICABILITY
B3.0

LCO 3.0:3 {continued)

b. The condition of the unit is not specifically addressed by the
associated’ACTIONS. Thi$ means that no ¢ombination of Conditions
stated'in the ACTIONS. can be-made that'exactly corresponds:to-thé -
actual. condmon of the unit. Sometlmes possmle combinations of
Cond|t|ons are such that enterlng LCO 3.0.3 is'warranted; in such

~ cases, the ACTIONS specifically state: a Condition. correspondlng to
such combinations and also'that LCO 3.0.3 be entered |mmed|ately

This Specification delingates the:time limits- for placing the unit in a safe
MODE or other specified condition when operatlon cannot be- malntalned
Wlthln the.limits for safe. operation as. defned by the LCO.and its
ACTIONS: It is not intended to be. used as an operational convenience
that permits routine voluntary removal of redundant systems or-
components from service in lieu of other alternatives that would not result
in redundant systems or components being inoperable.

Upon entering LCO 3.0.3, 1 hour is allowed to prepare for an-orderly
shutdown before lnltlatlng a‘change in unit operatmn This includes time
to permit the operator to coordinate the reduction.in electrical generation
with the load dispatcher to ensure the stability:and avaitability of the
electrical grid. The time limits specified to reach lower MODES of
operatlon permlt the shutdown to proceed i ina oontrolled and orderly
manner thatis well within the specified maximum oooldown rate and
within the capabilities of the unit, assuming that only:the minimum
required equipment is OPERABLE. This reduces thermal stresses on
components of the Reactér Coolant System and the potential for a.plant
upset that could challenge safety systeris.under.conditions to which this
Specification apphes The usée and mterpretatlon of specn" ied tlmes to
compIete the actions of LCO:3.0.3 are consistent with the dtsoussmn of
Section 1. STCompletlon T|mes,r @

A unit shutdowni required in accordance with LCO 3.0.3 may be
terminated and LCO 3.0:3 exited if any of the following occurs:

a. The LCO'is now me

b. A Condition exists for which the Required Actions have now been

performedm‘oL G

¢.  ACTIONS exist that do nothave expired Completion Timés. Thesé
Completlon Tlmes are applicable from the pointin time that the
Condition is mltlally entered-and not from the.time LCO 3.0.3 is
exited.

BWOG STS
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LCO APPLICABILITY.
B3.0

. BASES

LCO 3.0.3 (continued)

Spent }

The time limits of LCO 3:0.3 allow 37 hours for the unit to be in MODE 5
when a shutdown is required during MODE 1 operation. If the unit is:in a
lower MODE of‘operation when a shutdown is required, the time. limit for
reaching the nextlower MCDE applles If a lower MODE is reached in
less time than allowed, however, the:total allowable time to reach

MODE 5, or other applicable . MODE is not reduced. Forexample, if
MODE 3 isreached in 2 hours, then the time allowed for reaching
MODE 4 is the next 11 hours, because the total time for reaching

MODE 4 is not reduced from the-allowable limit of 13 hours. Therefore, if

remedial measures.are completed that would permit a return:to-MODE 1,

apenalty is notincurred by having to reach a lower MODE of operation in

less than the total time allowed.

In MODES 1, 2, 3,.and 4, LCO 3.0.3 providés actions for Conditions not
covered in other Specn" ications. The requirements of L.CO 3.0:3 do not
apply in MODES 5 and 6 because the unit is already in the most
restrlotlve;éondltlon required by LCO 3.0.3. The requirements of

LCO 3.0.3 donot apply in other specified conditions of the Applicability
(unless in MODE 1, 2; 3, or 4) because the ACTIONS of individual-
Specifications sufficiently define the.remedial measures to be taken.

Exceptions to LCO 3.0.3 are provided in instances where requiring-a unit
shutdown, in. accordance with LCO 3.0.3, would not provide: appropriate
remedial measures for the associated condition of the unit. An example.
of this is in LCO 3.7.14, JFuel[Storage] Pool Water Level." LCO 3.7.14

has an Applicability of "During movement of irradiated fuel assemblies in

spent_}»fuel [Stordgéjpool.” Therefore, this LCO can be applicable ih any-or all

MODES. If the LCO and the Required Actlons of LCO 3.7.14 are notmat
while in MODE 1, 2, 3, or 4, there'is no safety benefit to be gained by

placing the unit in a shutdown condition. The Required Action of
N, LCO 3.7.14[1"Suspend movement of irradiated fuel assemblies in*fuel @

¥éagel pool” is the appropriate Required Action to complete in lieu of the
aotlons of LCO 3.0.3. These exceptions are:addressed i in the individual
Specifications.

LCO 3.04

LCO.3.0.4 establishes limitations on changes in MODES or other
specified conditions in the Applicability when an-LCO is not met. it allows
placing the unitin a MODE or other specified condition stated in that
Applicability {¢/d,, the Applicability desired tobe entered) when unit
conditions are such that the requirements of the LCO would not be met, in
accordance with LCO 3.0.4.a, LCO3.0.4.b, or LCO 3.0.4.c.

BWOG STS
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'LCO APPLICABILITY.
B3.0

. BASES

LCO 3.0.4 (continued)

LCO-3.0.4.a allows entry into.a MODE or.other specified conditionin the
Applicability with the LCO not met when the associated ACTIONS to be
entered permit continued operation in the MODE or other speécified
condition in the Applicability for an unlimited period of time. Compliance
with Required-Actions that permit.continued operation of the unit for an

" unlimited period of time in a MODE or other specified condition provides’

an acceptable level of safety for continued operation. This is without
regard to the status.of the unit-before or after the MODE change.
Therefore, in such cases, entry into a MODE or other specified condition
in the -Applicability may be made in accordance with the provisions of the
Required Actions.

LCO 3.0.4.b allows entry into a MODE or-other specified condition in the
Applicability with the LCO not met after performance of a risk assessment
addressing inoperable systéms and components; consideration-of the
results, determination of the acceptability of entering. the MODE or other
specified condition in the Applicability, and establishment of risk
management actions, if appropriate.

