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ZINCLOSURE 1
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MEZTING WITH DUKEZ POWER COMPANY

SABCOCK & WILCOX ON OCONEE

AND BABCOCK & WILLDR T —=——=

ONIT 1 TECHNICAL §PECIFICATIONS

4cal Specifications: e following comments . rasied during the Oconee

cem—
——

2/ teview, ¥ appeared to be significant with regard to the Unit 1
Technical 3pecificacions, (8 e mewo dated May 28. 1972) were considered.

3

2.

3.

A

Specification 2.3 (Page 2.3-1 and Item 2 of vable 2.3=1) and Specifi-
cation 3.1.8.3 conflict with vegard to :he :rip secting 1imi for the
pump monitor during the single loop eperation. ™is inconsistency
should be rasolved.

Resolution! The difference in the limics specifiad in these two
specifications was intentional at she time of the writing. Duke
will clarify by addiag footnote 6 to item 2 and 7 {n Tatle 2.3-1l.

dpeci fication 2.3 (Iten 7 of rable 2.3=1) and Specificacion 3.1.8.4
conflict with regard tO the reactor ¢oolant remperature trip setting
1imit during gingle looy operacion. This inconsistency should be
resolved.

Resolution: Same as item 1 above.

Specification 1,1.9.2 reqiires that "Startup rate end withdrawal hold
anall be in effecc at all tives." Revision 19 to the Technical
3pecification added the following to the dases for that specification:
“rTachnicas Specification 3.1.9.2 vill asolv to beth cthe source and
{atermediate ranzes. ' Since the bases are ot part of the specification,
this lacter gentence should apveat in the specification rather than in
the basas.

Rasolution! The present wording is {mpliad in Snecification 3:1:9:2,
nowever, Unit 2/3 Technical Speci fications will be revised to improve
clarity.

Specification 1,3.1b (4) states that '"Two core :1o0d tank sressure
{inscrument channels shall de operable.”’ Zach core #1o0ding tank has
two prassure {nscrument channels and wo 1avel instrument channels.

L
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In addition, both nressurs and level are aadressed in Specification
1,3.16 (1), Therafore Specification 3.3.1d. {4) should, as a minimum,
require that one pressure instrument and one level instrument be
overable fcr each core flooding tank.

Resolution: Duke agreed with this chapge and will revise the Unit 1
Technical Specifications.

Specification 3.3 is written in terms of the requirements that must
be mat befors the reactor {s made critical. Since the syste=s
addressed by this specification are recuired for safety vhenever the
reactor is not in a cold shutdown condicion (repardless of whether the
reactor is critical or not), the specificacion shruld be writtan in
terms of the requirements shat must be met defors the reactor ie
heatad above a specified temperature.

Resolution: A good point has been raised bv this questionm. Lowever,
resolution was postpened wiil Unit 2/3 Technical Specifications.

Tootnote (e) can be removed from Item 15 of vable 3.5.1-1, When the
“Turbine Stop Valves Clooure’' instruments are not sperable and the
reactor is in a hot shutdown condition, there is no need to require a
cold shutdown only on the basis that those instruments are inoverable.

Resolution: This is nol a erizical concern and therafcre resolution
was postponed until Unit 2/3 Techni~al Specifications.

Specification 4.6.6¢c should ve changed to require that the battervy
discharged test de performed during each refuelinz shutdown rather than
the propesad five-year intarvals.

Resolution: Duke agreed o this change and will add worus to soecifv a
discharge test under saximum anticipated smer3cncy »attery loads for

one hour. It will not be naqassary ©o show wnather or not the !
batteries have been dagraded in terms of capacity beyond thia requirement.

