
Attachment A

TE HNI AL PE FI ATI N ..1
NTR L M VENTILATI N E

A.

B.

DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT REQUEST

This license amendment request (LAR) proposes to revise Technical
Specification 4.7.5.1, "Control Room Ventilation System," to clarify the
requirements for operating redundant equipment in each train of the
control room ventilation system during surveillance testing. This
revision specifies the number of hours the heaters must be operating on
the control room ventilation system to meet the intent of the
specification. This revision also clearly addresses how the redundant
equipment of each train of the ventilation system must be tested to meet
the surveillance requirements.

The proposed change to the Technical Specifications of Operating License
Nos. DPR-80 and DPR-82 is noted in the marked-up copy of the appropriate
Technical Specification (Attachment Al).

JUSTIFICATION

C.

Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, Section C.4.d, states that each
engineered safety feature (ESF) atmosphere cleanup train should be
operated at least 10 hours per month, with the heaters on (if so
equipped), to reduce the buildup of moisture on the adsorbers and
high-efficiency particulate ai r (HEPA) filters. The purpose of Technical
Specification 4.7.5.l.b is to reduce the buildup of moisture on the
adsorber and HEPA filters and to verify that each booster fan and
pressurization supply fan is capable of operating.

Diablo Canyon Units 1 and 2 have a common control room, and therefore
share the control room ventilation system. As shown in FSAR Update
Figure 9.4-1, each train of ventilation has two redundant booster fans,
pressurization fans, and main supply fans. However, each train has only
one set of heaters, HEPA filters, and charcoal adsorbers. Therefore, it
is necessary to run only one booster fan and one pressurization fan on
each train for 10 hours with the heaters on to dry out the adsorbers.
Operating each booster fan and pressurization supply fan for 15 minutes
is acceptable for verifying fan operation.

SAFETY EVALUATION

PGandE has evaluated the hazard considerations involved with the proposed
amendment, focusing on the three standards set forth in 10 CFR 50.92(c)
as quoted below:

The Commission may make a final determination, pursuant to
the procedures in paragraph 50.91, that a proposed
amendment to an operating license for a facility licensed
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under paragraph 50.21(b) or paragraph 50.22 or a testing
facility involves no significant hazards considerations, if
operation of the facility in accordance with the proposed
amendment would not:

(1) Involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated; or

(2) Create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any previously evaluated; or

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

The following evaluation is provided for the no significant hazards
consideration standards.

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

The proposed change clarifies the requirements of Technical
Specification 4.7.5.1 and will still require the heaters to operate
for at least 10 continuous hours in a 31-day period to reduce the
buildup of moisture on the adsorbers and HEPA filters. The

change'oes

not affect the accident analysis. Therefore, the change does
not involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences
of an accident previously evaluated.

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

The proposed change does not necessitate physical alteration of the
plant or changes to operating procedures. Therefore, the change does
not create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any accident previously evaluated.

3. Does the change involve a significant reduction in a margin of safet'y?

The proposed change clarifies the requirements of Technical
Specification 4.7.5.1.b.l so that the intent of the specification is
more clearly defined and understood. Therefore, the proposed change
does not involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

D. NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION DETERMINATION

Based on the above safety evaluation, PGandE concludes that the
activities associated with this license amendment request satisfy the no
significant hazards consideration standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) and,
accordingly, a no significant hazards consideration finding is justified.

E. ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

PGandE has evaluated the proposed change and determined that the change
does not involve (i) a significant hazards consideration, (ii) a
significant change in the types or significant increase in the amounts of

E
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any effluents that may be released offsite, or (iii) a significant
increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation exp'osure.
Accordingly, the proposed change meets the eligibility criterion for
categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). Therefore,
pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), an environmental assessment of the proposed
change is not required.

1290S/0049K





Attachment Al

MARKED-UP TECHNICAL SPECIfICATION 4.7.5.1
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PLANT SYSTEMS

SURVEILLANCE RE UIREMENTS Continued

b At least once per 31 days by: elfhey. I"cdundanl'el 0

1) Initiating flow through the HEPA Filter And Charcoal Adsorber
System and verifying that booster-fee and pressurization
supply fag)operate) for at least 10 continuous hours with the
heaters operating, ~

2) Verifying that each Ventilation System redundant fan is aligned to
receive electrical power from a separate OPERABLE vital bus, and

3) Starting (unless already operating) each main supply fan ansp Lassoer Pan
anlprcssufs~afion suppgkn >verifying that it operates for 15 minutes.

a nial

c. At least once per 18 months or (1) after any structural maintenance
on the HEPA filter or charcoal adsorber housings, or (2) following
painting, fire, or chemical release in any ventilation zone communica-
ting with the system by:

