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APPLICABILITY

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
————————————————————————

401 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 Requirement.

402 Each Surveillance Requirement shall be performed within the specified surveillance
interval with a maximum allowable extension not 10 exceed 25 percent of the surveillance
interval,

403 Fallure 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. The time limits of the action statement
'équirements are applicable &t the time it is identified that a surveillance requirement has
not been performed. The action statement requirements may be delayed for up 10 24 hours 1
permit the completion of the surveillance when the allowable outage time limits of the action
statement reyuirements are less than 24 hours. Surveillance requirements do not have 10 be
performed on inoperable equipment

404 Entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified applicability condition shall
not be made uniess tne Surveillance Requirement(s) associated with the u iting Condition for
Operation have been performed within the stated surveillance interval or as otherwise
specified.

405 Surveillance Requirements for inservice inspection and testing of ASME Code Class
1, 2, and 3 components shall be applicable as follows:

a  Inservice inspection of ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 3 components and inservice
testing of ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 3 pumps and valves shall be performed in
accordance with Section X! of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and
applicable Adde‘da as required by 10 CFR 50, Section 50.55a(g), except where
specific written relie! has been grantes by the Commission pursuant to 10 CFR
50, Section 50.55a(9)(6)(i).
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APPLICABILITY

BASES (Continued)
R ———————————

ACTION statements for each of the applicable LCOs. However, the provisions of Specification
305 permit the time limits for continued operation 10 be consistent with the ACTION
statement for the inoperable normal power sources instead, provided the other specified
conditions are satisfied. In this case, this would mean that for one division the emergency
power source must be OPERABLE (as must be the components supplied by the emergency
power source) and all redundant systems, subsystems, trains, components, and devices in
the other division must be OPERABLE, or likewise satisty Specification 3.0.5 (i.e., be capable
of performing their design functions and have an emergency power source OPERABLE). In
other words, both emergency power sources must be OPERABLE and all redundant systems,
subsystems, trains, components, and devices in both divisions must also be OPERABLE. If
these conditions are not satisfied, shutdown is required in accordance with this specification.

In MODES § or 6, Specification 3.0.5 is not applicable, and thus the individual ACTION
statements for each applicable Limiting Condition for Operation in these MODES must be
adhered to.

4.0.1  This specification provides that surveillance activities nocessary 16 insure the
Limiting Conditions for Operation are met and will be performed during the OPERATIONAL
MODES or other conditions for which the Limiting Conditions for Operation are applicable.
Provisions for additional surveillance activities 10 be performed without regard to the
applicable OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditions are provided in the individual
Surveillance Requirements. Surveillance Requirements for Special Test Exceptiors need only
be performed when the Special Test Evception is being utilized as an exception to an
individual specification.

4.0.2 This specification establishes the limit for which the specified time interval
for Surveillance Requirements may be extended. It permits an allowable extension of the
normal surveillance intarval 1o facilitate surveillance scheduling and consideration of plant
operating conditions that may not be suitable for conducting the surveillance; e.g., transient
conditions or other ongoing surveillance or maintenance activities. It also provides
flexibility to accommodate the length of a fuel cycle far surveillances that are performed at
each refueling outage and are specified with an 18-month surveillance interval. It is not
intended that this provision be used repeatedly as a convenience 10 extend surveillance
intervals beyond that specified for surveillances that are not performed during refueling
outages. The limitation of Specification 4.0.2 is based on engineering judgement and the
recognition that the most probable result of any particular surveillance being performed is
the verification of conformance with the Surveillance Requirements. This provision is
sufficient 10 ensure that the reliability ensurad through surveillance activities is not
significantly degraded beyond that obtained from the specified surveillance interval.

4.0.3 This specification establishes the failure to perform a Surveillance Requirement
within the allowed surveillance interval, defined by the provisions of Specification 4 0.2, as
a condition that constitutes a failure 10 meet the operability requirements for a Limiting
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APPLICABILITY

