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[ntroducsion

Salem Unis Ne. 1 2lans 52 terminate i%s seccnd ‘uel crcle fa Septamper 13EC.
Salem Unis Ng. 2 received 2 license =3 sperata up %o 3% oFf ritad 2cwer ‘n
April 1880 and the licensee, the Juclic Servica Zlectric ana 3as Comeany,
nas apoliad far 2 full-power license. As the result of the Staf€'s review
af the Salem 2 Operating License and the dJevelcpment aof Taechnical Specifica-
sicns “2r Unit No. 2 we decame aware of many ireas where tne ‘ecnnwfa'
Sgecifications far Unit No. 1 differ from tnose for Unit Ne. 2. A maj

effors %5 rectify these differences is deing postponed Jﬁt‘l Jnit Ne. 2
seccmes cperational at full ocwer. This amencment, nowever, i3 deing Jsed
$3 upcdate the Technical Specificaticns and o revise the Safety Zvaluation

f3r she Salem Fire Protection 2ragram whers tne axisting taxis for the Iwe
Jdnits ire noct consistent.
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Le Agminis=rative Changes

(A] Appendix 8 - Technical Specification 3.1.1.4

3y means :f Amlncmlrt Ne. 23, issued 3n Decamger 13, 1979, che Staff
nace axtans've zhanges 3 tne ~cn-r:a'a|ogtba. Savi r*nm‘rta‘ Tacani.
cal Saecifﬁca:fons for Salem Ne. 7. 12 making these ravist cns ne
reqyirements 9nr sampling station < cT'wg water “ar "‘ree cn'orine
resi@ual" ing ‘IC-seccsng cn! orine demanc” were ramgved f=zm T.S.
3.1.7.4 3ut were inagvertantiy retained in Tabie 2.7-1. Th 5 aver-
$igNt is heredy corrected 3y issuance of 3 revised Page 3.7-22 g
Agpendix 3.

(3) Appendix A - Tachnical Speci®ication 3.2.1

v Amencment No. 20, dataed Qcicoer :C, 1979, we aporived the returm
23 sower of Sa'em Unit Neo. 2 for Fue! Jycie 2. «hile giving tnis

“Ul2240 /f




anpraval we 2laced limitaticns sn the Axial Flux Jifference (AR,
auring tne First U2 affactive full sower 2ays IFPC) at 27CC D MTL
Jgeritian in Cycle 2. As gefineg in T.3. 3.2.1, the AFD was g remain
1ass =nan 7.3% of rited tnermal sower wiin the allcwed AFT ‘ncreasing
oy 1.0% for 2ach 1.0% reducticn in therma’' cower.

Salem Jnis Ne. | completad 72 720 in Cycle 2 on Maren 13, 138C,
sherefare, %nis liaization is nc Tonger reguirec and Nas deen ze’atac
frem T.3. 3.2.1.
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‘C) Apgendix A - Tachnical Speci®ication 5.2.

"
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is =he resuls 3F ne licansing ~eview for Salem Unit Ne. 2, ne 1*zsnsee
~ammi =24 %2 in 3nsite Fire 3rizade of at Teast five memcers it all
-imes. This sormmmitment nas Seen dccumentac ‘1 T. S. §.2.2(f) Tor

Jnit Ne. 2 (Licanse OPR-7S). we are taking tnfs spoertunily 3 revisa
T. S. 5.2.2(#) for Unit 1 %o a'so reflect tnis change from 2 Jrevicus
cormi nent of thrse mmbers.

I

(0} Fire Protection Safety Zvaluation Regcrt

8y means of Amendment No. 21, 2ated Ygvemper 20, 1979, we acced conditions
ta Licanse Ne. 0PR-7Q for Sa'zai unmit 1. These sconditicns relatac Io the
complation of facility medificatisns for fire 2rotacticn. The dasis fo
snis amendment was the Staff's Safety Ivaiuaticn epert (Fire drctaction
Reviaw), Dy means of wnich we 2gproved the fire srotecticn frogram

-

at onit 1.