The risk assessment may use quantitative, qualitative, or blended
approaches, and the risk assessment will be-conducted using the plant
program, procedures, and criteria in place to implement

10 CFR 50.65(a)(4), which requires[tal risk impacts of maintenance
activities to be assessed and managed. The risk assessment, for the
purposes of LCO 3.0.4.b, must take into account all inoperable Technical
Specification equipment regardiess of whether the equipment.is included
in the normal 10 CFR 50.65(a)(4) risk assessment scope. The risk
assessments will be conducted using the procedures and guidance: »
endorsed by Regulatory Guide 1.182, “Assessing and Managing Risk
Before Maintenance Activities at Nuclear Power Plants.” Regulatory
Guide 1.182 endorses the guidance in Section 11 of NUMARC 93-01,
“Industry. Guideline for Monitoring the Effectiveness of Maintenance at
Nuclear Power Piants.” These documents address general guidahce for
conduct of the risk assessment, quantitative and qualitative guidelines for
establishing risk management.actions, and example risk management
actions. These include actions to plan and conduct other activities in a
manner that controls overall risk, increased risk awareness by shift and
management personnel, actions to reduce the duration of the condition,
actions to minimize the magnitude of risk increases (establishment of
backup success paths or compensatory measures), and determination
that the proposed MODE change is acceptable. Consideration should
also be given to the probability of completing restoration such that the
requirements of the LCO would be met prior to the expiration-of ACTIONS
Completion Times that would require exiting the. Applicability.

BWOG STS
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LCO APPLICABILITY
B3.0

‘ BASES

LCO 3.0.4 {continued).

LCO3.0.4.b may be used with singlegor multiple systems and @
components unavailable. NUMARC 93-01 provides guidance relative to:

¢ohsideration of simultaneous unavailability of multiplé $ystems and

components.

Theresults-of the risk assessment shall be considered in determining the
acceptability of entering the MODE or other specified condition in the
Applicability, and any corresponding risk management actions. The
LCO 3.0.4.b risk assessments do not have to be documented.-

The Technical Specifications allow continued operation with equipment-
unavailable in MODE 1 for the duration of the Completion Time. Since
this.is allowable, and since in general the risk-impact.in that particular
MODE-bdounds the risk of transitioning into and through the applicable
MODES or other specified conditions in the Applicability of the LCO, the
use of the LCO 3.0.4.b allowance should be generally acceptable, as long
as the risk is assessed and managed as stated above, However, there is
a.small subset of systems and components that have been determined to
be more important to risk-and use of the LCO 3.0.4.b allowance is
prohibited. The LCOs governing these systems and components contain
Notes prohibiting the use of LCO 3.0.4.b by stating that LCO 3.0.4.b is not
applicable. ’ '

LCO3.0.4.c allows entry into a MODE or other specified condition in the-

‘ Applicability with the LCO not met based on a Note inthe Specification
which states LCO 3.0.4.c is applicable. These specific allowances permit
entry into- MODES or other specified conditions in the: Applicability when
the associated ACTIONS to be entered do. not provide for continued
operationfor an unlimited period of time and a risk assessmenthas not
been performed. This allowance may apply to-all the ACTIONS or to.a
specific Required Action of a Specification. The risk assessments
performed to justify the use of LCO.3.0.4 b usually only-consider systems
and components. Forthis reason, LCO 3.0:4.cis typically applied to
Specifications which describe values and parameters (e.g., [[Containment
Air Temperature, Containment PreSsure,oderator Temperature _(nq] @
Coeffioientﬂ}), and may be applied to other Specifications based on NRC
plant specific approval.

The provisions of this Specification should not be interpreted as
endorsing the failure to exercise the good practice of restoring systems or
components to OPERABLE status before entering an associated MODE
or other specified condition in the Applicability.
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BASES

LCO 3.0.4 (continued) :
The provisions of LCO 3:0.4 shall not prevent [Chapggs.inlMODES or

other specified-conditions’in the Applicability that are required to-comply’
(enyinto) Wwith ACTIONS. In addition, the provisions of LCO 3.0.4 shall hot preveént
»[{changés I MODES or other specified conditions in the Apphoablhty that
result from any-unit shutdewn. [nthis context, a. unit shutdown is defined
as a change in MODE or other specified condition in-the Applicability
associated with transitioning from MODE 1 to MODE 2; MODE 2 to.
MODE 3, MODE 3 to MODE 4, and MODE 4 to MODE 5.

Upon entry into a MODE or other specified-condition-iry the Applicability
with the LCO not met, LCO 3.0.1 and LCO 3.0.2:require entry.into the:
applicable Conditions and Required Actions until the. Condition is
resolved, until the' LCO is met, or until the unit is-not within the
Applicability of the Technical Specification.

Surveillances do not have to be performed on the assodiated inoperable
equipment (or on variables outside the specified limits), as permitted by
SR 3.0.1. Therefore, utilizing LCO 3.0.4:is not a violation of SR 3.0.1 or
SR 3.0.4 for any Surveillances that have not been performed on
inoperable equipment. However, SRs.must be met to ensure
OPERABILITY prior to declaring. the associated équipment OPERABLE
(or variable within limits) and restoring compliance with the affected LCO

LCO 3.05 LCO 3.0.5 establishes the allowance for restoring equipment to service
under administrative controls when'it has been removed from service or
declared inoperable to comply with ACTIONS. The sole purpose of this
Specification is to provide an exception to LCO 3.0.2 (e.g., to not comply
with the applicable Required Action(s)) to allow the- performanoe of
required testing to demonstrate either:

a. The OPERABILITY of the equipment being returned to service,or
b. The OPERABILITY of othér equipment. L@

The administrative controls ensure the time the equipment is returned to
service in conflict with the requirements of the ACTIONS is limited to the
time absolutely necessary to perform:the required testing to demonstrate:
OPERABILITY. This Specification does not provide time to perform any
other preventive or corrective maintenance.

reopening a containment isolation valve that has been closed to comply with Required Actions and

An example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of the equipment being returmned to service is
must be reopened to perform the required testing.
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LCO 3.0.5 (continued)

An example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of other equipment is
taking an inoperable channel or trip system out of the tripped:condition'to” -
prevent the trip function from occurring during the performance of.

required testing on another channel in the other trip system. A similar
example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of other equipment is-taking
an inoperable channel or trip system out of the tripped condition to permit
the logic to function and indicate the appropriate response: during the
performance of required testing on another channel in the same trip
system.

LCO 3.06

LCO 3.0.6 establishes an exception to LCO 3.0.2 for supported-systems:
that have a support system LCO specified in the Technical Specifications
(TS). This exception is provided because LCO 3.0:2 would require that
the Conditions and Required Actions of the associated inoperable

‘supported system LCO be entered solely due to the inoperability.of the

support system. This exception is justified because. the actions: that are
required to ensure the unit is maintained in a safe-condition.are specified
in the support system LCO's Required Actions. These Required Actions
may include entering the supported systenfs*Conditions and Required
Actions or may specify other Required Actions.