BASES (Continued)
m

Condition for Operation. Under the provisions of this specification, systems and components
are assumed 10 be operable when surveillance requirements have been satisfactorily
performed within the specified time interval. However, nothing in this provision is 10 be
construed as implying that systems or components are operable when they are found or
known to be incperable although still meeting the surveillance requirements. This
specification also clarifies that the action statement requirements are applicable when
Surveillance Requirements have not been completed within the allowed surveillance interval
and that the time limits of the action statement requirements apply from the point in time it
I identified that a surveillance has not been performed and not at the time that the allowed
surveillance interval was exceeded. Completion of the surveillance requirement within the
allowable outage time limits of the action statement requirements restores compliance with
the requirements of Specification 4.0.3. However, this does not negate the fact that the
fallure 10 have performed the surveillance within the allowed surveillance interval, defined
by the provisions of Specification 4.0.2, was a violation of the operability requirements of a
Limiting Condition for Operation. Futher, the failure 1o perform a surveillance within the
provisions of Specification 4.0.2 is a violation of a Technical Specification requirement and
s, therefore, a reportable event under the requirements of 10CFRS50.73(a)(2)(/)(B) because
it is a condition prohibited by the plant's Technical Specifications.

It the allowable outage time limits of the action statement requirements are less than 24
hours or a shutdown is required '0 comply with action statement requirements, e.9.,
Specification 3.0.3, a 24 hour allowance is provided 10 permit a delay in implementing the
action statement requirements. This provides an adequate time limit 1o complete
survelllance requirements that have nct been performed. The purpose of this allowance is 10
permit the completion of a surveillance before a shutdowi: is required 10 comply with action
statement requirements or before other remedial measures would be required that may
preciude completion of a surveillance. The basis for this allowance includes consideration for
plant conditions, adequate planning, availablity of personnel, the time required 10 perform
the surveillance, and the safety significance of the delay in completing the required
surveillance. If a surveillance is not completed within the 24 hour allowance, the time limits
of the action statement requirements are applicable at the time. When a surveillance is
performed within the 24 hour allowance and the surveillance requirements are nol met, the
time limits of the action statement requirements are applicable at the time that the
surveillance is terminated.

Survelllance requirements do not have 10 be performed on inoperable equipment because the
action statement requirements define the remedial measures that appply. However, the
surveillance requirements have to be met 10 demonstrate that inoperable equipment has been
restored 1o operable status.
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APPLICABILITY

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
T ———

4.0.1 Surveillance Requirements shall be met during the OPERATIONAL MODES or other
congitions specified for individual Limiting Conditions for Operation unless Otherwise stated
in an individual Surveillance Requirement.

40.2 Each Surveillance Requirement shall be performed within the specified surveillance
interval with a maximum allowable extension not to exceed 25 percent of the surveillance
interval.

403 Failure to perform a Surveillance Requirement within the allowed surveiilance
interval, defined by Specification 4.0.2, shall constitute noncompliance with the operability
requirements for a Limiting Condition for Operation. The time limits of the action statement
requirements are applicable at the time it is identified that a surveillance requirement has
not been performed. The action statement requirements may be delayed for up 10 24 houre v
permit the completion of the surveillance when the allowable outage time limits of the action
statement requirements are less than 24 hours. Surveillance requirements do not have to be
performed on inoperable equipment.

404 Entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified condition shall not be made
unless the Surveillance Requirement(s) associated with the Limiting Condition for Operation
have been performed within the stated surveillance interval or as otherwise specified.

405 Surveillance Requirements for inservice inspection and testing of ASME Code Class
1, 2, and 3 components shall be applicable as follows:

a  Inservice inspection of ASME Code Class 1, 2. and 3 components and inservice
testing of ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 3 pumps and valves shall be performed in
accordance with Section X| of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and
applicable Addenda as required by 10 CFR 50, Section 50.55a(g), except where
specific written relief has been granted by the Commission pursuant to 10 CFR
50, Section 50.55a(g)(6)(i).
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APPLICABILITY

BASES (Continued)

corsisient with the ACTION statemeni 1or the inoperable normal power scurces instead,
providwd the other soecified conditions are satictied. i this case, this wouls mean tha: for
one division the amergency ows " source must be CPERABLE ‘as must te the compongnts
suppiiac by the amergency power source) and all reaunuant systerns, subsystems, traing,
cemporents, and devicas ir the other division must be OPERABLE. or likew:se satisty
Specification 3.0.5 (1.e., be capable of performing their design functions and have an
emergency power s-urce OPERABLE). In other words, hoth emergency power scurcas must
be OPERARLE and gl redundant systems, ubsysieme, trains, componenty, and devices in
Loth divisions must also ba CPERABLE. If these cond'tiuns are not ss'istied, shuidown I8
requireo in wmecordance with this specitication.

In MODES § or 6, Specification 3.0.5 is not applicable, and *hus the indiviousl ACTION
statemerits for each applicable Limiting Condition for Operation in thuse MODES must be
adhered 10.

