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3.5 (cont'd)

Mmuo.{tf

ECCS-Cold Condition

A murimum of two low pressure Emergency Core Cooling
subsystems shall be operablie whenever irradiated fuel is in
the reactor, the reactor is in the cold condition, and work is
beng performed with the potential for draining the reactor
vessel

A minimum of one iow pressure Emergency Core Cooling
subsystem shall be operable whenever wradiated fuei is n
the reactor, the reactor is in the cold condition, and no
work is being performed with the potential for drasming the
reactor vessel

Emergency Core Cooling subsystems are not required to
be operable provided that the reactor vessel head is
removed, the cavily s flicoded. the spent fuel pool gates
are removed, and the water level above the fuel s in
accordance with Specification 3.10.C.

With the requirements of 35F 1, 35F2 or 35F3 not
satished, suspend core alterations and all operations with
the potential for draming the reactor vessel Restore at
least one system 1o operabie status within 4 hours or
8 hours.

45 {cont'd)

12z

ECCS-Cold Condition

Surveillance of the low pressure ECCS systerns required
by 35F.1 and 35 F 2 shall be as follov:s:

Perform a flowrate test at least once every 3 munths on the

requred Core Spray pump(s) and/or the RHR pump(s).
Each Core Spray pump shall defiver at least 4625 gpm

h;umammu on the requicad Core
Spray and /or LPCI motor operated vaives.

Once each shift verify 3 mersmum of 323 inches of waler is
in the Condensate Slorage Tanks (CST)

available
whenever the Core Spray Systemis) is aligned 1o the
tankes.







3.5 BASES {cont'd)

vessel head off the LPCI and Cor2 Spray Systems will perform
their designed safety function without the help of the ADS.

Reactor Core Isolation Cooling (RCIC) System

The RCIC is designed o provide makeup to the Reactor
Coolant System as a planned operatior. for periods when the
normal heat sink is unavailable. The RCIC aiso serves as
recundant makeup system on total loss of all offsite power in
the event that HPCl is unavailable. In all other postulated
accidents and transients, the ADS prowvides redundancy for the
HPCl. Based on this and judgements on the reliability of the
HPCI system, an allowable repair time of 7 days is specified.
immediate and daily verifications of HPCl operability during
RCIC outage is considered adequate based on judgement and
practical®®y.

Low power physics testing and reactor operator traning with
inoperable components will be conducted only when the RCIC
System is not required, {reactor coolant tempersture <212°F
anc coolant pressure <150 psig). If the plant parameters are
below the point where the RCIC System is required, physics
testing and operator traning will not place the plant n an
unsafe condition.

Operability of the RCIC System is required only when reactor
pressure is grealer than 150 psig and reactor coolant
temperature is greater than 212°F because core spray and low
pressure coolant injection can protect the core for any size
pipe break at low pressure.

Amendment No. . 17, 148
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mode of RHR s considered operabie for the ECCS function i #t
can be reakgnec manually (either remote or local) 1o the LPCI
mode and s not otherwise inoperable  in the cold condition,
the RHR system cross-te valves are not required 1o be ciosed

One low pressure ECCS subsystem provides sufficient vessel
capability 10 recover from an madverient vessel
drandown. However, with only one low pressure system
operable, the overall sysiem rehabiiity s reduced because a
singie-taslure could render the ECCS incapable of performing
its intended

!




3.5 BASES (cont'd)

function. Therefore, operation with the potential for draning
the reactor vessel is not alicwed with only one low pressure
ECCS subsystem operable.

ECCS systems are not required 1o be operabie during refueling
conditions. Sufficient coolant inventory is available above the
fuel 10 allow operator action 1o terminate the inventory loss
prios 10 fuel uncovery in case of an inadvertent draindown

Maintenance of Filled Discharge Pipe

If the discharge piping of the core spray, LPCI, RCIC, and HPCI
are not filled. a water hammer can develop in this piping when
the pump(s) are started. To miwmize damage 1o the discharge
pping and to ensure added margin in the operation of these
systems, this technical specificaion requires the discharge
lines 1o be filled whenever the system is required 10 be
operable. If a discharge pipe is not filled, the pumps the supply
that iine must be assumed to be noperable for techmical
spucification purposes. However, if 3 water hammer were 1o
occur, the system wouid still perfc-m its design function.
Average Planar Lihear Heat Generation Rate (APLHGR)

This specification assures that the peak cladding temperature
wili not exceed the imit specified in 10 CFR 50 Appendix K.