When a support system is inoperable and there is-an LCO specified for it
in the TS, the supported system(s) are required to be declared inoperablé.
if determined to be inoperable as a result of the support system
inoperability. However, itis not necessary to enter into the supported
systems' Conditions-and Required Actions unless directed to.do so'by the.
support system's Required Actions. The potential confusion and-
inconsistency of requirements related to the entry into multiple support
and supported systems' LCO@COnditions and Required Actions are
eliminated by providing all the actions that are necessary to ensure the
unit is maintained in a safe condition in the support system's Required
Actions.

However, there are instances where a support system's Required Action
may either direct a supported system to be declared inoperable or direct
entry into Conditions and Required Actions for the supported system.
This may occur immediately or-after some specified delay to perform
some other Required Action. Regardless of whether it is immediateor
after some delay; when a support systeny's Required Action directs a
supported system to be declared inoperable or directs entry-into

Conditions and Required Actions for a supported system, the applicable

Conditions and Required Actions shall be entered in accordance with
LCO3.02.
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LCO 3.0.6" (continued)

One aspect of the SFDP is
the provision for cross train
checks. The SFDP requires

the performance of

[14)
Specification 5.5.fety Function Determination Program (SFDP),"
ensures loss of safety function is.detected and appropriate actions are
taken.. Upon entry into LCO 3.0.8, an evaluation shall be madé to
determine ifﬁ.!dss of safety function exists. Additionally, other limitations,
remedial actions, or-compensatory actions may be identified as a result of
the:support system inoperability and corresponding exception to entering
supported system-Conditions and Required Actions. The SFDP
implements the requirements of LCO 3.0.6.

¢ros’s train checks to identify a loss of safety function for those support
systems that support multiple and redundant safety systems
The cross train check verifies that the supported systems of the remaining
OPERABLE support systems are OPERABLE, thereby ensuring safety
function is retained. A loss of safety function may exist when a support
system is:inoperable, and:

a. Arequired system redundant to system(s) supported by the.
inoperable support systemis also inoperable (EXAMPLE B 3.0.6-1)p

b. A-required system redundant to system(s) in turn sUpported by the
inoperable supported system is also inoperable (EXAMPLE
B 3.0.6-2)0r

¢:.  Arequired system redundant to support system(s) for the supported
systems (a) and (b) above is also inoperable (EXAMPLE B 3.0.6-3).

—

® ®

EXAMPLE B 3.0.6-1 ,\_{ (Refer to Figure B 3.0-1) }

, 10, and
If System 2 of Train A is inoperable and System 5 of Train B is

inoperable, aloss of safety function exists in[supported| System; 5.

N

EXAMPLE B 3.0.6-2 ‘\_[ (Refer to Figure 83.0-1) | \\@

If System 2 of Train Ais inoperable, and System 11 of Train B is
inoperable, a'loss of safety function exists in System 11
[supported by System 5]

-
N

N

EXAMPLE B3.0.63 ‘*{ {Refer to Figure B 3.0-1) JL

If System 2-of Train A is inoperable, and System 1 of Train B is
inoperable, aloss of safety function exists in Systems 2, 4, 5, 8,9, 10,and

1] (e

L—3

If this evaluation determines that a loss of safety function exists, the
appropriate Conditions and Required Actions of the LCO in-which the loss
of safety function exists are required to be entered.
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BASES.

LCO 3.0.6 (continued)

TRAMA . : TRAINB

‘System § System 8

| System 4 System 4

S:ysuml 11 Systom §
System2 : Systom 2
) System 10

Systam §

. System 10
‘System & ‘ '

System 19 Systom 11
System 1 ) . Systom 3
[ System 42 System 12

- Sytem s ) . System 6

Sﬁ/:mm (X Systam 13

‘éyth 3 . Systemn 3
*Systom 14 System 14

Systerm ¥ System 7

-Systam 18 Systern 15

. // | [[Figure B 3.0-1

[move to.end J Configuration of Trains and Systems[]]

of Section

This loss of safety function does not require the assumption of additional
single failures or loss of offsite power. Since operations are being
restricted in accordance:with the ACTIONS of the support system, any
resulting temporary loss of redundancy or single failure protection is taken
into account. Similarly, the ACTIONS for inoperable offsite circuit(s) and
‘inoperable diesel generator(s) provide the necessary restriction for cross
train inoperabilities. This explicit cross train verification for inoperable AC
electrical power sources-also acknowledges that supported system(s) are
not declared inoperable solely as a result of inoperability of a normal or
emergency electrical power source (refer to the definition of
OPERABILITY)..
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LCO 3.0.8 (continued)

When loss of safety functioniis determined to exist, 'and the.SFDP
requires entry into the:appropriate Conditions. and Requiired Actions of the
LCO.in which the loss of safety funiction exists; consideration mustbe
given to.the specific type of. function affected. Where a’loss of function’is
solely dustoa single Tachnical Specification support system (e.g., loss of
automatic start due to inoperable instrumentation, or loss of pump suction
source due to low tank: level) the appropriate LCOis the LCO for the
support.system. The ACTIONS for:a support-system LCO adequately
address the inoperabilities-of that system without reliance ‘on entering its
supported system LCO. When the loss of function is the result of multiple
support systems, the appropnate LCO is the LCO for the-supported
system.

LCO 3.0:7

and

There are certain special tests and operations'réquired to be performed at
various times over the life of the unit. These special tests and operations
are necessary to demonstrate select unit performance characteristics, to
perform special maintenance activities, and to perform special evolutions.

Test Exception LCOs|3 1. 8.,?3 1 .9, ang% 19]) allow specified Technical
Specification (T8) requirements to be changed: to-permit performances of
these special tests and operations, which otherwise could not be
performed if required to-comply with the requirements of these TS.

Unless otherwise specn"ed all the other TS reqmrements remain
unchanged. This will ensure. all approprlate requirements of the MODE or
other specified condition not directly associated with.or required to be
changed to perform the special test or operation will:remain in effect.

The Applicability of a Tést Exception LCO represents d condition not
necessanly in compliance with the normal Tequiréments of the TS.
Compliance with Test_Exoephon LCOsis: optional. A special operation
may be performed either under the provisions of the appropriate Test
Exception LCO or.under the other applicable: TS requirements. If itis
desired to perform:the special operation under the provisions of the Test
Exception LCO, the requ;rements of the Test.Exception LCO shall be
followed.

LCO 3.0.8

LCO 3.0.8 establishes conditions under which:systems are considered to
remain capable of performing their intended safety function when
associated snubbers are not .capable -of providing their associated support
function(s). This LCO states that the supported system is not considered
to be inoperable solély due to.one or more snubbers not capable of
performing their associated support function(s). This is appropriate
because a limited length of time is allowed for maintenance, testing, or
repair of one or more.snubbers not capable of performing their associated
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LCO 3.0.8 (continued)

support. function(s) and appropriatefco‘mpensatory-'measuresare
specified in the snubber requirements, which are located outside of thé
Téchnical Specifications (TS) under licensee control. | The siubber
requrremen;szz!o not meet the criteria i 10.CFR 50. 36(0)(2/(7:0 and, as\
such, are appropriate for control by {He licenses.