4 GY  This specification provides that surveiliance activities necAssarv 1c insure the
Limiting Conagitiong for Operaticn are me! and wili b~ per‘ormed guring the OPERATIONAL
MODES oi other conditioris for which the Limiting Conditions for Coneration are applicable.
Provisions for addtionai surveillance activities to be performed without regard 10 the
applicable OPERATIONAL MODES or other conditians are prov.dad n the individual
Surveillance Requirements. Surveillance Requirements for Special Test Excepticns need ony
be performed when the Special Test Exception is being ulilized as an exceptien 10 an
individual specification.

4.0.2 This specification establishes the limit for which tae sracified ‘ime inierval
for Surveillance Requirements may be extendec. It permits an allowable extensicn of the
nermal surveillance intervai 10 facilitate surveillarce scheduling and consideration of plant
Operating conditicns that may not be suitable for condusting the surveillance; e ¢ . trangieni
conditions or other ongoing surveillance or maintenance activitios. It aiso pro\ides
flexibility 1o accommodate the length of a fuel cycle for surveillances ‘hat are performed at
each refueiing outage and are specit.ed with an 18-month surveiliance interva. It is noi
intended that this provision be useo repeatedly as a convenience 1o exteid surveilignce
intervals beyond that specified for surveillances that are not performed during refueling
outages. The limitation of Specificaticn 4.0.2 is based on engineerirg judgeman: and t~e
recognition that the most probable resuli of any particular suiveiilance being performed is
the varification of cunformance with the Surveillance Requirements. This pravision is
suffcient o ensure that the retiability ensured through surveillanca activities s aot
significantly degraded beyond that ubiained from ihe specified surveillance interval.

403 This specification establishes ihe failure@ 10 perform a Surveillance
Requirement within ihe allowed surveillance interval, detined by the provisions oi
Specification 4.0.2, as a condition that constitutes a failure o meet the operability
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AP’U_C_A.!UTY
BASES (Conlinued,
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requirements fcr 4 Limiting Cooition for Operation. Under the provisions of this
specificaton, syste ns and components &re assumed 1o be operable wher surveillgnce
requirements have been satisfactorily performed within 'he specified ime interval.
However, nothing in this provision is 0 be construed as implying that systems or components
8@ operable when they are found o1 known 1o be ‘noperable although stil} meeting the
surveillance requirements. Tnis specification also clarifies that the actien staiemen;
requiremenis are applicabie when Survellance Requirerments have not been conpiated withiy
the nllowed surveillance interval and that the time limits of the action =tatement
requiroments apply from the point in time it is identified that 8 survelllance has not been
performed &nd not at the tims that the allowed suiveillance intervai was vxieeded.
Completion of tha turveillance raquiremant within the ailowable outage time limits of the
action statemert requiroments restores compliance with the requirements of Specification
102, However. this doas not negate he fact that the failure 1© have performed the
survelliance within the a'lowed surveillance interval, Cefined by the provisions of
Specification 4.0.2, was a violation of the operability requirements of a Limiting Condition
foi Operatian. Futher, the failure to perform a surveillance within the orovisions of
Specificktion 4.0.2 is a violation of a Technical Specitication requirement and is, therefore, a
reportable event under the requirements of 10CFRS0.75(a)(2)(1)(B) because it 's a condition
prohibited dy the plant's Technical Specifications.

If the aiowabie Gutage tima limits of the action siatement requiremegnts are less than 24
hours or a shuldown is required to comply with actiun statement reQuirements, e.g.,
Specification 3.0.3, 2 24 hour allowance is provided 1o permit a delay in implementing the
action staiemen: requirements. This provides an adequate time limit 10 complete
surveillance requirements that have not been performed. The purpose of this allowance is 10
perm:t the completion of a surveillance before a shutdown is required 1o comnly with action
stalernent requirements or before other remedial measures would be required that may
preciucge compietior of a surveillance. The basis for this allowance includes consideration for
plant conditions. adequate planrning, availability of personnel, the time required 1o perform
the surveillance, and the safety significance of the delay in completing the required
surveillance. If a surveillance is not completed within the 24 hour allowance, the time limits
of the action statement requirements are applicable at the time. When a surveillance is
performed within the 24 hour allowance and the surveillance requirements are not met, the
time limits of the action statement requirements are applicable at the time that the
surveillance is terminated.

