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[ntraduction

In a2 submittal of May 14, 1980 Ouquesne Light Company (the licensse)
oropesed multiple changes to the Technical Soecifications in Appendix A
of License No. DPR-66. Five of these requests have Deen sufficiently
simpie %0 review that we are incorporating them into a single amendment.
Our evaluations of these proposed changes are as follcws.

Installation of New Hydrauylic Snubbers

Technical Specificaticn 3.7.8.12 Tists all hydraulic cnubbers :that are
required to De operalle to ensure that the structural integrity of the
reactor coolant system and all other safety relatad systems is maintained
during and following a sefsmic or cther event initiating dynamic loads.
The Ticensee has proposed %0 install seven additional snubters which will
be included in this Tist. These snubbers are identified as follows:

(7 and 2) RC-HSS-130 and 131 - installed an =he Reactor
Coclant Pump in an fnaccessifile, high radiation zone.

(3] SI-HSS-337 - installed on the Safety Injection System
far the reactor ir an accessible, non-high radfation zone.

(4, 5, 6, 7] SI-HSS-002, 3, 3 and 10 - installed an the
Safety Injection Systam in an accessible, nmon-high radiaticn
Zone



Snubber 3[-dS5-337 was installed as the result of the seismic ana’ysis
made in resoonse %0 the Commission's Show Zause Jrder and, subseaquently,
[ 3ulletin 73-37. The other snubbers were installed during srevicusly
reviewed activities that were performed under provisions 2¢ 10 7R 30.33.
e inclusion of these snubbers in Table 3.7.4 of Appendix 3 3¢ Licsnse
2PR-A6 (T.5. 3.7.3.12) w#il1 require that they Se considered in the
surveillance requirements. Consequently, this action increases the lavel
2f plant safety and is acceptable.

Revisad Surveillance Recuirements for Auxiliarvy Fesedwatar Svustam

The surveillance requirements in Tachnical Specification 1.7.1.2/a) have
Jeen zeveloped %0 ensure that 2ach auxiliary fseawatar (154 sump i3
aperabl2 ind 2ach valve in the auxiliary feedwater flow pash i3 in its
correct sosition. As the result 2f our review of Tassons Ta2arned “rom
the ™M[-2 accidant, the staff determined that a'l licansees should con-
firm flow 2ath avoilability of an AP system low train that has been out
of servica.

In ful #i11ment of the staff's recommendation 35-8, the licensee has nroposad
four additional surveillance Technical Specifications for the AFW systam:

(a) Vverification of s%atus and position of sach valve will se
performed 5y a second and independent aperator.

(b) Maintanance of constant communications with the control
room while any discharge valve is closed during tasting.

(¢) Verification of operability of sach River Water Auxiliary
Supply Yalve.

(4) Verification of flow 2ath from the Primary Plant Jemineralizar
Water Storage Tank (WT-TK-'Q) %a the Steam Generitors.

These ac-ians satis®y “he intent of the s%a¢f's recommendatian and ire
acceptadia.

The licensee has assured the s%3ff that the three iver dater valves czan be
axercisad, one at a time, without allowing river water to enter the
suction Tines of the AFW pumps.

Auxiliary Feedwater Rata [ndication of Remotes Shutdown Panel

The licensee has aorooosed a change in the frequency of demonsirating the
operability of the flow indicators in tne auxiliary “eedwater (i1FY, “Tow
train. Feedwater from the AF4 sumps is cumped %o each staam generator

through normally open zantrol valves when this amergency source 0F water



is required. Flow is monitored in each Tine by “low indicators. The
valves that control ARW flow can be manually adjusted #rom 2oth the zontrs!
rmom and the shutdown contral panel. Currently, the Tachnical Scecifiza-
tions for monitoring the AFW train require demonstiration of the “low
indicators operability on 2 monthly frequency. Such a check is not
meaningful unless the APW system is operating and “eeding the s%team
ganerators.

The licensee pronoses that the AFW “low rate Se checked when the AFW
system is being used during plant startup. This schedule assures that

the indicatgr «ill be checked at Teast once ger fuel cycle as well as -
aftar 2ach dcheduled or unscheduled shutdown that result in an extanced ¥
gutage.

Al though 2ach AFH cump must e demecnstratad %0 Ye gperable ance ner I
days, such a check does not require actuation of flow 0 the steam jenerator
since both motor and steam cperated pumps are equipped «ith recirculation
paths upsiream from the flow indicator.

de find the licensee's proposal %o check the AFW flow indicator 3€%er 2ach
extended outage to be acceptable Secause it is only when the plant has

been in Mode 3 (Cold Shutdown) that the AFW pumps are used.

Containment Liner Weld Channels and Plugs Intaqrity

The 1icansee has proposed two additional criteria %o bHe met for assuring
an acceptaple structural integrity of the containmment. I[n addition o
visually inspecting and verifying that containment surfaces appear normal,
a similar inspection of liner test channels and the dome area shall be
mace. These requirements expand the scope 2f "Type A Tes*ts" as defined

in Appendix J %o 10 CFR Part 30 and Tecnnical Specification 4.5.1.2.

