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February 22, 1994
Docket Nos. 50-416, 50-440

50-458, 50-461

LICENSEES: Entergy Operations, Inc.
Cleveland Electric illuminating Company
Illinois Power Company

FACILITIES: Grand Gulf Nuclear Station
River Bend Station
Perry Nuclear Power Plant
Clinton Power Station

SUBJECT: MEETING SUMMARY OF FEBRUARY 8-9, 1994

On February 8 and 9, 1994, representatives for the BWR/6 licensees and EG&G,
Idaho, met with members of the NRC staff at the Grand Gulf Nuclear Station in
Port Giu on, Mississippi, to discuss their planned conversions to the BWR/6
Improved Standard Technical Specifications (NUREG-1434). The list of
attendees and the handouts presented at the meeting are enclosed.

The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the results of the staff's review of
the second and third sequences of technical specification sections that make
up the conversion packages. The second sequence included Section 2.0, " Safety |
Limits," Section 3.1, " Reactivity Control Systems," and Section 3.2, " Power
Distribution Limits." The third sequence included Section 3.8, " Electrical !

Power Systems." The specific staff findings, as presented to the owners, are l
included in the attached. i

|The next meeting, which will be at the River Bend Station in St Francisville,
Louisiana, has been rescheduled for March 22, 1994.

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY I

Douglas V. Pickett, Lead Project Manager
Project Directorate 111-3
Division of Reactor Projects Ill/IV/V

1Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosures:
1. List of Meeting Attendees
2. Handouts

cc: See next page
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Mr. Richard F. Phares Clinton Power Station'

| Illinois Power Company Unit No. I
1

cc:
Mr. J. W. Blattner

Clinton Power Station Project Manager
ATTN: Mr. Richard F. Phares Sargent & Lundy Engineers

Director - Licensing 55 East Monroe Street
4

Post Office Box 678 Chicago, Illinois 60603
; Mail Code-V920

Clinton, Illinois 61727 Illinois Department
of Nuclear Safety

,

Mr. J. S. Perry Office of Nuclear Facility Safety
.

Senior Vice President 1035 Outer Park Drive
Clinton Powe, Station Springfield, Illinois 62704

'

Post Office Box 678
Clinton,. Illinois 61727

Mr. J. A. Miller
Manager Nuclear Station'

Engineering Department
Clinton Power Station
Post Office Box 678
Clinton, Illinois 61727

"

Resident Inspector
~

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,

RR#3, Box 229 A
Clinton, Illinois 61727

Mr. R. T. Hill .

Licensing Services Manager
General Electric Company
175 Curtner Avenue, M/C 481
San Jose, California 95125

) Regional Administrator, Region III
'

801 Warrenville Road
Lisle, Illinois 60532-4351

Chairman of DeWitt County
c/o County Clerk's Office
DeWitt County Courthouse
Clinton, Illinois 61727.

Mr. Robert Neumann -

Office of Public Counsel
State of Illinois Center
100 W. Randolph, Suite 11-300
Chicago, Illinois 60601

- . _ _ . . _ __ _ _ , _ _ _. - , _ _ _ _ _
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|
Mr. John R. McGaha |

!
'

cc w/ enclosure:
Winston & Strawn Mr. Harold W. Keiser.

i ATTN: Mark J. Wetterhahn, Esq. Executive Vice President and
1400 L Street, N.W. Chief Operating Officer'

Washington, D.C. 20005-3502 Entergy Operations, Inc.<

P. O. Box 31995.

Mr. Otto Bulch Jackson, Mississippi 39286
Director - Nuclear Licensing ,

Entergy Operations, Inc. Mr. Michael B. Sellman j

River Bend Station Plant Manager,

: St. Francisville, Louisiana 70775 Entergy Operations, Inc.
i River Bend Station

Mr. Philip G. Harris Post Office Box 220
i Cajun Electric Power Coop, Inc. St. Francisville, Louisiana 70775

10719 Airline Highway
P. O. Box 15540 Mr. James J. Fisicaro
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70895 Manager - Safety Assessment and Quality |

Verification
| Senior Resident Inspector Entergy Operations, Inc.

P. O. Box 1051 River Bend Station
St. Francisville, Louisiana 70775 Post Office Box 220

St. Francisville, Louisiana 70775

President of West Feliciana>

Police Jury Entergy Operations, Inc.
P. O. Box 1921 River Bend Station
St. Francisville, Louisiana 70775 ATTN: Mr. John R. McGaha, Jr.

Vice President Operations'

Regional Administrator, facion IV Post Office Box 220
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Cor4cission St. Francisville, Louisiana 70775
611 dyan Plaza Drive, Suite 1000
Arlington, Texas 76011

'

Mr. J. David McNeill, III
William G. Davis, Esq.

,

Department of Justice
Attorney General's Office
P. O. Box 94095
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-9095

Ms. H. Anne Plettinger
3456 Villa Rose Drive
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70806

.