As the resuls of sontinued review 3y =he $:a¥f and PS23G curing tne
licensing of Unit No. 2, two sections of tne Salem 2 3ER (Apcengix

S af Suoplement No. 4, April 128Q0) giffer in taxt from the same sections
3t *he Sajem | SZ3. we deliave ths. tne ravisad sacticns mere icsuritely
descride systams =nat have deen ippreved is pravidiag acseptabia ore-
zaczion 23ainst fire. Consequently, we tak2 :n's Jppertunity I3 revise
Seczisn V.3 and [¥.2(2) in the Salem ! 3ER:

(1) Page 20, Secticn [V.3

Jenlace =he “sursh and fi7:h sentancas cf the first Daragricn

wish the #3l7cwing sentance: “In Tieu of the two Jpticms Jreopcsed
oy the staff (i.e., 2 one-ncur ratac fire darrier or a ne-na’’
our Sar=ier and sorinklar systam), we tave icsesctad an wyuTva-
Tant cystem shat consists of a water scrinklar system #7130 recun-
dant va'ves speratad Sy separata actuators wnich, ‘n turm, are
actuated Sy ~scuncant fire cetactors.’



2age 27, Sectien ¥.3(2)
tn *he Licansee's Sommiiment Yo. 2, tie first line shey'd te
snanged %5 read ‘orovile 2 sne-na’lf nour fire ratad darmier...’
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'3} Fage 29, Actieon ]
A5 *ne =esyls 3f i%3 axseriance snce ‘melamentation gf fts ire
aratacsisn cragram, the Ticensae contactad the Staff (by Tetter on
Sepremper 25, 138C) o request 1 MinCr nod: Ficatisn in this Ac¢tien
team. The sriginal dction [tem callec “or sTaring Two self-
cantained 2i= sreathing units i1 the nechanical cenetration 2t

she 22actar Santiicment antrince. 3ecause of the nct and wmid
anv ronment, 5o Sreatniag units were unde~3CiAg sericus detacrtas
-ism. Consaguently, sne l'censee ~equestad that the Sreathing
uniss Se s=ared 3t the radialegizal gomtrs! soint poraximataly
‘00 faset ‘ram =he Contaiiment Iatrance snca Nis ared is air
condisioned. we find tn's change in lacation %2 de accectasdle
sinca any serscn whe 27ans I3 anter 2antaimment must fass thraugn
enig cantral scint. Alsa, tne distanca “rom gantral 20int 22

she Camtainment antrince is net significamtly increased from

sne farmer starage Tscatisn. This Action Iten fs revisad tC

~ead, "Tan (2) dedicatad air treathing units (Seots) will be
ctored 1% the Jadiglegizal Control 22oiat for entrv 17t0 the
Jeactor Zontainment Araas.’

's) adefining she Tarm "Coerable’

*a reszcnse %0 the Staff's request datec iori! 10, 1980, the licensee,
sy lettar of Vay 16, 1980, aracesed zhanges o Acoendix A, Safaty
vachn:cal Specification 3/4.3. These changes raflact he Staff's
cureent fefinizisn of she t2rm ‘cperable’ as 't acciias 2 the single
f3+7,re sritaricon far safety systams ‘n Jower ~eacTors.

*he YRC's Stancard Tachnical Scecifications (ITS) were farmylated %2
aresarve <he single f1ilyre crileron far systems that are ~eifad yoon
in *he sa‘aty analysis meger=. 3y ind Targze, tne single “1ilure
sei=arion i3 Jresarved Sy specifyiag Limitiag londiltens far Jcer2tion
L50s) =hat ~equire 2]l redundant Iomponents af safety relateq systams
=3 5e JPERABLI. hen the required ~edundancy ‘s not naintained,
aither due S0 aquisment “ailure or ma‘ntanance Jutage, iction is



.1.

emg 37ant 23 2'ace ‘% in 3 safe condition. The specified Time ¢ take

ac=ion, usua'ly called the acuicment Jut-of-service time, S 3 temcrary
relaxation 3f tne single failure critericn, wnilh consistant w'in svery'!
system relianility cansiderazicns, drovices 3 limited time I3 fix aquine
nent ar therwise make it OPIRABLI. € 2quicment can de returmec T3

IPCRABLS s2atus withia the specified time, 2lant shutlown s Act reguired.