If the allowed time expireés and the snubber(s) are unable to perform their
associated support function(s), the affected supported system's LCO(s)
must be declared not met and the Conditions and Requiréd Actions
entered in accordance with LCO 3:0.2.

LCO 3.0.8:a applies when one or'more snubbers are not.capable of
providing their associated support function(s). to a single train or
subsystem of amultiple train o subsystem supported systemor toa
single train or subsystem supported system. LCO"3.0.8.a allows 72 hours
to restoré the snubber(s) before declanng the supported system
inoperable. The 72 hour Completion Time is reasonable based-on the
low probability of a seismic event concurrent with an event that would’
require-operation of the supported system occurring while the:snubber(s)
are not capable of performing their associated support function and.duée -
to the availability of the redundant train of the supported systém:

LCO 3.0.8.b applies when-one or more shubbers.are not capable of
providing their associated support function(s) to more than one train or

‘ subsystem of a multiple train or subsystem- supported system
LCO.3.0.8.b-allows 12 hours to restore the snubber(s) before declaring
the supported system inoperable: The 12 hour Completlon Time is
reasonable based on the low probability of a seismic event concurrent
with an event that would réquire operation of the supported system
occurring while the snubber(s) are not:capable ‘of performing their
associated support function:

LCO 3.0.8 requires that risk be assessed and managed. Industry and
NRC guidance on the implementation of’ 10 CFR 50.65({a)(4) (the
Maintenance Rule) does not address seismic risk. However, use of
LCO .3.0.8.should be co_nsldered \Anthrespept to.other plant maintenance
activities, and integrated into the existing Maintenance Rule process.to
the extent possible so that maintenance:on-any-unaffected train or
subsystem is properly controlled; and emergentissues:are properly
addressed. The risk assessment need nét be quantified, but may be a
qualitative awareness of the vulnerability of systems and components
when one or more snubbers are not able to:perform their associated
support function.

INSERT from
page B 3.0-10
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SR Applicability
B30
B 3.0 SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT (SR) ARPPLICABILITY
BASES
SRs’ SR 3.0.1 through SR 3.0.4 establish the general requirements-applicablé.
to-all Specifications and apply-at all times, unless otherwise stated:
SR 3.0.1 SR 3.0.1 establishes the requirement that SRS must be met during-the

MODES or other specified conditions in the Applicability for-which:the
requirements of the LCO apply, unless otherwise specified in the.
individual SRs. This Specification is to ensure that Surveillances are
performed to verify the OPERABILITY of systems and -components, and
that variables are within specified limits. F'a_ilvure to meeta Surveillance
within the specified Frequency, in accordance with SR'3.0.2, constitutes a
failure to meet an.LCO. Surveillances:may be performed by means of
any series of sequential, overlapping, or total steps provided the entire
Surveillance is performed within the specified Frequency. Additionally,
the definitions related to instrument testing (e.g., CHANNEL ‘
CALIBRATION) specify that these tests are perforred by means of any
series of sequential, overlapping, or total steps.

Systems and components are assumed to be OPERABLE when the.
associated SRs have been met. ‘Nothing in this.Specification, however; is:
to be construed as implying that systems or components-are. OPERABLE
when:

a. The systems or components are known to be inoperable, although

still meeting the SRsyor ) @

b, The requirements of the Surveillance(s)-are known to be hot met
between required Surveillance performances.

Surveillances do not have to be performed when the unit is in a MODE or

other specified condition for which the requirements of the associated.

LCO are not applicable, unless otherwise specified. The SRs associated
with a[Spedial Test Exception[(STE)|LCO are only applicablé when ths @
LCO is used as an allowable exception to the requirements of a

Specification. :

Unplanned events may satisfy the requirements (including applicable
acceptance criteria) for a given SR. In this case, the unplanned event
may be credited as fulfilling the performance of the SR/ This alldwance
includes thosé SRs whose perfArmance is normally precluded jh a given
MODE or ofher specified condition. [
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SR-Applicability
.+ B3.0

SR 3.0.1 (continued)

Surveillances; including Surveillances invoked by Required Actions, do
not have to.be performéd on inopérable équipment because the
ACTIONS define the remedial measures that apply. Survelllanoes have
to be met and performed in accordance with SR 3.0, 2, ‘prior to returnlng
equipmentto OPERABLE status.

Upon 'completi'on of maintenance, appropriate post maintenance testingis
required to declare equipment OPERABLE. This includes ensuring

applicable Surveillances are not failed and their most recent performanoe ‘

isin accordance with SR 3.0.2. Post maintenance testing may not be
possible in the current MODE or other specified conditions in the-
Applicability-due to the necessary unit parameters not having been
established. Inthese situations; the equipment may be considered
OPERABLE provided testing has been satisfactorily completed to the
extént possible and the equipment is not otherwise believed to be
lnoapable of performing its function.. This will allow operation to proceed
to:a MODE orother specified condition where other necessary post
maintenance tests can'be completed.

Some examples of this process are:

Auxiliary feedwater (AFW) ]

a. | EmergengufeedWater (EFW)|pump turbine maintenance during.
refueling that requires testing at steam pressures > 800 psi.
However, if other appropriate testing is satisfactorily completed, the

System can be considered OPERABLE. This allows startup
and other necessary testing to proceed until the plant reaches the
steam pressure required to perform the ump. testing.

AFW

b. [High pressure ihjection (HP) mainfenance during shiitdown that

requires system functional tests at/a specified pressyire. Provided

proceed with HPI considered OPERABLE. This allpws operation to
reach the specified pressure to complete the necegsary post
maintenancé testing.

SR 3.0.2

SR 3.0.2 establishes the requirements for meeting the specified
Frequency for Surveillances and any Required Action with a Completion
T|me that requ1res the periodic performance of the Required Action-on a
"once per ..." interval.

SR.3.0.2 permits a 25% extensionof the interval specified.in the
Frequency This extension facilitates Surveillance scheduling and
considers plant operating conditions that may not be suitable for
conducting the Surveillance (e.g., transient conditions or other 6ngoing
Surveillance or maintenance aotlwtles)
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@ INSERT 1

Main steam safety valve (MSSV) lift setpoint verification performed in-situ requires hot
conditions. Provided other appropriate ANSI/ASME OM Code test requirements are
satisfactorily completed, startup can proceed and MODE 3 entered with the MSSVs
considered OPERABLE. This allows operation to reach the necessary conditions to
perform the in-situ lift setpoint verification.