2)

Verifying that the cleanup system satisfies the in-place
penetration and bypass leakage testing acceptance criteria of
less than 1X and uses the test procedure guidance in Regulatory
Positions C. 5. a, C. 5. c, and C. 5. d of Regulatory Guide 1. 52, Revi-
sion 2, March 1978, and the system flow rate is 2100 cfm + 10X;

/
Verifying within 31 days after removal, that a laboratory
analysis of a representative carbon sample obtained in accor-
dance with Regulatory Position C.6.b of Regulatory Guide 1.52,
Revision 2, March 1978, meets the laboratory testing criteria
of Regulatory Position C.6.a of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revi-
sion 2, March 1978, for a methyl iodide penetration of less
than 1X; and

d.

3) Verifying a system flow rate of 2100 cfm + 10X during system
operation when tested in accordance with ANSI N510-1980.

After 720 hours of charcoal adsorber operation, by verifying, within
31 days after removal, that a .laboratory analysis of a representative
carbon sample obtained in accordance with Regulatory Position C.6.b
of Regulatory Guide 1.52, Revision 2, March 1978, meets the laboratory
testing criteria of Regulatory Position C.6.a of Regulatory Guide 1.52,
Revision 2, March 1978, for a methyl iodide penetration of less than

1X'IABLO

CANYON - UNITS 1 & 2 3/4 7"14 Aeguhiderr aOS.





Attachment B

TE HN A N

REA T R TRIP Y TEN IN TR ENTATI N

A. DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT REQUEST

This license amendment request (LAR) proposes to change Technical
Specification Table 3.3-1, "Reactor Trip System Instrumentation," to
modify action statement 2.c to clarify the applicable thermal power level
and to delete "at least once every 12 hours" from the action statement
because the time interval for the quadrant power tilt ratio (QPTR)
surveillance is already specified in Technical Specification 4.2.4.2.

The proposed change to the Technical Specifications of Operating License
Nos. DPR-80 and DPR-82 is noted in the marked-up copy of the appropriate
Technical Specification (Attachment Bl).

B. JUSTIFICATION

Technical Specification 3.3.1, action statement 2.c, requires that if one
power range nuclear instrument (PRNI) is out of service, the operator
must either: (1) restrict thermal power to less than or equal to 75'4 and
reduce the power range neutron flux trip setpoint to less than or equal
to 85'X thermal power within 4 hours, or (2) perform a QPTR determination
in accordance with Technical Specification 4.2.4.2 at least once per 12
hours. The situation can arise when, after operation for more than 4
hours above 75K thermal power with one PRNI out of service, unforeseen
circumstances occur that prevent completion of a QPTR determination
within the required time interval. The present action statement 2.c does
not meet the intent of the specification by allowing the operator to exit
the applicability of that particular action statement by reducing thermal
power to less than 50'L, thus avoiding the requirement for a QPTR
determination. The operator is forced into entering Technical
Specification 3.0.3 even after reducing thermal power to less than 50'X.
In this scenario, the only way to avoid shutting down the reactor to
Hode 3 (Hot Standby) is to complete a QPTR determination or restore the
PRNI to an operable status, These actions are overly conservative and
unnecessary. This is clearly not the intent of Technical Specification
3.3.1, action statement 2.

Action statement 2.c also specifies a time interval for a QPTR
determination. This should be deleted, since Technical Specification
4.2.4.2 contains all the necessary periodicity requirements of the QPTR
determination.

C. SAFETY EVALUATION

PGandE has evaluated the hazard considerations involved with the proposed
amendment, focusing on the three standards set forth in 10 CFR 50.92(c)
as quoted below:
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The Commission may make a final determination, pursuant to
the procedures in paragraph 50.91, that a proposed
amendment to an operating license for a facility licensed
under paragraph 50.21(b) or paragraph 50.22 or a testing
facility involves no significant hazards considerations,if operation of the facility in accordance with the
proposed amendment would not:

(1) Involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated; or

(2) Create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any previously evaluated; or

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

The following evaluation is provided for the no significant hazards
consideration standards.

2.

3.

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

The QPTR limit ensures that the radial power distribution satisfies
local core power production limits in horizontal planes of the
reactor core. If the QPTR is outside of its Technical Specification
limits, corrective action must be taken to provide departure from
nucleate boiling (DNB) and linear heat generation protection. The
requirement to measure QPTR is applicable only above 50K thermal
power. Below 50'L thermal power, the QPTR is not needed to monitor
and alert personnel that the reactor core may be exceeding design
power production limits.