The 230 KV cransmission lines for the Oconee Statiom 277 installed in
pairs o:. double circuit towers. ™erefora, Specification 3.7.1s.
should not allow overation wich onlv two transmission lines in service
{f those two lines are on the same :towers because this would violate
Geneeal Design Criteriom 17,

Resolution: Duke stated that shis zomment immlies no chanve in what
{t had planned to do and *hat it would add words to the specification
stating that the two 210 k¥ lines would de on separate towers as an
additional Technical Specification restrictiom.
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Smecification 1.7.1d. should be changed to: "Startup transformers

No. CT1 and No. CT2 shall be operabla and capable of aupolvirg oower

to the Unit 1 4160 V Main Peeder Juses Yo. 1 and Yo. 2." The

proposed "CT1 or CT2" viclates GDC=17 and :the proposed "connected'

does not accuratelvy describe the intended mode of cmeration, i.e.,

the main feeder buses are conneczted o trans former Yo. 1T. Recosnizing
that aven if both CTl and CT2 are cperable, the desim will not meet
GDC=17 until after Unit 2 begias operation, iz shouls be ace=stable

to allow either CT1 or CT2 to be out of service for a relacively lone
time,

Resolution: Duke agreed with this comment and will make the above change
in the Unit 1 Technical Specification.

Specification 3.7.1c should include the words at the end of the last
sentence ' _ _ _ once the reactor has been brought critical.”

Note: Duke dces not agree with our nosition that the zas turbine
at the Lee Station cannot be used as » sualified on site
power source. Duke has committad this zas turbise to
Nconee and put in thes 100 kY lize from Lee for this ourvose.
Dake 1is willing to commit all three gas turbines at Lee
Station to Oconee. If a turhine is lost, Nuke would abort
the Oconee 1 start-up.

Resolution: Unresolved.

It 1s questioned whather the reference to Figure 3=5 of the PSAR in
Specification 3.7.1h. is scceptable because that PSAR figure does not
actually show the equipment in Uni:z 2 that must de operable for

safe operation of Unit 1.

Resolution: Duke agreed with this comment and will te-write the
specification to state what equipment from Unit 2 must be operable
for Unit 1 overation.

The provosed Specification 3.7.2 allows Unit 1 to remain critical

or be restarted if onme hydro unit or the underzround fseder is not
operable. We do not concur that this 2» accentable, Our evaluation
of the Oconee design was that the Lae Steam Station combustion
turbinus could serve as an altarnata power source o the station
Standby Power BSuses only after a review of the results of full load
redection tests on the Oconee units. It was nt concluded that the
combustion turbine could sarve as a1 substitute ‘or a failed hydro
unit. This position was previously expressed to the applicant in

s letter from P, A, Morris, dated Jume 14, 1971,
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Note: This somment does not accurately state our revious
position and so it vas restated O read that the
"ynderground feader eircuit” snould se deletad 38

a degraded condition from specification 3,7.2 and that
the operable hydro unit should be connected tO the
underground feeder while the Lee Stacion gas rurbine is
operating and emergizing transformer CT-5 aa oack-up
(not connected tO the standdy sus). The words "or the
underground fesder’ should be deleted from gpecification
3.7.2=¢.

Resolution: This item 18 unresolved put Du'e nas agreed to write a
new specification for the degraded condition when the underground
feadar i3 out of service.

The propoud Spoei!ieuiou 3,7.3 allows Unit 1 to remain critical of

be restarted in the avent "all 230 &V rransmision 1ines are lost.”

We do not pelieve that startup should de ailoned unless at least twoO
physically {ndevendent eircuits are available to supply offsite pover

{n accordance with GDC-17. With resvect O sontinued operation

following losse of all 230 xV lines. Specification 3.7.3a should be
rawritten 0 require shat both hydro units de started and run on standby
with one connected to the Standdby Power Buses and the other connected
through the 230 xV switch vard to either transformer Tl or CT2.

One Lee Steam Station combustion turbine should be started, the 100 k¥
rransmission line separated from the network, and rrans formeT s emergized.
The combustion turbine should not be connected to the Standdvy Power Ruses
(as proposed) because the underground feeder circuit from-the hydro

unit is a moTe reliable source.

Resolution: We agreed to lat the goecification stand as written
provided a 1"q,7,3=c Tavg shall be above 500°7" is added to the
specification.