Insert Page B 3.0-14
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. BASES

SR 3.0.2 (continued)

The 25% extension does not significantly degrade the relrabrllty that
results from performing the Surveillance at its specified Frequency. This
is based on the recognition that the most probable result of any particular
Surveillance being performed is the verification of conformancé with the
SRs. The exceptions to SR 3.0.2 are those Surveillances for which the
25% extension of the interval spegified in the Frequency does not apply.
These exceptions are stated in the individual Specifications. The
requirements of regulations.take precedence over the TS. An example of
where SR 3.0.2 does not apply is in the Containment: Leakage Rate
Testing Program. ‘This program establishes testing requirements and
Frequencies in accordance with the requirements of regulations: The TS |
cannot in and of themselves-extend a test interval specified in the
regulations.

As stated in SR 3.0.2, the 25% extension also-does:not apply- to the initial
portron of a periodic Completion Time that requires: performance ona

"once per ..." basis. The 25% extension applies:to each performance
after the initial performance: The initial performance of the Required
Action, whether itis a particular Surveillance or some.other remedial
action, is considered a single action with a single Completion Time. One.
reason for not allowing the 25% extension to this Completion Time is that
such an action usually verifies that no loss of function has oecurred by
checking the status-of redundant or diverse components or aooomplrshes
the function of the inoperable equipment in-an-alternative manner.

The provisions of SR.3.0.2 are not intended to be used repeatedly merely’
as an operational convenience to extend Surveillance intervals (other
than those consistent with refueling intervals) or periodic Completion
Time intervals beyond those specified.

SR 3.0.3

SR 3.0.3 establishes the flexibility to defer-declaring affected equipment
inoperable or an affected variable outside the specified limits when a
Surveillance has not been completed within the specified Frequency. A
delay period of up to 24 hours or up to the limit of the specified
Frequency, whichever is greater, applies from the pointin time that it is
discovered that the Surveillance has not been performed in accordance
with SR 3.0.2, and not at the time that the specified Frequency was not
met.
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SR 3.0.3 (continued)

This delay period provides an adequate time to complete Surveillances
that have been missed. This delay period permits the completion‘of a
Surveillance before complying with Required Actions or other remedial
measures that might preclude completion of the Surveillance.

The basis for this delay period includes consideration.of unit conditions,
adequate planning, availability of personnel, the time required to perform
the: Surveillance, the safety significance of the delay in completing the
required Surveillance, and the recognition that the most probable result of
any particular Surveillance being performed is the verification of
conformance with the requirements.

When a Surveillance with a Frequency based not on time intervals, but
upon specified unit conditions, operating situations, or requireménts of
regulations (e.g., prior to entering MODE 1 after each fuel leading, or in
accordance with 10 CFR 50, Appendix J, as modified by approved
exemptions, etc.) is discovered to not have been performed when
specified, SR 3.0.3 allows for the full delay period of up to the specified
Frequency to perform the Surveillance. However, since there is'hot a
time interval specified, the missed Surveillance should be performed at
the first reasonable opportunity.

SR 3.0.3 provides a time limit for, and allowances for the performance of,
Surveillances that become applicable as a consequence of MODE
. ~changes imposed by Required Actions.

Failure to comply with specified Frequencies for SRs is expected to bean
infrequent occurrence. Use of the delay period established by SR 3.0.3 is
aflexibility which is notintended to be used as an operational
convenience to extend Surveillance intervals. While up.to 24 hours orthe
limit of the specified Frequency is provided to perform the missed
Surveillance, it is expected that the missed Surveillance will be performéd
at the first reasonable opportunity. The determination of the first.
reasonable opportunity should include consideration of the impact on
plant risk (from delaying the Surveillance as well as any plant
configuration changes required or shutting the plant down to perform the
Surveillance) and impact on .any analysis assumptions, in addition to unit
conditions, planning, availability. of personnel, and the time required to
perform the Surveillance. This risk impact should be managed through
the program in place to implement 10 CFR 50.65(a)(4) and its
implementation guidance, Regulator'y Guide 1.182, “Assessing and
Managing Risk Before Maintenance Activities at Nuclear Power Plants.”
This Regulatory Guide addresses consideration of temporary and
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SR Applicability
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SR :3.0.3 (continued)

aggregate risk-impacts, determination of risk management action
thresholds, and fisk management action up.to and including plant
shutdown. The missed Surveillance should be treated as an emergent
condltlon as d|scussed in the Regulatory Guide. The risk evaluation may
use ‘quantitative; qualitative, or blended methods. The degres of depth
and rigor of'the gvaluation should be commensurate with the importance
of the-.component. Missed Surveillances for important components
should be analyzed quantitatively. If the resulits of the risk evaluation
determine the risk increase is significant, this evaluation should be used
to determme the safest course of action. All missed Surveillances will be
placed in the Iloensee s.Corrective Action Program

If a Surveillance is not complated within the allowed delay period, then
the equipment is considered inoperable or the variable is considered
outside the-specified limits and the Completion Times of the Required-
Aotlons for the applicable LCO Conditions begin immediately upon
explratlon of the delay period. If a Surveillance is failed within the delay
period, then the equipment is inoperable, or the variable is outside the
specified limits and the. Completion Times of the Required Actions for the
applicable LCO Conditions begin immediately upon the failure of the
Surveillance:

Completlon of the Surveillance within the delay petied allowed by this
SpeOIfcatlon or within the Completion Time of the ACTIONS, restores
oompllance with SR 3.0.1.

SR 3.0.4

SR 3.0.4 establishes the requirement that all applicable SRs must be met
before entry intc a MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability.

This Specification ensures that system and component OPERABILITY
requrrements and variable limits are met before entry into MODES or
other specified conditions in the Applicability for which these systems and
components ensure safe operation of the unit. The provisions of this
Specification should not be interpreted as endorsing the failure to
exercise the good practice of restoring systems or components to
OPERABLE status before entering an associated MODE .or other
specified condition in the Applicability.