Surveillance requiremenris do not have 10 be performed on inoperable equipment because the

clien statement requirements define the remedial measures that apply. However, the
survelllance requirements have ¢ be met 1o demonsirate that inoperable equipment has been
restored 10 operable staius.

NORTH ANNA - UNIT 2 B 3/4 0-3a




Attachment 3

Discussion of Proposed Change
and

Significant Hazards Consideruations Evaluation

North Anna Unite 1 and 2

Virginia Electric and Power Company



Discussion of Pt:po»d Change
an
Signiiicant Hazards Considerations Evaluation

Introduction and Background

Specification 4.0.2 of the North Anna Techinical Specifications permits surveillance
intervals 10 be extended up to 25 percent of the specified interval. This extension
facilitates the scheduling of surveillance activities and allows surveillance activities to
be postpuned when plant conditions are not suitable for conducting the surveillance,
for example, under transient conditions or other ongoing surveillance or maintenance
activities. Specification 4.0.2 also limits extending surveillances so that the combined
time interval for any three consecutive surveillance intervals do not exceed 3.25 times
the specified surveillance interval. The intent of the 3.25 limit is to preclude routine
use of the provision for extending a surveillance interval by 25 percent. As currcntly
expressed, this specification is consistent with the Standard Technical Specifications
for Westinghouse Pressurized Water Reactors, NUREG-0452, Revision 4.

On August 21, 1989, the NRC issued Ganeric Letter 89-14 which provides guidance to
licensees for proposing a license amendment 1o impiement removal of the 3.25
limitation for three consecutive surveillance intervals. The NRC considers this to a
line-item improvement to the Technical Specifications. The revised specification will
remove an unnecessary restriction on extending surveillance requirements and will
result in a benefit to safety when plant conditions are not conducive to the safe conduct
of surveillance requirements. The removal of the 3.25 limit will provide greater
flexibility in the use of the provision for extending surveillance intervals, reduce the
administrative burden associated with its use, and have a positive effect on safety.

Revised TS 4.0.3 permits delaying the requirement of an action statement for up to 24
hours t¢ permit the completion of a missed surveillance when the allowable outage
time limits of the action statement are less than 24 hours or require a shutdown. As
discussed in Generic Letter 87-09, it is overly conservative to assume that systems or
components are immediately inoperable because a surveillance recuirement has not
been performed. Generally, the oposite is in fact the case. The vast majority of
surveillances confirm that the tested system or component is within - 2quirements and
operable. When a surveillance is missed, it is this positive verification of operability
that has not been confirmed by the performance of the required surveillance. Because
the allowable outage time limits of some action siatements do not provide an
appropriate time limit for performing a missed surveillance before shutdown
requirements may apply, the TS should include a time limit that would allow a delay of
the required actions 1¢ permit the performance of the missed surveillance.

This time limit should be based on considerations of plant conditions, adequate
planning, availability of personnel, the time required to perform the survei'lance, as
wel' as the safety significance of the delay in completion of the surveillance. Generic
Letter 87-09 states that, based on these considerations, 24 hours is an acceptable
time limit for completing a missed surveillance when the allowable outage times of the
action statements are less than this time limit or when shutdown action statements
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apply. The Generic Letter concludes that the 24 hour time limit adequately balances
the risks associated with the potential for a plant upset and challenge to safety systems
when the alternative is a shutdown to comply with action statements before the
surveillance can be completed.

Riscussion of the Proposed Changes

8ubpan?rnph (b) of Specification 4.0.2 referring to the 3.25 times the surveillance
interval for any 3 consecutive surveillance intervals has been removed and the
remaining paragraph has been reformatted to read as follows:

402 Each Surveillance Requirement sha!l be performed within the specified
surveillance interval with a maximum allowable extension not to exceed 25
percent of the surveillance interval.

Likewise, the associated Technical Specification Bases are revised to remove
reference to the 3.25 times the surveillance interval limit for any three consecutive
surveillance intervals and therefore are modified 1o read as follows:

4.0.2 This specification establishes the limit for which the specified time
interval for Surveillance Requirements may be extended. It permits an
allowable extension of the normal surveillance interval to facilitate surveillance
scheduling and consideration of plant operating conditions that may not be
suitable for conducting the surveillance; e.g., transient conditions or other
ongoing surveillance or maints nance activities. It also provides flexibility to
accommodate the length of a fuel cycle for surveillances that are performed at
each refueling outage and are specified with an 18-month surveillance interval.
It is not intended that this provision be used repeatedly as a convenience 10
extend surveillance intervals beyond that specified for surveillances that are not
performed during refueling outages. The limitation of Specification 4.0.2 is
based on engineering judgement and the recognition that the most probable
result of any particular surveillance being performed is the verification of
conformance with the Surveillance Requirements. This provision is sufficient to
ensure that the reliability ensured through surveillance activities is not
significantly degraded beyond that obtained from the specified surveillance
interval.