This LAR is an administrative change to clarify the intent of
Technical Specification 3.3.1, action statement 2.c. Therefore, the
change does not involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

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

The proposed change does not necessitate physical alteration of the
plant or changes to operating procedures. Therefore, the change
does not create the possibility of a new or different .kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated.

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

As indicated above, the proposed change is administrative and
clarifies the intent of Technical Specification 3.3.1. Therefore,
this license amendment request does not involve a significant
reduction in a margin of safety.
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D. NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION DETERMINATION

In conclusion, based on the above safety evaluation, PGandE concludes
that the activities associated with this license amendment request
satisfy the no significant hazards consideration standards of
10 CFR 50.92(c) and, accordingly, a no significant hazards consideration
finding is justified.

E. ENVIRONHENTAL EVALUATION

PGandE has evaluated the proposed change and determined that the change
does not involve (i) a significant hazards consideration, (ii) a
significant change in the types or significant increase in the amounts of
any effluents that may be released offsi te, or (iii) a significant
increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure.
Accordingly, the proposed change meets the eligibility criterion for
categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). Therefore,
pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), an environmental assessment of the proposed
change is not required.
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Attachment Bl

MARKED-UP TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION 3/4.3.1

REM VE
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TABLE 3. 3-1 Continued

TABLE NOTATIONS

"Mhen the Reactor Trip System breakers are in the closed position and the
Control Rod Drive System is capable of rod withdrawal.

The provisions of Specification 3.0.4 are not applicable.

Below the P-6 (Intermediate Range Neutron Flux Interlock) Setpoint.

Below the P-10 (Low Setpoint Power Range Neutron Flux Interlock) Setpoint.

(l)These channels also provide inputs to ESFAS. Comply with the applicable
NODES and ACTION statements of Specification 3.3.2 for any portion of the
channel required to be OPERABLE by Specification 3.3.2.

ACTION STATEMENTS

ACTION 1 - With the number of channels OPERABLE one less than the Minimum
Channels OPERABLE requirement, restore the inoperable channel to
OPERABLE. status within 48 hours or be in at least HOT STANDBY

within the next 6 hours.

ACTION 2 - With the number of OPERABLE channels one less than the Total
Number of Channels, STARTUP and/or POMER OPERATION may proceed
provided the following conditions are satisfied:

a. The inoperable channel is placed in the tripped condition
within 6 hours,

b. The Minimum Channels OPERABLE requirement is met; however, the
inoperable channel may be bypassed for up to 4 hours for
surveillance testing per Specification 4.3.1.1, and

c. Either, THERMAL POMER is restricted to less than or equal to 75K
of RATED THERMAL POMER and the Power Range Neutron Flux Trip
Setpoint is reduced to less than or equal to 85K of RATED

THERMAL POWER within 4 hours; or, the QUADRANT POWER TILT
RATIO is monitored per
Specification 4.2.4.2g'hen 7/IEk'h/AL Pbh'82 isgreafcr San ~r
equnl to 50 Io of R'ATEb 72fERMAL B)S'ErE.

DIABLO CANYON - UNITS 1 4 2 3/4 3"5 A~efne&fr Alod.





Attachment C

HNI AL IFI ATI N E 4. -1

REA T R TRIP Y TEH IN TR MENTATI N RVEILLAN E RE IREHENT

A. DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT REQUEST

This license amendment request (LAR) proposes to change Technical
Specification Table 4.3-1, "Reactor Trip System Instrumentation
Surveillance Requirements," to clarify when the plant heat balance
surveillance is required.

The proposed change to the Technical Specifications of Operating License
Nos. DPR-80 and DPR-82 is noted in the marked-up copy of the applicable
Technical Specifications (Attachment Cl).

B. JUSTIFICATION

The proposed change clarifies the requirements of Table 4.3-1 by
specifying that the heat balance surveillance requirement for the power
range nuclear instruments (PRNI) should be performed after 15% thermal
power is exceeded but before 30K thermal power is reached. The change
will also specify that if thermal power is to remain between 15 and 30'L,
the heat balance is to be performed within 24 hours of exceeding 15%
thermal power. These changes are needed to give the operator more
specific guidelines on heat balance surveillance time requirements duringinitial unit startup and entry into Mode 1.

The present Technical Specification could be interpreted as requiring the
operator to perform a heat balance immediately after exceeding 15k
thermal power. A heat balance performed at low power levels may be
inaccurate due to inherent instabilities associated with low power Mode 1

operation. A heat balance performed at higher power levels will yield
more accurate data.