A provision is-included to allow entry into.a MODE or other specified

. conditionin‘the Applicability when an LCO is not met due to a

Surveillance not being met in accordance with LCO 3.0.4.
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SR 3.0.4 (continued)

However, in‘certain circumstances, failing to meet an SR will not resultin
SR 3.0.4 restricting.a MODE change or other specified condition change.
When a-system,.subsystem, division, component, device, or variable is
moperable or outside its: specified I|m|ts the associated SR(s) are not
required to be performed, per SR 3.0.1, which states that,éurvelllanoes do
not have- to be performed on moperable equipment. When equipmentis.
inoperable, SR 3.0.4 does notapply to the associated SR(s) since the
requirement for the SR(s) to be performed is removed. Therefore, failing
to perform the Surveillance(s) within the specified Frequency does not
resultinan SR'3.0:4 restnotlon to: changlng MODES or other specified
conditions. of the, Apphoablhty However, since the LCO is not met in this
instance, LCO 3.0.4.will govern any restrictions that may (or may not)
apply'to.MODE»orV:o\ther,speoiﬁe_d?,oondit'ion changes. SR 3.0.4 does not
restriét changing MODES or other specified conditions of the Applicability
when a Survelllanoe has: not been performed within the -specified

been delayed in aooordance with SR 3.0. <

The provisions of SR 3:0.4 shall not prevent entry into MODES or other
specified.conditions ih the. Applicability that are required to comply with
{entryinto] ACTIONS. 1In addition, the provisions of SR'3.0.4 shall not prevent
\—MMODES or other speolﬁed conditions in the Applicability that
result. from. any ‘unit: shutdown In'this context, a unit shutdown is defined
as a change.in MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability
. associated with transitioning from MODE 1 to MODE 2, MODE 2 to
MODE 3, MODE 3 to MODE: 4, and MODE 4 to MODE 5.

The precise requirements for performance of SRs are specified such that
exceptions to SR 3.0.4 are not necessary. The specific time frames and
conditions necessary for meeting the SRs are specified in the Frequency,
in the Surveillance, or both. This allows performance of Surveillances
when the prerequisite condition(s) specified.in a Surveillance procedure
require entry into the MODE or other specmed conditionin the
Appllcabmty of the associated LCO prior to the performance or oompletlon__
of a-Surveillance. A Surveillance that could hot be performed until after
entering the ,LC{O‘s Applicability, would have its Frequency specified such
that it is not *due” until the specific conditions needed are met,
Alternately, the Surveillance may be stated in the form of a Note, as not
required (to be met or performed) until a particular event, condition, or
timé has.beenreached. Further discussion of the specuﬁo formats of SRs'

annotation is found in Section 1.4, gequency‘\:
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JUSTIFICATION FOR DEVIATIONS
ITS SECTION 3.0 BASES, LCO AND SR APPLICABILITY

Not used.

These punctuation corrections have been made consistent with the Writer's Guide
for the Improved Standard Technical Specifications, TSTF-GG-05-01, Section 5.1.3.

Typographical/grammatical error corrected.

The brackets have been removed and the proper plant specific information/value
has been provided.

The example added to the Bases of LCO 3.0.5 is made to be consistent with the

-standard for other types of reactors (i.e., NUREG-1433 Rev. 3.1 for the General

Electric Boiling Water Reactors).

The Figure has been moved to the end of the Section, consistent with the format of
the ITS.

These changes are made to be consistent with LCO 3.0.7.

The ITS SR 3.0.1 Bases allows credit to be taken for unplanned events that satisfy
Surveillances. The Bases further states that this allowance also includes those SRs
whose performance is normally precluded in a given MODE or other specified
condition. This portion of the allowance has been deleted. As documented in

Part 9900 of the NRC Inspection Manual, Technical Guidance - Licensee Technical
Specifications Interpretations, and in the Bases Control Program (ITS 5.5.13),
neither the Technical Specifications Bases nor Licensee generated interpretations
can be used to change the Technical Specification requirements. Thus, if the
Technical Specifications preclude performance of an SR in certain MODES (as is
the case for some SRs in ITS Section 3.8), the Bases cannot change the Technical
Specifications requirement and allow the SR to be credited for being performed in
the restricted MODES, even if the performance is unplanned.

Changes have been made for consistency with similar discussions/terminology in
the Bases.

These changes are made to be consistent with changes made to LCO 3.0.4.

The plant specific terminology has been incorporated. Furthermore, a new plant
specific example has been provided since the example in part b is not applicable for
Davis-Besse. )

Changes made for enhanced clarity.

This statement has been deleted since the Davis-Besse ITS submittal does not
state the snubbers do not meet the 10CFR50.36(c)(2)(ii) criteria. This is also
consistent with the NRC SERs for DC Cook Units 1 and 2 and Monticello ITS
amendments.

Changes made to be consistent with chages made to ITS 3.7.14.

The correct LCO number has been provided.

Davis-Besse Page 1 of 2
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16. The following fixes to incorrect statements for the examples in the LCO 3.0.6 Bases

have been made. Specifically:

1) Example B 3.0.6-1 is changed from "If System 2 of Train A is inoperable and
System 5 of Train B is inoperable, a loss of safety function exists in supported
System 5" to "If System 2 of Train A is inoperable and System 5 of Train B is
inoperable, a loss of safety function exists in Systems 5, 10, and 11." Examining
Figure B 3.0-1, it is clear that if there is a loss of safety function in System 5, there is
also a loss of safety function in the systems supported by System 5, i.e., Systems
10 and 11. This relationship is explicitly listed in Example B 3.0.6-3 and to not do
so here is inconsistent and confusing as it leads the reader to believe that Systems
10 and 11 do not have a loss of safety function. Furthermore, System 5 of Train B
is not a supported System of System 2 of Train A, since they are in different trains.
Thus, the word “supported” has been deleted. :

2) Example B 3.0.6-2 is changed from "If System 2 of Train A is inoperable, and
System 11 of Train B is inoperable, a loss of safety function exists in System 11
which is in turn supported by System 5" to "If System 2 of Train A is inoperable, and
System 11 of Train B is inoperable, a loss of safety function exists in System 11."
The phrase "which in turn is supported by System 5" is confusing. System 5 is not
inoperable and does not lead to the loss of safety function. Examples B 3.0.6-1 and
B 3.0.6-3 do not discuss OPERABLE support systems. This phrase adds no value
and leads the reader to believe there is some special relationship with System 5
which does not exist.

Davis-Besse needs to make these changes since the current wording in the ISTS
3.0.6 Bases are not correct. Furthermore, these changes are consistent with
industry approved TSTF-494T.
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DETERMINATION OF NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS
ITS SECTION 3.0, LCO AND SR APPLICABILITY

10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGE L01

Davis-Besse is converting to the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) as outlined in
NUREG-1430, Rev. 3.1, "Standard Technical Specifications, Babcock and Wilcox
Plants.” The proposed change involves making the Current Technical Specifications
(CTS) less restrictive. Below is the description of this less restrictive change and the
determination of No Significant Hazards Considerations for conversion to NUREG-1430.