These proposed Technical Specification changes are consistent with the guidance
provided in NRC Generic Letter 89-14 and NRC Generic Letter 87-09. Approva! of the
change request will produce the following benefits:

1. Facilitates scheduling of surveillance activities and allows surveillances to be
postponed when plant conditions are not conducive to the safe conduct of the
surveillance.

2. Reduces the potential for unnecessary forced shutdowns to perform surveillance
activities.



3. Eliminates the administrative and logistical burden associated with tracking the use
of the 25 percent allowance to ensure compliance with the 3.25 limit.

An added benefit will exist with the reduction in need for exigent requests of the NRC
for surveillance interval extensions.

Safety Evaluation
SAFETY EVALUATION FOR 3.25 SURVEILLANCE LIMIT

Many surveillances have a specified surveillance interval of 18 months. Generally, the
18-month surveillance interval is intended to allow trie surveillance activity be
performed when the unit is shutdown during a refueling autage. Therefore, the actual
time interval for performance of these surveillances is dependent on the length of a
fuel cycle, but it cannot exceed 18 months plus the 25 percent allowance. The safety
banefit of performing these surveillances during a piant shutdown is that systems do
not have to be removed from service at a tirne that they are required to be operable.
This minimizes the amount of time which systems are unavailable during power
operation due to surveillance requirements, thereby minimizing the impact on safety.
In some instances, the Technical Specifications specifically require surveillances to be
performed during a plant shutdown. When a limit is reached on extending an 18-
month interval, a forced plant shutdown to performed these surveillances is generally
the only alternative short of a license amendment that defers the performance of these
surveillances until the end of the fuel cycle.

Usually, the length of a fuel cycle does not excecd 18 months by more than the 25
percent allowance (i.e., 4-1/2 months). A more common situation has been to
encounter the 3.25 limit on the combined time interval for three consecutive
surveillance intervals. The NRC staff has rormally approved one-time Technical
Specification change requests to waive performance of certain 18-month surveillance
activities until the end of the fuel cyci2 when the surveillance intervals would exceed
the 3.25 limit yet would not exceed the 25 percent allowance for extending the 18-
month surveillance interval. A forced shutdown to perform these surveillances and
avoid exceeding the 3.25 limit is not justified from a risk standpoint when extending
these surveillance intervals is within the 25 percent allowance. The 18-month
surveillances are normally performed during a refueling outage when the plant is in a
desirable condition for conducting these surveillances. As stated in the NRC's Safety
Evaluation for Commonwealth Edison's LaSalle Station, the risk of performing some of
these surveillances during plant operations has been determined to be greater than
the impact on safety of exceeding the 3.25 limit.

In addition to its application to refueling outage surveillances described above, the use
of the 25 percent allowance for extending surveillance intervals can provide a safety
benefit when it is used during plant operation. When plant conditions are not suitable
for the safe conduct of surveillances due to equipment out-cf-service, maintenance, or
other ongoing surveillance activities, safety is enhanced by the use of the allowance
that permits a surveillance interval to be extended. In such cases, the safety beneiit
obtained by extending a surveillance interval up to 25 percent would exceed the risk



reduction derived by conforming to the 3.25 limitation.

In summary, based on the above considerations, the removal of the 3.25 times the
surveillance interval limit for any three consecutive surveillance intervals will have an
overall positive impact on safety. Virginia Electric and Power Company believes there
is reasonable assurance that the proposed ¢l - nge will not adversely affect the health
and safety of the public.

SAFETY EVALUATION FOR 24 HOUR SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT

Inclusion of these requirements serves to clarify the Technical Specifications and
establish more specific guidance for plant operations. Generic Letter 87-09 has stated
that is is overly conservative to assume that systems or components are inoperable
when a surveillance requirement has not been performed. Therefore, delay of up to
24 hours to permit completion of a missed surveillance is allowed. The generic letter
also states that the 24 hour time limit would balance the risks associated with an
allowance for completing the surveillance within this period against the risks
associated with plant upset and challenge to safety systems when the alternative is
shut down.