Administrator
Louisiana Radiation Protection Division
P. O. Box 82135
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70884-2135 ;

)
i

i l

l
I
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|
Perry Nuclear Power Plant
Centerior Service Company Unit Nos. I and 2

cc:
Jerry R. Williams, Chief of Staff

Mr. Robert A. Stratman Ohio Emergency Management Agency
Vice President Nuclear - Perry 2825 West Granville Road
Centerior Service Company Worthington, Ohio 43085
P. O. Box 97, S270
Perry, Ohio 44081 Mr. James W. Harris, Director

Division of Power Generation
Jay E. Silber, Esq. Ohio Department of Industrial
Shaw, Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge Relations i

2300 N Street, N. W. P. O. Box 825
'

Washington, D. C. 20037 Columbus, Ohio 43216 )
|

Mary E. O'Reilly The Honorable Lawrence Logan
'

Centerior Energy Corporation Mayor, Village of Perry
300 Madison Avenue 4203 Harper Street
Toledo, Ohio 43652 Perry, Ohio 44081

Resident Inspector's Office The Honorable Robert V. Orosz
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Mayor, Village of North Perry
Parmly at Center Road North Perry Village Hall
Perry, Ohio 44081 4778 Lockwood Road

North Perry Village, Ohio 44081
Regional Administrator, Region III
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Attorney General
801 Warrenville Road Department of Attorney General
Lisle, Illinois 60532-4531 30 East Broad Street!

! Columbus, Ohio 43216
| Lake County Prosecutor

| Lake County Administration Bldg. Radiological Health Program
. 105 Main Street Ohio Department of Health

Painesville, Ohio 44077 Post Office Box 118
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0118

Ms. Sue Hiatt
OCRE Interim Representative Ohio Environmental Protection
8275 Munson Agency
Memtor, Ohio 44060 DERR--Compliance Unit

ATTN: Zack A. Clayton
Terry J. Lodge, Esq. P. O. Box 1049

| 618 N. Michigan Street, Suite 105 Columbus, Ohio 43266-0149
Toledo, Ohio 43624

Mr. Thomas Haas. Chairman
Ashtabula County Presecutor Perry Township l'oard of Trustees
25 West Jefferson Street 3750 Center Rd., Box 65 i

: Jefferson, Ohio 44047 Perry, Ohio 4408..

|
'

'

Mr. Kevin P. Donovan State of Ohio
Cleveland Electric Illuminating Public Utilities Commission
Company East Broad Street
Perry Nuclear Power Plant Columbus, Ohia 43266-0573
P. O. Box 97, E-210
Perry, Ohio 44081 David P. Igyarto, General Manager

Cleveland Electric Illuminating
Company

Perry Nuclear Power Plant
P. O. Box 97, SB306
Perry, Ohio 44081

1
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Mr. C. Randy Hutchinson
Entergy Operations, Inc. Grand Gulf Nuclear Station'

cc:

Mr. H. W. Keiser, Exec. Vice President Mr. D. L. Pace
and Chief Operating Officer GGNS General Manager

Entergy Operations, Inc. Entergy Operations, Inc.
P. O. Box 31995 P. O. Box 756
Jackson, Mississippi 39286-1995 Port Gibson, Mississippi 39150

Robert B. McGehee, Esquire The Honorable William J. Guste, Jr.
Wise, Carter, Child & Caraway Attorney General
P. O. Box 651 Department of Justice
Jackson, Mississippi 39205 St:te of Louisiana

P. O. Box 94005
Nicholas S. Reynolds, Esquire Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-9005
Winston & Strawn
1400 L Street, N.W. - 12th Floor Dr. F. E. Thompson, Jr.
Washington, D.C. 20005-3502 State Health Officer

State Board of Health
Mr. Sam Mabry, Director P. O. Box 1700
Division of Solid Waste Management Jackson, Mississippi 39205
Mississippi Department of Natural

Resources Office of the Governor
P. O. Box 10385 State of Mississippi
Jackson, Mississippi 39209 Jackson, Mississippi 39201

President, Mike Moore, Attorney General
Claiborne County Board of Supervisors Frank Spencer, Asst. Attorney General
Port Gibson, Mississippi 39150 State of Mississippi

Post Office Box 22947
Regional Administrator, Region II Jackson, Mississippi 39225
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
101 Marietta St., Suite 2900 Mr. Jerrold G. Dewease
Atlanta, Georgia 30323 Vice President, Operations Support

Entergy Operations, Inc.
Mr. W. W. Watson P.O. Box 31995
Project Manager Jackson, Mississippi 39286-1995
Bechtel Power Corporation
P.O. Box 808, 4600 W. Main Mr. Michael J. Meisner
Russellville, Arkansas 72801 Director, Nuclear Safety

and Regulatory Affairs
Mr. K. G. Hess Entergy Operations, Inc.
Bechtel Power Corporation P.O. Box 756
P. O. Box 2166 - Port Gibson, Mississippi 39150 )
Houston, Texas 77252-2166

]
Mr. Rudolph H. Bernhard
Senior Resident Inspector
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission j
Route 2, Box 399 "

Port Gibson, Mississippi 39150

i
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ENCLOSURE 1
'

FEBRUARY 8 & 9. 1994

MEETING ATTENDEES

NRC LICENSEES

Carl Schulten Dale Sheldon, Illinois Power - Clinton
John Fowler, Entergy Operations - Grand Gulf
Bryon Ford, Entergy Operations - Grand Gulf
Mike Meisner, Entergy Operations - Grand Gulf
John Peters, Entergy Operations - River Bend
Charles Orogvany, Cleveland Electric - Perry

| EG&G. IDAHO

Harold Oakes

|

I

l

|

.