CTS 3.0.4 states, "entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified applicability
conditions shall not be made unless the conditions of the Limiting Condition for

" Operation are met without reliance on provisions contained in the ACTION statements
unless otherwise excepted. CTS 4.0.4 states, "Entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or
other specified applicability condition shall not be made unless the Surveillance
Requirements(s) associated with the Limiting Condition for Operation have been
performed with the stated surveillance interval or as otherwise specified. ITS LCO 3.0.4
states "When an LCO is not met, entry into a MODE or other specified condition in the
Applicability shall only be made: a. When the associated ACTIONS to be entered permit
continued operation in the MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability for an
unlimited period of time; b. After performance of a risk assessment addressing
inoperable systems and components, consideration of the results, determination of the
acceptability of entering the MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability, and
establishment of risk management actions, if appropriate; exceptions to this
Specification are stated in the individual Specifications; or c. When an allowance is
stated in the individual value, parameter, or other Specification. This Specification shall
not prevent changes in MODES or other specified conditions in the Applicability that are
required to comply with ACTIONS or that are part of a shutdown of the unit." ITS

SR 3.0.4 states, "Entry into a MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability of an
LCO shall only be made when the LCO's Surveillances have been met within their
specified Frequency, except as provided by SR 3.0.3. When an LCO is not met due to
Surveillances not having been met, entry into a MODE or other specified condition in the
Applicability shall only be made in accordance with LCO 3.0.4.

This changes the CTS by providing allowances for entry into a MODE or other specified
condition in the Applicability when an LCO is not met.

The purpose of LCO 3.0.4 is to provide guidance when an LCO is not met and entry into
a MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability is desired. The change is
acceptable because LCO 3.0.4 provides the appropriate guidance to enter the
Applicability when an LCO is not met. LCO 3.0.4 establishes limitations on changes in
MODES or other specified conditions in the Applicability when an LCO is not met. It
allows placing the unit in a MODE or other specified condition stated in that Applicability
(e.g., the Applicability desired to be entered) when unit conditions are such that the
requirements of the LCO would not be met, in accordance with LCO 3.0.4.3a,

LCO 3.0.4.b, or LCO 3.0.4.c. LCO 3.0.4.a allows entry into a MODE or other specified
condition in the Applicability with the LCO not met when the associated ACTIONS to be
entered permit continued operation in the MODE or other specified condition in the
Applicability for an unlimited period of time. Compliance with Required Actions that
permit continued operation of the unit for an unlimited period of time in a MODE or other
specified condition provides an acceptable level of safety for continued operation. This
is without regard to the status of the unit before or after the MODE change. LCO 3.0.4.b
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allows entry into a MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability with the LCO
not met after performance of a risk assessment addressing inoperable systems and
components, consideration of the results, determination of the acceptability of entering
the MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability, and establishment of risk
management actions, if appropriate. The risk assessment may use quantitative,
qualitative, or blended approaches, and the risk assessment will be conducted using the
plant program, procedures, and criteria in place to implement 10 CFR 50.65(a)(4), which
requires risk impacts of maintenance activities to be assessed and managed. The risk
assessment, for the purposes of LCO 3.0.4.b, must take into account all inoperable
Technical Specification equipment regardless of whether the equipment is included in
the normal 10 CFR 50.65(a)(4) risk assessment scope. The risk assessments will be
conducted using the procedures and guidance endorsed by Regulatory Guide 1.182,
"Assessing and Managing Risk Before Maintenance Activities at Nuclear Power Plants.”
Regulatory Guide 1.182 endorses the guidance in Section 11 of NUMARC 93-01,
"Industry Guideline for Monitoring the Effectiveness of Maintenance at Nuclear Power
Plants." These documents address general guidance for conduct of the risk
assessment, quantitative and qualitative guidelines for establishing risk management
actions, and example risk management actions. These include actions to plan and
conduct other activities in a manner that controls overall risk, increased risk awareness
by shift and management personnel, actions to reduce the duration of the condition,
actions to minimize the magnitude of risk increases (establishment of backup success
paths or compensatory measures), and determination that the proposed MODE change
is acceptable. Consideration should also be given to the probability of completing
restoration such that the requirements of the LCO would be met prior to the expiration of
ACTIONS Completion Times that would require exiting the Applicability. LCO 3.0.4.b
may be used with single, or multiple systems and components unavailable.

NUMARC 93-01 provides guidance relative to consideration of simultaneous
unavailability of multiple systems and components. The results of the risk assessment
shall be considered in determining the acceptability of entering the MODE or other
specified condition in the Applicability, and any corresponding risk management actions.
The LCO 3.0.4.b risk assessments do not have to be documented. The Technical
Specifications allow continued operation with equipment unavailable in MODE 1 for the
duration of the Completion Time. Since this is allowable, and since in general the risk
impact in that particular MODE bounds the risk of transitioning into and through the
applicable MODES or other specified conditions in the Applicability of the LCO, the use
of the LCO 3.0.4.b allowance should be generally acceptable, as long as the risk is
assessed and managed as stated above. However, there is a small subset of systems
and components that have been determined to be more important to risk and use of the
LCO 3.0.4.b allowance is prohibited. The LCOs governing these systems and
components contain Notes prohibiting the use of LCO 3.0.4.b by stating that LCO 3.0.4.b
is not applicable. These systems and components are the ECCS Low Pressure Injection
Subsystem, the Auxiliary Feedwater System and Motor Driven Feedwater Pump train,
and the emergency diesel generators (ITS 3.5.3, ITS 3.7.5, and ITS 3.8.1, respectively).
LCO 3.0.4.c allows entry into a MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability
with the LCO not met based on a Note in the Specification which states LCO 3.0.4.cis
applicable. These specific allowances permit entry into MODES or other specified
conditions in the Applicability when the associated ACTIONS to be entered do not
provide for continued operation for an unlimited period of time and a risk assessment
has not been performed. This allowance may apply to all the ACTIONS or to a specific
Required Action of a Specification. The risk assessments performed to justify the use of
LCO 3.0.4.b usually only consider systems and components. For this reason,
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LCO 3.0.4.cis typically applied to Specifications that describe values and parameters.
The provisions of LCO 3.0.4 shall not prevent changes in MODES or other specified
conditions in the Applicability that are required to comply with ACTIONS. In addition, the
provisions of LCO 3.0.4 shall not prevent changes in MODES or other specified
conditions in the Applicability that result from any unit shutdown. In this context, a unit
shutdown is defined as a change in MODE or other specified condition in the
Applicability associated with transitioning from MODE 1 to MODE 2, MODE 2 to

MODE 3, and MODE 3 to MODE 4. Upon entry into a MODE or other specified
condition in the Applicability with the LCO not met, LCO 3.0.1 and LCO 3.0.2 require
entry into the applicable Conditions and Required Actions until the Condition is resolved,
until the LCO is met, or until the unit is not within the Applicability of the Technical
Specifications. Surveillances do not have to be performed on the associated inoperable
equipment (or on variables outside the specified limits), as permitted by SR 3.0.1.
Therefore, utilizing LCO 3.0.4 is not a violation of SR 3.0.1 or SR 3.0.4 for Surveillances
that have not been performed on inoperable equipment. However, SRs must be met to
ensure OPERABILITY prior to declaring the associated equipment OPERABLE (or
variable within limits) and restoring compliance with the affected LCO. This change is
designated as less restrictive because entry into MODES or other specified conditions in
the Applicability of a Specification might be made with an LCO not met as long as the
plant is in compliance with LCO 3.0.4.