The peak cladding temperature following a3 postulated loss-of-
coolant accident is primarily a function of the average heat

generation rate of 3l the rods of a fuel assembly 2 any aoal
locaton and 15 only dependent secondarily on the rod to rod
power distribufion within an assembly Since expe~~d local
vanahions n power distribution withn 2 fuel assembly a. act the
caiculated peak clad temperature by less than + 20°F reiative
10 the peak lemperature for a tymecal fuel design, the imit on
the average inear heat generation rate s sufficent 10 asswre
that caiculater ‘emperatures are within the 10 CFR SO
Appendix K imit. The imiting values for APLHGR are given in
Figures 35-11 through 3514 Apgroved kmiting values of
APLHGR as a function of fuel type are given in NEDO-21662-2
(as amended) for Reload 6 fuel Approved imiting vaiues of
APLHGR as a function of fuel and iattice types are given in
NEDC-31317P (as amended) for Reload 7 and 8 fuel. These
vaiyes are multiphed by 084 durng Single Loop Operation
The derivation of this muftipher can be found in Sases 35K,
Reference 1.

Linear Heat Generation Rate (LHGR)

Thes specification assures that the linear heat generation rate n
any rod 15 less than the design linear heat generation

The LHGR shall be checked daily during reactor operation 3¢
25% rated thermal power 10 determne f fual burmup. or control
rcd movement. has caused changes in power distribution.  For
LHGR 1o be a limiting value below 25% rated thermal power,
the rabio of local LHGR 1o average LHGR would have to be
greater than 10 wiuch s preciuded by a considerable margn
when employing any permussible controi rod pattern




45 BASES (cont'd)

the line 1s in a full condition. Between the monthly intervais at
which the lines are vented, instrumentation has oeen provided in
the Core Spray Systern and LPCI System to monitor the
presence of water in the discharge piping. This instrumentation
will be calibrated on the same frequency as the safety systam
during the interval between the monthly checks the status of the
discharge piping is monitored on a continuous bases.

Normally the low pressure ECCS subsystems required by
Specification 35F1 are demonsiraled operable by the
surveillance tests in Specifications 45A 1 and 45A3. Seclion
4 5 F specifies penodic surveillance tests for the low pressure
ECCS subsystems which are applicable when the reactor is in
the cold condition. These fesis in conjunclion with the
requirements on filled discharge piping (Specification 35G).

and the requirements on ECCS actuation instrumentation
(Specification 3.2 B), assure adequate ECCS capability in the
coid condition. The water level in the suppression pool, or the
Condensate Storage Tanks (CST) when the suppression poof s
inoperable, is checked once each shilt 10 ensure that sufficient
water is availabie for core cooling.




3.7 UMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

3.7 CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS

Applicability:

Applies 10 the operating status of the primary and secondary
containment systems.

Objective:

To assure the integrity of the pnmary and secondary contanment
syclems.

Specfication:

A Primary Containment

1. The volume and temperature of *he water in the pressure
suppression chamber shall be mantaned within the
following limits whenever tha reactor is critical or whenever
the reactor coolant temperature is greater than 212°F and
irradiated fuel is in the reactor vessel

a  Maamum vent submergence level of 53 inches.

b.  Minimum vent submergence level of 515 inches.

The suppression chamber waler level may be
outside the above imits for 3 maxamum of four (4)

hours during required operability testing of HPCI,
RCIC, RHR, CS, and the Suppression Chamber -
Drywet Vacuum System.

c.  Maamum water temperature

(1) Dwing normai power operation maimum
water temperature shall be 95°F.

mmm.;

4.7 SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.7 CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS

Apphcabity

Apphes 1o the pnmary and secondary contanment integrity

Objective:

coolant sysiem pressure greater than 200 psig. an external
wisuyal examnation of the suppression chamber chall be
conducted before resumng power operaton



3.7 BASES (cont'd)

Using the minimum or maximum downcomer submergence
e design basis accident is approximately 45 psig which is
below the design of 56 psig. The mir‘mura downcomer
submergence of 515 in. results in 3 minmum suppressicn
chamber water volurne of 105,600 %3, The majority of the
Bodega tests (9) were run with a submerged iength of 4 ft. and
with complete condensation. Thus, with respect to downcomer
submergence, this specification is adequate. Additional
JAFNPP specific analyses done in connection with the Mark |
Containment-Suppression Chamber Integrity Program indicate
the adequacy of the specified range of submergence to ensure
that dynamic forces associated with pool sweli do not result in
overstress of the suppression chamber or associated
structures.