In summary, based on the above, the delay of up to 24 hours to permit completion of a
missed surveillance will have an overall positive impact on safety. Virginia Electric
and Power Company believes there is reasonable assurance that the proposed
change will not adversely affect the health and safety of the public.

Significant Hazards Considerations Evaluation

It has been determined that the proposed changes do not involve a significant hazards
consideration as defined in 10 CFR 50.92. This determination was based on the

following peints.

1. Accident Probability or Consequence Increase. The proposed changes
have no adverse impact upon potential accident probability or consequence.
Only surveillance requirements are changed, and no new or unique accident
precursors are introduced by these changes in surveillance requirements. In fact,
the proposed admendment will not significantly affect equipment reliability and
does not affect the probability or consequences of accidents previously evaluated
in the UFSAR.

The 3.25 surveillance interval will still be constrained by the 25 percent interval
extension criteria of Technical Specification 4.0.2. The risk involved with the
alternatives to perform 18-month surveillances during plant operation or to
impose a forced shutdown to perform the surveillances are greater than the risk
involved with exceeding the 3.25 limit. When plant conditions are not conducive
for the safe conduct of surveillances due to safety systems being out-of-service for
maintenance or due to other ongoing surveillance activities, safety is enhanced
by the use of the allowance that permits a surveillance interval to be extended.

Completion of the required surveillance according to the proposed technical



specification 4.0.3 determines operability within the established 24 hour time limit
and compensates for the risks associated with plant upset and challenges to
safety systems that would result from a required shutdown. These changes do
not provide any means to create accident consequences beyond those
previously evaluated.

Therefore, the proposed change does not involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of any accident previously evaluated.

Accident Probability Creation. Since the implementation of the proposed
change to the surveillance requirements will require no hardware modifications
(i.e., alterations to plant configuration), operation with these proposed Technical
Specifications does not create the possibility for any new or different kind of
accident which has not already been evaluated in the Updated Final Safety
Analysis Report (UFSAR). The proposed revision to the Technical Specifications
will not result in any physical alteration to any plant system, nor would there be a
change in the method by which any safety related system performs its function. In
fact, this proposed change facilitates the scheduling of surveillance activiii~s and
allows surveillances to be postponed when plant conditions are not suiaole for
conducting the surveillance thereby reducing the possibility for creation of an
accident.

Therefore, the proposed change does not create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

Safety Margin Reduction. The results of the accident analyses which are
documented in the UFSAR continue to bound operation under the proposed
changes, so that there is no safety margin reduction.

Deletion of the requirement that any three consecutive surveillance intervals shall
not exceed 3.25 times the specified surveillance interval will no significantly affect
equipment reliability, rather it will reduce the potential to interrupt normal plant
operations due to surveillance scheduling. This proposed exemption will allow
all surveillance intervals to be constrained by the maximum allowable extension
of 25 percent of the specified surveillance interval, which may enhance safety
when used during plant operation.

For the changes intended to achieve consistency with the recommendations of
Generic Letter 87-09 "Sections 3.0 and 4.0 of the Standard Technical
Specifications (STS) on the Applicability of Limiting Conditions for Operation and
Surveillance Requirements,” the NRC Statf has previously evaluated these
changes in the generic letter and determined that the modifications will result in
improved technical specifications.

It is overly conservative to assume that systems or compenents are inoperable
when a surveillance requirement has not been performed. A 24 hour time limit
has been included in Specificaion 4.0.3 allowing a delay of the required actions
to permit the performance of the missed surveillance. The NRC has concluded
that the 24 hour time limit would balance the risks associated with an allowance
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for completing the surveillance within this period against the risks associated with
the potential for a plant upset and challenge to safety systems when the
alternative is to shut down to comply with action statement requirements before
the surveillance can be completed.

The NRC has concluded that the putential for a plant upset and challenge to
safety systems is heightened if surveillances are performed during a shutdown to
comply with action statement requirements.

In addition, the delay of up to 24 hours to permit completion of a missed
surveillance is of the type described in the Federal Register Notice of March 6,
1986 (51 FR 7744) as an example of amendments that are considered not likely
to involve significant hazards considerations. In particular, example (ii) applies to
this change request by describing a change that constitutes additional limitations,
restrictions, or controls not presently included in the technical specifications.

Therefore, the proposed changes do not involve a significant reduction in a margin of
safety.

Based on the above, we have determined that the amendment request does not (1)
involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated, (2) create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident
from any acciden! previously evaluated, or (3) involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety; and therefore does not involve a significant hazards consideration.