An evaluation has been performed to determine whether or not a significant hazards
consideration is involved with these proposed Technical Specification changes by
focusing on the three standards set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, "Issuance of amendment," as
discussed below:

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

Response: No.

The proposed change allows entry into a MODE or other specified condition in
the applicability of a Technical Specification (TS), while in a TS condition
statement and the associated required actions of the TS. Being in a TS condition
and the associated required actions is not an initiator of any accident previously
evaluated. Therefore, the probability of an accident previously evaluated is not
significantly increased. The consequences of an accident while relying on the
required actions as allowed by proposed LCO 3.0.4, are no different than the
consequences of an accident while entering and relying on the required actions
while starting in a condition of applicability of the TS. Therefore, the
consequences of an accident previously evaluated are not significantly affected
by this change. The addition of a requirement to assess and manage the risk
introduced by this change will further minimize possible concerns. Therefore,
this change does not involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

2. Does the proposed change create the possibility of a new or different kind

of accident from any accident previously evaluated?

Response: No.
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The proposed change does not involve a physical alteration of the plant (no new
or different type of equipment will be installed). Entering into a MODE or other
specified condition in the applicability of a TS, while in a TS condition statement
and the associated required actions of the TS, will not introduce new failure
modes or effects and will not, in the absence of other unrelated failures, lead to
an accident whose consequences exceed the consequences of accidents
previously evaluated. The addition of a requirement to assess and manage the
risk introduced by this change will further minimize possible concerns. Thus, this
change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
previously evaluated.

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

Response: No.

The proposed change allows entry into a MODE or other specified condition in
the applicability of a TS condition statement and the associated required actions
of the TS. The TS allow operation of the plant without the full complement of
equipment through the conditions for not meeting the TS LCO. The risk
associated with this allowance is managed by the imposition of required actions
that must be performed within the prescribed completion times. The net effect of
being in a TS condition on the margin of safety is not considered significant. The
proposed change does not alter the required actions or completion times of the
TS. The proposed change allows TS conditions to be entered, and the
associated required actions and completion times to be used in new
circumstances. In most cases, this use is predicated upon the performance of a
risk assessment and the management of plant risk. The change also eliminates
current allowances for utilizing required actions and completion times in similar
circumstances, without assessing and managing risk. The net change to the
margin of safety is insignificant. Therefore, this change does not involve a
significant reduction in a margin of safety.

Based on the above, it is concluded that the proposed change presents no significant

hazards consideration under the standards set forth in 10 CFR 50.92(c), and,
accordingly, there is a finding of "no significant hazards consideration.”
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10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION
FOR
LESS RESTRICTIVE CHANGE L02

Davis-Besse is converting to the Improved Technical Specifications (ITS) as outlined in
NUREG-1430, Rev. 3.1, "Standard Technical Specifications, Babcock and Wilcox
Plants." The proposed change involves making the Current Technical Specifications
(CTS) less restrictive. Below is the description of this less restrictive change and the
determination of No Significant Hazards Considerations for conversion to NUREG-1430.

CTS 4.0.2 states "Each Surveillance Requirement shall be performed within the
specified time interval with a maximum allowable extension not to exceed 25 percent of
the specified surveillance interval." ITS SR 3.0.2 states "The specified Frequency for
each SR is met if the Surveillance is performed within 1.25 times the interval specified in
the Frequency, as measured from the previous performance or as measured from the
time a specified condition of the Frequency is met. For Frequencies specified as ‘once,’
the above interval extension does not apply. If a Completion Time requires periodic
performance on a ‘once per . . ." basis, the above Frequency extension applies to each
performance after the initial performance. Exceptions to this Specification are stated in
the individual Specifications.” This changes the CTS by adding, "If a Completion Time
requires periodic performance on a ‘once per . . ." basis, the above Frequency extension
applies to each performance after the initial performance.” The remaining changes to
CTS 4.0.2 are discussed in DOC A10 and DOC MO01.

This change is acceptable because the 25 percent Frequency extension given to provide
scheduling flexibility for Surveillances is equally applicable to Required Actions which
must be performed periodically. The initial performance is excluded because the first
performance demonstrates the acceptability of the current condition. Such
demonstrations should be accomplished within the specified Completion Time without
extension in order to avoid operation in unacceptable conditions. This change is
designated as less restrictive because additional time is provided to perform some -
periodic Required Actions. '

An evaluation has been performed to determine whether or not a significant hazards
consideration is involved with these proposed Technical Specification changes by
focusing on the three standards set forth in 10 CFR 50.92, "Issuance of amendment,” as
discussed below: :

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

Response: No.

The proposed change allows the Completion Time for periodic actions to be
extended by 25 percent. This change does not significantly affect the probability
of an accident. The length of time between performance of Required Actions is
not an initiator to any accident previously evaluated. The consequences of any
accident previously evaluated are the same during the Completion Time or
during any extension of the Completion Time. As a result, the consequences of
any accident previously evaluated are not significantly increased. Therefore, the.
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proposed change does not involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

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

Response: No.

The proposed change allows the Completion Time for periodic actions to be
extended by 25 percent. This change will not physically alter the plant (no new
or different type of equipment will be installed). Also, the change does not
involve any new or revised operator actions. Therefore, the proposed change
does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from any
previously evaluated.

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

Response: No.

The proposed change allows the Completion Time for periodic actions to be
extended by 25 percent. The 25 percent extension allowance is provided for
scheduling convenience and is not expected to have a significant effect on the
average time between Required Actions. As a result, the Required Actions will
continue to provide appropriate compensatory measures for the subject
Condition. Therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant
reduction in a margin of safety. .

Based on the above, it is concluded that the proposed change presents no significant
hazards consideration under the standards set forth in 10 CFR 50.92(c), and,
accordingly, there is a finding of "no significant hazards consideration."
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