The marimum > perature at the end of blowdown tested
during the Humboldt Bay (10) and Bodega Bay tests was
170°F, and th s is conservatively taken to be the iimit for
compiete condensation of the limit for complete condensation
of the i2actor coolant, although condensation would occur for
temperatures above 170°F.

Amendment No. ;Z ;d

188

Using a 40°F rise (Section 52 FSAR) in the suppression
chamher water temperature anJd a maximum initial temperature
of 95°F, a temperature of 145°F is achieved, which is well below
the 170°F temperatwre which is wused for complete
wmm‘ ..

For an ini"Jd maxmum suppression chamber water
temperature of 95°F and assuming the normal complement of
containment cooling pumps (two LPCI pumps and two RHRK
service water pumps) containment pressure is not required 1o
maintain adequate net posilive suction head (HPSH) for the
core spray LPCl and HPCl pumps.

Limiting suppression poo! temperature to 130°F during RC'C,
HPCL, or relie! valve operation, when decay heat and stored

energy are removed form the primary system by discharging
reactor steam directly to the suppression chamber assures

depressurized in a timely manne- to avoid the regime
potentially high suppression chz-iber loadings.
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DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED CHANGE

The proposed changes to the James A. FitzPatrick Technical Specifications revise Sections 3.5.F
and 4.5.F, *"Minimum Emergency Core and Containment Cocling System Availability,” on page
122. Two changes are proposed. The first change w'etes Specification 3.5.F.1 because it is
redundant to Specificatione ” £.4 &.J 3.5.B. The second change adds new Limiting Conditions
for Operation (LCOs) &nd «£0c /*ed Survelllance Requirements regarding ECCS availabllity
with the reactor in the ( .o condiun.

A, Eliminate Reaundan, Limiting Condition ig: U+ #tion

Olete existing Specification 3.5.F.1, on page 122:
*Any combination of inoperable companents in the Core and Containment
Cooling Systerns shall not defeat the capability of the remaining operable
components to fulfill the core and containment cooling funictions.”

B. New Specifications for ECCS Availability in Cold Condition

1. Replace existing Specification 3.5.F.2, on page 122, with the following:
3.6 F. ECCS-Sh: tdown Mode

1. Aminimum of two low pressure Emergercy Core Cooling subsystems shall
be operable whenever irradiated fuel is in the reactor, the reactor is in the
cold condition, and work is being performed with the potential for draining
the reactor vessel.

2. A minimum of one low pressure Emergency Core Cooling subsystem shall
be operable whenever irradiated fuel is in the reactor, the reactor is in the
cold condition, and no work is being performed with the potential for
draining the reactor vessel.

3. Emerger.cy Core Cooling subsystems are not required to be operable
provided that the reactor vessel head is removed, the cavity is flooded, the
spent fuel pool gates are removed, and the water level above the fuel is in
accordance with Specification 3.10.C.

4. With the requirements of 3.5.F.1, 3.56.F.2, or 3.5.F.3 not satisfied, suspand
core alterations and all operations with the potential for draining the reactor
vessel. Restore at least one system to operable status within 4 hours or
establish Secondary Containment Integrity within the next & hours.
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2. Replace existing Specification 4.5.F, on page 122, with the following:
45F ECCS-Shutdown Mode

Survelllance of the low pressure ECCS systems required by 3.6.F.1 and
3.5.F .2 shall be as follows:

1. Perform a flowrate tes! at least once every 3 months on the required
Core Spray pump(s) and/or the RHR pump(s). Each Core Spray
pump shall deliver at least 4,625 gp'n against a system head
corresponding to a reactor vessel pressure greater than or equal to
13 psi above primary containment pressure. Each RHR pump
shall deliver at least 9900 gpm against a system head
corresponding 2 a reactor vessel to pritnary containment
differential pressure of > 20 psid.

2. Perform a monthly operability test on the required Core Spray
and/or LPCI motor operated valves.

3. Once each shift verity the suppression pool water level is greater
than or equal to 10.33 ft. whenever the low pressure ECCS
subsystems are aligned 1o tie suppression pool.

4, Once each shift verify a minimum of 324 inches of water is available
in the Condensate Storage Tanks (CST) whenever the Core Spray
System(s) is aligned to the tanks.