~ecuired, wiinia 4 scecifiec time, ¢ change the cperating moce cf

_20s ire ssecified far each safety relatad system ‘n the slant, anc

W sh faw axcaotisns, the ACTION statements adaress single cutages

of sogponents, SriCAS or subsystams.  For any sarticular system, tne
L20 s0es 7ot adcress miltiple sutiges of reduncant ompcenents, acr
joes ‘% iddress the 2¥ects of utages of any sugcert systams - such

1s alactrica’ sower 2r coeling water - that ire relfad ygom I3 maTitata
=ne JPSABILITY of the partisu’ar systame This s Decause of the 'arse
aumger af campbinations of tnes2 tyces of cutages that are 208373 &
Ias=2ad, =he 375 smoloy general specifications and an explicit ceftatiiom
of *he =arm JPSRABLZ %2 ancompass 2!l such cases. These provisicns
nave seen firmulited %3 issure shat -0 sat of aguicment cutages wcu'l
se 1llowed %3 sersist that would result in the facilily Deing n an
ynprotected ssndition.

Ts achieve tne necessary clarificaticn, the Staff proviced the licensae
«‘th moce! Tacanical Specifications that nave leen icceptaed ang rte-
submizsed without shange. +e, therefo-e, find these changes 12 e
aczeptable. The licensee snal! implement apcropriate procacures T2
assure that the necessary recsrds, sucn as plant legs or similar
socuments, are reviawed %0 detarmine cmpliiance «itn these specifia
caticns.
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tI. Safery tvaluatica

Surveitance lequi~ements fir Imergency Zore lcoling Svstams

Intraduction

3y letzar of June 30, 1377, the Staf® requestad the licensee :c :rapcse
~acnnizal Specification changes 2 incarzoriate syrvetllanca requtrements
fap 4PSI/L2SI shrotsle valves. The puradase of these surveillance -~equire-
nents is %o assure =hat sroper flow resistances in APSI/LASI systams

ire maintained :Aroughout 2lant life. The Ticansee responced ly suc-
ms=al dated June 29, 197%. This suomittal contained prapesed
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changes =¢ the Tachnizal Spectfilaticms tnat were not in cocmplete <2n-

fapmance # % the $taff's requirements. Tharcuch sutsacuent Jiscussiing
serween -he $taff and licansee 2ccaptasie Tacnnical Specificzaticns were
sevelapad ind were includec ‘0 Acgendix A of License JPR.TS for Sa'en

Jnis Ne. 2. Lnasmuch as the LS systems fo Salem Uniss 1 anc¢ 2 are
jaentizal, the !izensee sropcesad That tne surve''lince r~equiraments

#ap HPSI/LAST “low 3alancing ‘n the Salem 2 Technizal Specificaticns
1,5.2(3) and (7)) be sups=ityted for incse dropesec in She June 29,
1372 lat+er. The 5taff agrees tnat Aot only 15 tne substisysion val:a
an¢ accentaple, sut 3lsc requirement $4.5.2/%) in che Unit 2 Techni-

ca’ Specificazions shculd se ‘ncluced as an 1gentiza’ regui-ement ‘s

Unit 1 3@ %nat tne survetllance ~equirements far soth units will e

“ne same. he ‘cansee nas igreed.