The plant has heen physically Jesigned and vuilt for the mode of
cperation soacified in §pecificacion 1.7.3 and cherefore a loss of the
Lee gas turbine in this condition would trigzer the same emergency
hydro action 28 2 1o8s of off-site pover in the unrestricted case.

Specification 1,7.4, a8 presently wocded, appears to give permission

for operation without regard to the condition of the electrical

svetems. Unless the applicant desiras toO identify snecific degradations
and to srovose appropriate rechnical spccificatio\n for those conditions,
this opoci!iuuon ghould be ceworded TO {nclude the following:

“in the event of &y degradation bevond Specification 3.7.1,

3.7.2, ot 3.7.3 above, the resctor shall be placed in a hot shutdowm
condition within 12 hours. 1If the requirements of Specification
3.7.1 are not met within an additional 12 hours, the resctor shall
be placed in 8 sold shutdown condition within 24 hours.”
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Resolution: This item was sostponed wmeil 2/3 Technical Snecifications
because the staif does not have a well shought out sositicn with regard
to additional degraded conditions. The Unit 1 Technical Specificaticns
will remain as {s for the time yeins but will not remain 8o for the
1ife of the plant. We are developing guidance in this area.

15. Speci ficacion 3,7 is vrittemn with repard O she conditions necessary
pricr to bringing the reactor eritical. Since alectrical power is
necessary to maintain the plant in 3 safe condition even if the reactor

is subcritical, zhe spociticntiaa should reflect that need. The
{atroductory senterce tO Specification 3,7.1 could be changed as follows
to sccomplish this:

"rhe reactor shall not be heated OT sainzained at temperatures above
Op \nless the followind conditions are net.'

Resolution: This is the same point raised with regpect tO specification
3.3 above (ltem s). Resolutiom was postponed until Unit 2/3 Tecnnical
Specifications.

Adainistracive Congrols: The following comments vere raised during che
Oconee 2/3 reviev and appeared to be significant with regard to the Unit 1
Technical Spociticattcns.

1. Specification 6.1.1.5 and 6.1.1.6 can de updated to reflect the current
status of the ANS standard.

Resolution: Duke agreed.

g Kdede? ™ This lpcci!icu:ion should astata that at least omne member of
each shif: is familiar (in 2 qualified gense) with the station's radiation
protection procedures and meets the reaquirements sf a health physics
technician.

Resolution: Duke will consider and include the anprooriate words in the
Technical Soccificcttonn. Nuas was recentive to 4 commi tment of this
kind.

3, Delete the asterisk on pigure 6.1-1 and Table 6.1-1, A waiver of the
requirement that the Assistant Control Operator be AEC 14 sensed for
{nitial ameration can e issued dY lecter at the time of 1icensing

provided that, in addition tO the minimum gperating shift cequirements
ghown on sable 6.1-1, one or more senior scaff members from either the
plant Staff, qualifiad semebers of the General Office graff, or Vuclear
Steam Supply System vendor' s staff or consultants, (who by virtue of
thelr craining and exverience can srovide competent rechnical supoort for
the startup and nower ascension program) is present.
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Resolution: Duke has ten men going for a cold license (9SRO and 1R0O);
five men for shift SROs and one man for shift RO, Duke feels it is
too late to go back and get mora licensed operators, Duke is not
willing to commit a B&W startup engineer full-cime bHut is willine to
do so for cold startup and during transient and svecial tests. This
item was shelved until we can get a reading from Opetating License
Sranch regarding the cold license exam for the Assistant Control
Operator,

4. Thervre was considerable discussion with regard to RO and OR concerns
over the Oconee Unit 1 Technical Specifications and how well thev meet
the i{ntent of ANS 1.2 and Safety Guide 16.