3.  Shift existing Specification 3.5.G and 4.5.G, Maintenance of Filled Discharge Pipe, to
& new page numbered 122a.

4. Replace existing Bases 3.5.F,on pages 129 and 130, with the following:
F. ECCS-Shutdown Mode

Low pressure Emergency Core Cooling Systems (ECCS) are required when
the reactor is in a cold condition to ensure adequate coolant inventory
makeup in case of an inadvertent draindown of the reactor vessel. Two low
pressure ECCS subsystems are required operable to meet the single-failure
criterion.

The low pressure ECCS subsystems consist of two CS systems, two LPCI
subsystems, or a combination thereof. Each CS system consists of one
motor-driven pump, associated piping, and valves. Each CS system is
capable of transferring water to the reactor vessel from the suppression pocl
or, when the suppression pool is unavailable, the condensate storage tank.
In the cold condition, each LPCI subsystem consists of one motor-driven
pump, associated piping, and valves. Each LPCI subsystem is capable of
transferring water from the suppression pool to the reactor vessel. Only one
RHR pump is required per LPCI subsystem because of its larger flowrate
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compared to a Core Spray System. A LPCI subsystem operating in the
shutdown cooling mode of RHR is considered operable for the ECCS
function if it can be realigned manually (either remote or local) to the LPCI
mode and is not otherwise inoperable. In the cold condition, the RHR
system cross-tie valves are not required to de ciosed.

One low pressure ECCS subsystem provides sufficient vessel flooding
capability to recover from an inadvertent vessel draindown. However, with
only one low pressure system operable, the overall systern reliability is
reduced because a single-failure could render the ECCS incapable of
performing its intended function. Therefore, operation with the potential for
draining the reactor vessel is not allowed with only one low pressure ECCS
subsystem operable.

ECCS systems are not required to be operable during refueling conditions.
Sufficient coolant inventory is available above the fuel to allow operator
action to terminate the inventory loss prior to fuel uncovery in case of an
inadvertent draindown.

§.  Add the following paragraph to the end of Bases Section 4.5, on page 133:

Normally the low pressure ECCS subsystems required by Specification
3.5.F.1 are demonstrated operable by the surveillance tests in Specifications
45.A.1 and 45.A.3. Section 4.5.F specifies periodic surveillance tesis for the
low pressure ECCS subsystems which are applicable when the reactor is in
the cold condition. These tests in conjunction with the requirements on
filled discharge piping (Specification 3.5.G), and the requirements on ECCS
actuation instrumentation (Specification 3.2.B), assure adequate ECCS
capabllity in the cold condition. The water level in the suppression pool, or
the Condensate Storage Tanks (CST) when the suppression pool is
inoperable, is checked once each shift to ensure that sufficient water is
available for core cooling.

6. Revise Specification 3.7.A.1, “Suppression Chamber,” on page 165:
Delete the cross-reference to Specification 3.5.F.2 and add the phrase

‘whenever the reactor is critical or whenever the reactor coolant temperature
is greater than 212°F and irradiated fuel is in the reactor vessel.”
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7. Delete the following paragraph from Bases Section 3.7, *Primary Containment”, on
page 1848:

Should it be necessary to drain the suppression chamber, this should only
be done when there is no requirement for Emergency Core Cooling Systems
operabllity as explained in basis 3.5.F.

8. Revise Table of Contents, on page Ii:
The tities of Sections 3.5.F and 4.5.F are changed to “ECCS-Cold Condition."

. PURPOSE OF THE PROPOSED CHANGE

The purpose of these Technical Specification changes is to delete a duplicate
specification on ECCS operability, and to introduce new LCOs and surveillance
requirements for ECCS availability when the reactor is in the cold condition.

A.  Eliminate Redundant Limiting Condition for Operation

This proposed change deletes Specification 3.5.F.1 which is redundarit to Specification
35.Aand 3.5.B. Amendment 83, which incorporated the definition of “operable,”
introduced the redundant requirements for ECCS operability. The term “operable” when
used in conjunction with Specifications 3.5.A and 3.5.B ensures that inoperable
components do not defeat the capability of the ECCS and Containment Cooling Systems
to fulfill their functions; thus, duplicating the ECCS operability requirements of
Specification 3.5.F.1.

B. New Specification for ECCS Avalilability in Cold Condition

The issue of technical specification requirements for ECCS systems during outages was
raised by the NRC during the January, 1988 maintenance outage inspection at the
Fitzpatrick plant (See Inspection Report No. 88-01, Reference 3). The inspector noted:

1. that the Fitzpatrick plant's technical specifications are silent regarding ECCS
operability for work which has the potential for draining the vessel;

2. that based cn the availability of one core spray system and other non-ECCS
systems to inject into the vessel, no technical safety concerns exist;

3. that, administratively, the 1equirements for ECCS systems during this condition
should be defined more clearly.