The 44sh and .ow Pressure Safety Injecticn systam (HPSI anag LPSI) ces'gns
of many Pressuriled satar eacicrs ‘?WRs) utilize 3 common Tow Jressure
ang i commen nYgh pressure teacer o feec tne several 2014 (ana 7 sime
~ases ot Teg injection zoinats. Maintenanca of procer flow resistance
angd sressyre Irep in the 2i27ng systam O 2ach injectinn pcint s
necessary a3: 1) srevent tatal pume flow from exceeding runcyt <3ne
dizions wnhen the systam fs in ‘i3 maimum reststanc? eanfiguration; .2)
aravide 3 aroper “Tow split Setween ‘njection 201Nts in accordance w#°in
“ne assumotions used in the CCS-LCCA analyses, and (3) provice an
accectanle level of satal ICCS “low te all fnjectisn potmts equal g or
iocve that assumed in the I2CS-LICA analyses. Cn many slants, =here ars
notar-coerited valve(s) in tne 1ines T3 2ach injection 30int <hat have
s=305 wnich are 3at auring jre-coeraticnal flow tastiag of the slanms

=3 insure %hat tnese ‘low recuirements ire satisfied. Sn gther plants,
alacerical or mecnanical stsos on the Safaty [njection System's fsclatis
va've s) are ysec for this Juricse. Salem | utilizes nand-sat sarcttle
valves =3 satis®y these SCI5 flcw requirements.

Wh'le sre-gperational HPSI/L2SI “low testing 's Jtilized %0 assure tnat

=ne valves usad %2 thrst:ile flow have een criper’y set, the NRC S:aff has
cencluded that serioaic surveillanca recuirements ire needed T2 issure

<hat shese set:ings are maintained tArcughcut the 11fe of <he 2lant.
tonsequent !y, we ~equestad 111 PWR licansees I3 2ropesa changes T Y ir
Tacanizal Specifications, as aperopriate, T2 incgrocrata seriodic surveillance
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racy‘rements ‘ar these valves. Samp’e syrveillance recuirements,
develsoed 3y =ne NRC Stafé, eere providec i3 tne [Ucensaes fIr uflance
in ceve’coing cropesec cnanges. The samp’le requiraments inclucde sericdic
rer<fizazion of shrotsle valve pesition stcp setiings and verificaticn

of 3raper 1505 Flow =31tas whenever systam medificaticns are mace tnat
cou'd 11ter flow characteristics.

lased on our review, we nave concluded inat the !icensee’s ropcsec
inemeasad surveillance reguirements wou'd 2ravile syufficiaent acalt
assuraﬂce snaz araper valve settings f:r :.:: #lows ind flow 2issri-

u=i3ns wi!l Se maintainted snrsughcut slant 1if2; ana .nus, the 2rapesad
.nanges ire icssptac’e.

Ay rapmental Considerition

A2 have .cttrv'ﬂcd that the amencment Jces nct uThcril:2 & :nango in afflyent
tyces 3r tatal amoumts nor an incredse in Dower leve’ and wi 1 not resu't

in any significant envircnmental impact. Having mace NIS 3:'&*‘n1a‘fﬁn

ve have “ureher concluded that the amencment ‘ave’/es an icticn wnt is
fasignificant ‘ram the ssandpeint 2f environmental impact and, :ursuart

to 10 CFR §31.3(q)(4), that an anvi~onmental impact statement or negative
declaration anc envfronmlntai impacs apcraisal need nct De sreparec n
connectisn with the issuanca 2f this amendment.

Canclusiaon

4@ nave zoncluced, 2ased 3n the zonsideraticns Ziscussad ipocve, that: [’
seciuse %ne amencment <tes 7ot invelve 2 significant increase ‘n the 2rio-
abilisy or :cnsacuenc:s :f accizents orevicusly consicereq ind lces 7ot
‘inavalve 2 -‘*n“‘eaa crease in 3 safaty nargi1. the amencment Zces nect
favolve 2 ;n"tcant wazar.s zensideration, (2) there i3 reascnalla
issurance ‘Hdt the nealth and safaty of tne suplic will mct Ze ancangerad
sv cperatisn in the sroposed manner, and (3] such activitias w'11 e can-
suctad ‘n 2omplianca with the Commission's requlaticns ing the ssuance

af =nis amencment wil! not e immical 2 the commen Zefanse ang securtT)
ar %2 the nealth and safaty of the 2udbli‘c.

Jaze: Novemper 23, 1380
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