Resolution: It was azreed that Duke would assure us that the svecgifications
meet the intent of ANS 3.2 and Safetvy Guide 16 and would revise the
svecifications to be more specific in some areas. Por examwie:

a) Specification 6.1.2.2 would bYe compared to ANS 3.2 to make sure
the General 0ffice Review Committee conforms.

b) The definition of "abnormal occurrence’ in section 1.8 of the
specification will aoply to specification 6.2.1 but reference
to this definitiom will be deleted from specification 6.6 and those
things that will be reported will be listed in 6.6,

It was agreed that the essential points of ANS 3.2 and Safety Guide 16
should be and are covered by the Unit 1 Technical Specifications but
that improving the format would be postponed until Unit 2/3 Tecnnical
Specifications.

Rad Waste Limits: Duke was handed a copy of the Maine Yankee Tachnical
Specifications regarding liquid and gaseous rad vaste which are serving

as our models for meeting the intent of proposed oppendix I. Duke was told
that we would expect the Oconee 1 Technical Specifications to be equivalent.
Duke will review thesa models and get back with us for guidance on the final
praparation.

Environmental Tech Specs: Duke was told that the Ocomee Unit 1 Technical
Specifications may be required to {nclude limits, surveillance and revorting
on environmental effects stemming from the Environmental Statement. We

were not prepared to offer guidance. Duke does not believe that these
matters should ba part of a nuclear plant specification esvecially since thevy
are still undergoing negotiation with EPA. Duke is willing to list the
standards it is required to meet for operation of the plant in the technical
specification but we told Duke we did not believe this would be adeaquate

and pointed out that Surrv has alreadvy had environmental matters included

in its Technical Specifications. Duke will wait for guidance from us.
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lansous 1 ! The following is a list of miscellaneous items which

will be changed ia the Oconee Unit 1 Specifications.

1.
2.
3.

4.

7.

10.

11.

Page 1-5 ~ Ttem d - Insert "or reactor procactive system.”
Page 2.1=3 = Typo "because” Sth line.
Page 3.1~7 « Page not numbered.

Page 3.1-11 - The conditions under which £ is determined (srassure
&nd temperature) will be stated.

Page 3.3-2 ~ Sectiom 3.3,3~c - Change "only one” to "no more than one."

Page 3,.6~]1 - Section 1.6.2 and 3.6.4 - Since these are containment

specifications they should be written in the positive sense md net
a8 reactor specifications. We are not insiating on this change, however,

Pages 4.1-5 end 4,.1-6 ~ Items 16, 18 and 20 - Change from "2/M" to ''W"
in Test column,

Pepe 4,.1-7a - Item 49 - Change from "R" to "P" {n Test column.

Page 4.11~1 -~ Last paragraph under "Bases” - add words "and as low as
practicable”" after "10 CPR 20."

Page 4,14~1 - Section 4.14 will state the frequency at which the
charcoal absorbers used in the radiation monitors for Todine will
be changed,

Page 4,412 and 4.4-6 - Specification 4.4.1.1.50 will be changed in the 4th

line to read "50% of the valus permitted in 4.4.1.1.2. The last
paragraph of the bases will be changed to state the correct basis for
specifying a total leak rate of 0.1257 from penetrations and iselation
valves,
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OCONEE NUCLEAR TATION MEETIN

ATTENDANCE LIsT

June 15, 1572

JAME ORGANIZATION FUNCTIONAL TITLE

L. Peltier AEC, Licensing roject ~eader, PWR-4

A. Schwencer AZC, Licensing Chief, PWR-4

i« B8 smis} Duke = Qconee Superintendent

R. . Straub Babcock & Wilcox Proiect Manager

Paul H. Barton Ouke Powar Company Manager, Techaical aad Nucle
Service

K: §. Canady Duke Power Company System Nuclear Engineer

. J. Ansell Duke Power Company

George W, Cage Duke (ONS) Assistant Operating Ingineer

Maurice Mclatosh Duke (ONS) Operating Eagineer

3. M. Rice Duke Power Company Statf Electrical Zngineer

A. C. Thies Juke Power Company Senior Vice President

W. 0. Parker Duke Pover Company Assistant Manager Steanm
Production

C. B. Murphy AEC, RO:II Priacipal Reactor Iaspector

C. R. Van Niel AEC, Liccnainz Reactor Safety Specialise