The Authority agrees with this observation and proposed that these requirements be
defined in the Technical Specifications. This proposed amendment revises Specifications
3.5.F and 4.5.F 1o require two low pressure ECCS systems to be operable whenever
irradiated fuel is in the reactor, the reactor is in the cold condition, and work is being
performed which has the potential to drain the reactor vessel.
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The proposed Limiting Condition for Operation and Survelllance Requirements reflect
current plant practices and are similar to the requirements established in the Standard
Technical Specifications (Reference 1).

Analysis of ECCS Techrical Specification Requirements

The proposed Bases Saction establishes that the core spray (CS) system and the low
pressure coolant injection mode of the RHR system (LPCI) are the primary sources of
emergency core cooling in the event of an inadvertent draindown of the reactor vesse!
during cold shutdown conditions.

The consequences of an inadvertent draindown of the reactor vesse. are bounded by the
loss-of-coolant accident (LOCA). The long-term cooling anaiysis (References 4 and 10)
following a design basis LOCA demonstrates that only one low pressure ECCS subsystem
is required, post-LOCA, to maintain the peak cladding temperature below the allowable
limit. This analysis evaluated the entire spectrum of LOCA pipe break sizes. The limiting
break size is the double-ended guillotine break of the recirculation suction line (4.17 #2)
which is, by definition, a larger opening than any opening associated with an inadvertent
draindown of the reactor vessel.

The proposed technical specifications require two low pressure ECCS subsystems to be
operable whenever irradiated fuel is in the reactor, the reactor s in the cold condition, and
the potential exists for draining the reactor vessel. Two systems are required operable to
satisty single-failure criterion. Only a single RHR pump is required per LPCI subsystem
because of its larger flowrate compared with a core spray system's flowrate.

One low pressure ECCS subsystem provides sufficient vessel flooding capability to
recover from an inadvertent vessel draindown. However, the overall system reliability is
reduced because a single-failure in the system concurrent with a vessel draindown could
result in the ECCS not being able to perform its function. Therefore, operation with the
potential for draining the reactor vessel and thus uncovering the irradiated fuel are not
allowed.

ECCS subsystems are not required durini refueling conditions or during other operations
when the reactor vessel head is removed, the head cavity is flooded, the spent fuel pool
gates are removed, and approximately 23 feet of water is maintained over the top of the
reactor pressure vessel flange. The large inventory of water allows timely operator action
to terminate an inadvertent draindown event prior to fuel uncovery. Therefore, core
alterations and operations with the potential for draining the reactor vessel are permitted.

In the event that no low pressure ECCS subsystems are operable and the water level
requirements of Specification 3.10.C are not met, core alterations and operations with the
potential for draining the reactor vessel will be suspended immediately. Timely restoration
of emergency core cooling is required or Secondary Containment integrity is established
to control potential releases of radioactivity.

Normally the low pressure ECCS subsystems required by Specification 3.5.F.1 are
demonstrated operable by the surveillance tests in Specifications 4.5.A.1 and 4.5.A.3. The
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proposed technical specifications consolidate the survelllance tests which are applicable
in the cold condition into one subsection.

In the cold condition, the pressure suppression function of the torus is not required.
However, the suppression pool is required to be operable as part of the low pressure
ECCS systems. The water level in the suppression pool is checked once each shift to
ensure sufficient inventory is available for core cooling. A minimum water level is specified
based on NPSH, instrument inaccuracies, and the recirculation volume (i.e., the volume of
water required to flood the bottom of the drywell shell up to the height of the vent pipe);
plus a safety margin of 25,000 gallons for conservatism. In addition, the proposed
technice' specifications clarify that the suppression chamber volume and temperature
requirements (Specification 3.7.A.1) are not necessary in the cold condition.

Repair work might require making the suppression chamber inoperable (e.g., draining for
surface inspections). Specification 4.5.F.5 will permit these repairs to be made and at the
same time ensure that the irradiated fuel in the reactor vessel has an adequate cooling
water supply.

IMPACT OF THE PROPOSED CHANGE

M,

Eliminate Redundant Limiting Condition for Operation

The proposed change to delete Specification 3.5.F.1 is purely administrative in nature. It
eliminates a redundant requirement for core and containment cooling operability. The
proposed change does not involve modification of any existing equipment, systems, or
cocmponents; nor does it relax any administrative controls or limitations imposed on
existing plant equipment.