The licaensee's pronosal implies that an acceptabla surveillance of
containment tast channels is aquivalent %9 an icceptable visual inspection
3f the containment Tiner welds that are obscured 5y %the %est channe's.

where these channels are found %0 have flaws that would impair the intagrity
af the containment, tre channels are %3 e removed.

Similar reasoning under!ies the inclusion of tast channels in a visual
inspection of the dome. [nasmuch as visual inspecticn af the channe's
complements the use of the channels to verify the intagrity of the liner
Joints, such a procedure is acceptable.

Redefining the Tarm "Operabla”

In response %o the Staff's request dated April 10, 1330, the licensae,
Oy lTetter of May 14, 1380, proposed changes <o Appendix A, Safety
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scanizal Szecifizatien 3/4.0. These cnanges reflact the S:aff's
~ reant ceinition af the term “scerazie” as i< applies o the single
Fa¢lure 2rizaricn for safety systems in powe” reactors.

*he NRC's $tandard Technical Scecificaticn (37S) were formulated T
sreserve she single failure critaricn for sysiams that are relied ugen
i =ne sa‘sty analysis regort. 3y and large, the single failyre
emi-arisn i3 oreserved by specifying Limizing Condisions for Cperaticn
[L00s) that require a1l redundant camponents oF safsty relatad systams
ta se CPSRABLZI. when tne ~equired ~eduncancy is not maintained,

ei%ner u2 tC 2quicment s31%ure o° maintanance outage, action is
~equired, within a ssecifieq time, to change -ne coeriting mode of

she slant 3o 2lace it in a safe congition. The soecifiad time to take
action, usually called the squicment sys-af-sarvice *ime, 1s a temporary
relaxasisn of tne single fatlure erizarisn, which consistent with overall
systam reliability consicerations, sravides 1 limitec time t¢c fix equip-
mens or stherwise make it CPERABLE. If squioment can de r~eturned tO
OPSRABLE status within the specified =ime, olant shutdown is not reguired.

.
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LCOs are specified for each safety related syvs:sem in the pglant, anc

witn fow excesticns, the ACTION statements acoress single cutaces
of coroconerts, sriins or subsystems. For an sarzicular sysiem, the

L0 dees not adcress multiple cutages of redundan: compcnents, aer
doces it address the affacts o cutages of any sugsert syst - sucgh

as elacsrizal power or cociing water - Tnat are relie¢ u2en 0 maintain
=ne JPSRABILITY of the particular systam. This is because of the large
number of combinations of these tyces of cutages tiac are scssidie.

Tagzead, wne STS ampicy general scecifications anc an explicit definiticn
=< =me serm OPSRAZLI T2 ancompass a'l such casas. These pravisigns
mave Seen fcormulated TC assure that nc¢ set of aguioment cutages weuid
se 1llowed %o cersist that weula result in tne facility 2eing in an
yngrotacted condriion.

Ta icq‘ave the necessary slarifizacion, the $:2FF orovized the licensee
«i*h mede] Tecnnical Scecificaticns 3nat have Seen acsectad iand ra-
subm sted withous change. e, Inerefore, find tnese changes <2 |
acasotanla. The 'icensee sna'l imolement appropriite grocecures <SS
agsure tnat the necessary reccrds, such as slant Tegs or similar
sccumencs, are reviawed to cetarmine ccmpiiance with tnese ssecifi-

casions.

Snvironmenta! Consideraton

Je have letermined *hat the amencment Ices not autherize a change ‘n
a#47 jent tyoes or total amounts 7or an ‘acrease n dower Tave'! and
«i11 not ~esult n any sfgnificant anvirommental ‘mpact. Has/’ng made
+his 1etarmination, we have furtner conc!.deq that tne imencment

. ol




«+2lves an action wnich is ingignificant fram %he standoeoint aof
envirommental impact and, . .=-.2=t %0 10 CFR §51.5(a) /1), that an
envirommental impact statement or segative Zeclariticn ang 2nviron-
mental impact aporaisal need not de prepared ‘0 connection with the
issuance of this amencment.

Conclusion

#e have concluded, dased on the considerations discussed apova, thas:
[1) because the imendment Zoes 70t favolve 3 signifizant increase

in the crobability or consequences of iccidents previously considered
and ices not invelve a significant decrease in a1 sa“ety nargin, the
amencment does not invelse a significant hazards consiceration, (2)
there is reasonable assurance that the health iand safety of the ouptlic
will not be endangered Dy ocperaticn in the proposed manner, and (1)
such activities will be conducted in compliance #ith “he Commissicon's
requlations and the issuance of this amendment wi!l nct se ‘nimic¢al
to the caommen defense and security or to the heal!th and safety of
the public.

Date: gyember 27, 1770