C. SAFETY EVALUATION

PGandE has evaluated the hazard considerations involved with the proposed
amendment, focusing on the three standards set forth in 10 CFR 50.92(c)
as quoted below:

The Commission may make a final determination, pursuant to
the procedures in paragraph 50.91, that a proposed
amendment to an operating license for a facility licensed
under paragraph 50.21(b) or paragraph 50.22 or a testing
facility involves no significant hazards considerations,if operation of the facility in accordance with the
proposed amendment would not:

(1) Involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated; or
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(2) Create the possibility of a new or different kind of
acci dent from any previ ously eval uated; or

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

The following is provided for the no significant hazards consideration
standards.

D.

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

The proposed change clarifies the requirements of Technical
Specification Table 4.3-1. This proposed change does not affect the
accident analyses. Therefore the change does not involve a
significant increase in the probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated.

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

The proposed change does not necessitate physical alteration of the
plant or changes to an operating procedure. Therefore, the change
does not create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated.

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

The proposed change clarifies the requirements of Technical
Specification Table 4.3-1 so that the intent of the specification is
more clearly defined and understood. Therefore, the proposed change
does not,involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION DETERMINATION

Based on the above safety evaluation, PGandE concludes that the
activities associated with this license amendment request satisfy the no
significant hazards consideration standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) and,
accordingly, a no significant hazards consideration finding is justified.

E. ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

PGandE has evaluated the proposed change and determined that the change
does not involve (i) a significant hazards consideration, (ii) a
significant change in the types or significant increase in the amounts of
any effluents that may be released offsite, or (iii) a significant
increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure.
Accordingly, the proposed change meets the eligibility criterion for
categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). Therefore,
pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), an environmental assessment of the proposed
change is not required.
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Attachment Cl

MARKED-UP TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION TABLE 4.3-1

~NERT

3/4 3-13 3/4 3-13

1290S/0049K



(



TABLE 4. 3-1 Continued

TABLE NOTATIONS

¹¹
¹¹¹
(1)-
(2)-

(3)-

(4)-
(5)-

When the Reactor Trip System breakers are closed and the Control Rod

Drive System is capable of rod withdrawal.
Below P-6 (Intermediate Range Neutron Flux Interlock) Setpoint.
Below P-10 (Low Setpoint Power Range Neutron Flux Interlock) Setpoint.
If not perform'ed in previous 31 days.

Heat balance only, above 15X of RATED THERMAL POWER. Adjust channel
if absolute difference greater than 2X. The provisions of Specifica-
tion 4.0.4 are not applicable for entry into MODE 2 or 1.

Compare incore to excore axial flux difference above 15K of RATED

THERMAL POWER at least once per 31 Effective Full Power days. Re-
calibrate if the absolute difference is greater than or equal to
3X. The provisions of Specification 4.0.4 are not applicable for
entry into MODE 2 or 1.

Neutron detectors may be excluded from CHANNEL CALIBRATION.

Detector plateau curves shall be obtained and evaluated. For the
Intermediate Range and Power Range Neutron Flux Channels the provisions
of Specification 4. 0. 4 are not applicable for entry into MODE 2 or 1.

Incore - Excore Calibration, above 75X of RATED THERMAL POWER at least
once per 92 Effective Full Power days. The provisions of Specifica-
tion 4.0.4 are not applicable for entry into MODE 2 or 1.

Each train shall be tested at least every 62 days on a STAGGERED TEST

BASIS.

The surveillance requirement is not applicable for a reactor startup
from MODE 2 or 3.

Quarterly Surveillance. in MODES 3", 4" and 5* shall also include veri"
fication that permissives P-6 and P-10 are in their required state for
existing plant conditions by observation of the permissive annunciator
window.

(12) "

(13) "

DIABLO CANYON " UNITS 1 8c 2 3/4 3-13

Setpoint verification is not applicable.
At least once per 18 months and following maintenance or adjustment
of the Reactor trip breakers, the TRIP ACTUATING DEVICE OPERATIONAL

TEST shall include verification of the independence of the Undervoltage
trip and the Shunt trip.
CHANNEL CALIBRATION shall include the RTD bypass loops flow rate.

Each channel shall be tested at least every 92 days on a STAGGERED

TEST BASIS.

(14) - These channels also provide inputs to ESFAS. Comply with the appli-
cable MODES and surveillance frequencies of Specification 4.3.2.1 for
any portion of the channel required to be OPERABLE by
Specification 3. 3. 2 ~ .

Ourin Sfarta in MODE I ol ace l5/o of R4TEb 7lIERHAL Pbh/ER the, required heat

t alance 84ll l e perIormed prix r +n exceeding. ZD9o nf R'ATKb TARSAL ARSES

nt- MfiVhin Z4 haurc, ethic.Aever ocCurs 4i'rA.
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