New Specifications for ECCS Availability in Cold Condition

‘"he changes which add new ECCS LCOs and surveillence requirements constitute an
additional limitation on plant operations that are not presently included in the technical
specifications. The new requirements are administrative in nature because they are
consistent with current plant policy and practice.

Operation of the plant in accordance with the proposed amendment is not a safety concern. The
conclusions of the plant's accident analyses as documented in the FSAR or the NRC Staff's SER
are not altered by these changes to the Technical Specifications.

EVALUATION OF SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION

Operation of the James A. FitzPatrick Nuclear Power Plant in accordance with the proposed
amendment would not involve a significant hazards consideration as defined in 10 CFR 50.92,
since it would not:

involve a significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident previously
evaluated. The proposed change to Specification 3.5.F.1 deletes a duplicate requirement
for ECCS and Containment Cooling operability. The proposed change is purely
administrative in nature and does not involve modification of any existing equipment,
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systems, or components; nor does it relax any administrative controls or limitations
imposed on existing plant equipment. The change does not impact previously evaluated
accidents; nor does 1t affect safe plant operations.

The proposed changes which introduce new specifications for ECCS avallability in the cold
condition constitute an additional limitation beyond what is presently in the technical
specifications. The new specifications require two low pressure ECCS subsystems to be
operable whenever irradiated fuel is in the reactor, the reactor is in the cold condition, and
the potential exists for draining the reactor vessel; thus ensuring adequate coolant inventory
makeup in case of an inadvertont draindown of the reactor vesgel. The consequences of an
inadvertent draindown of the reactor vessel are bounded by the loss-of-coolant accident
(LOCA) analysis. The proposed changes do not alter the conclusions of the plant's accident
analyses as documented in the FSAR or the NRC's SER.

2. create the possibility of a new or different kind of accident from those previously evaluated.
The proposed changes are administrative in nature. They more clearly define the
requirements for ECCS operability and ECCS availability. The changes do not involve
modification to any of the plant's systems, equipment, or components; nor do they
introduce any new failure modes. The proposed changes are consistent with current plant
operating practices and do not allow plant operation in an unanalyzed configuration.

3. Involve a significant reduction in the margin of safety. The proposed change to
Specification 3.5.F.1 deletes a duplicate requirement for ECCS and Containment Cooling
operability. The existing limiting conditions for operability (Sections 3.5.A and 3.5.B) and
associated surveillance requirements (Sections 4.5.A and 4.5.B) are unchanged by this
proposed amendment. The availability and operability requirements imposed on these
systems are, thus, unchanged.

The proposed changes which introduce new specifications for ECCS availability in the cold
condition provide a slight increase in the margin of safety. These new specifications, which
reflect current plant practices, formally prohibit operations with the potential for draining the
reactor vessel when coolant inventory makeup is not available. The changes do not involve
any plant modifications, nor do they affect the FSAR information regarding the emergency
core cooling systems.

In the April 6, 1983 Federal Register (48FR14870), NRC published examples of license
amendments that are not likely to involve a significant hazards consideration. Example () and
(1) from this Federal Register are applicable to the proposed changes:

“A purely administrative change to technical specifications: for example, a change to
achieve consistency throughout the technical specifications, corraction of an error,
or a change in nomenclature.”

and
“A change that constitutes an additional limitation, restriction, or control not

presently included in the technical specifications: for example, a more stringent
surveillance requirement.”
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The proposed changes can be classified as not likely 10 involve significart hazards
considerations, since the changes are purely administrative in nature and constitute an
additional limitation on plant operations. The proposed amendment does not involve hardware
changes nor any other changes 10 the plant's safety related structures, systems, or components

V.  IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROPOSED CHANGE

Implementation of the proposed change will not impact the ALARA or Fire Protection Programs
at the FitzPatrick plant, nor will the change impact the environment.

VI.  CONCLUSION

The changes, as proposed, do not constitute an unreviewed safety question as defined in 10
CFR 50.59. That is, they:

a.  will not increase the probability of occurrence or the consequences of an accident or
malfunction of equipment important to safety previously evaluated in the safety analysis
report,

b. will not increase the possibility for an accident or malfunction of a type different from any’
evaluated previously in the safety analysis report;

¢.  will not reduce the margin of safety as defined in the basis for any technical specification;
and

d. involves no significant hazards consideration, as defined in 10 CFR 50.92.
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