1
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ENCLOSURE 2
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Se< pence No. 2 Revision 1 i

i sections: 2.0, safety Limits (sts); 3.1, Reactivity controt systems; and 3.2, Power Distribution Limits [

] BWRM TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION REVIEW DATA
Page 1 of 25

t

i

NUM CHANGE DESCRIITION T GENERIC JUSTIHCATION/ CONCLUSION C A |
'

'

i Y= ' O P=

; P D L !

C G P R
E E

J
"

1 CTS Section Delete definition for OPERATIONAL A x x- x m' Justification A.19, Indicating a
j 1.1 CONDITION, add the definition for consistency with the NUREG and ['

Definitions MODE, and switch to the new for interchangeability of definition i

j for applications over the whole CTS usage, provides ade<pate basis for
: OPERATIONAL dacumant. this change. This justification is r

| CONDITION not marked cr used for the same
! and MODE applications in the rest of the CTS

,

and many doctment uhere specifIad, as if no
application change is involved. If to do this

'

s att over was a conscious decision, provide a ;

sections statement in Justification A.19 to -

2.0, 3.1, specificatty steport that action. f
and 3.2

i 2 cts 2, 3.1, Relocate CTS recpirement details to R x x x x Many otherwise acceptable "LIx]" type a -

[ cnd 3.2 ITs seses or to other specified justifications are restly relocations |
| ticensee controlled doctments or to of CTS detsits without being truly |

both. tess restrictive for other reasons -

than just relocation. These must be f
,

;
I

; changed to "R" type justifications and
treated as such in the Discussion..

!
.ICTS SL Change pressure and flow operating L x x x Justification M.1 claims more a

2.1.2 regimes from ">" to ">" for Thermal restrictive operating regimes.

; Power, High Pressure and High Flow. However, increasing the regimes is [
! actually less restrictive. Steply a ;
I Technical - Less Restrictive change

,

and a safety basis Justification. j

i
t

I*

!'

[
i

3'

?

i

! CNAINE TYPES: A = Achainistrative, AM = Major Actninistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated, ,

s = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG J

! .

!RFSotUTION CIBFS: a = accepted, r = re jectert, er = andify. ' o = coen item

!
___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - - _ _ - -
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sequence No. 2 Revision 1
sections: 2.0, safety Limits (SLs); 3.1, Reactivity Control systems; aruf 3.2, Power Distribution Limits

BWR/6 TECllNICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION REVIEW DATA
Page 2 of 25

NUM CIIANGE DESCRIFFION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A j

Y O P
'

P 0 b 1C G P R
| E E

4 ITS Bases 8 Add specific recirculation system P x Justification P.1 references " current a

2.1.2 for design pressure information. Technical specification 8ases" as the

Applicable source of the added information.
safety This is not a valid reference, since

Anetyses formal " Technical specification Bases"
and safety are not part of " current" Licensing?
Limits

5 ITs Bases B* Add specific recirculation system C x x x x Justification P.1 provides a plant a

2.1.2 for design pressure information. specific License document reference
Applicable for the change. The change is not,

safety however, plant specific, but is a ,

Analyses generic change to the MUREG. submit a !

j and safety "C" type justification and a traveler
' Limits to steport this change.

_ _

6 ITs Bases B Add information for consistency with C x x x x submit a traveler to stoport the a

2.1.2 for the same section in B 2.1.1. change to the NUREG spelled out in
safety Justification C.14
Limit
violations
2.2.2

7 ITS SL Add CTS required "PORC" review to the P x "PORC" must be spelled out each time, a

2.2.4 and LER requirements for a safety Limit since that is the first use of the

Bases B Violation. acronym in each section.
2.1.1 and
B 2.1.2 for
safety
Limit
Viotations
2.2.4

8 ITS Bases B Change Reference 3 to provide the C x x x x Provide a traveler to support the a ,

2.1.2 correct reference. change to the NUREG specified in
| References Justification C.15.

CNADE TYPES: A = Adninistrative, AM = Major Administrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated,
8 = Brackets / Plant specific, P = Plant specific, C = Change to NUREG

I - - www --s.-ere mins rmre. .----,+a - - r ., + 4
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Sequence No. 2 Revision 1
Sections: 2.0, Safety Limits (SLs); 3.1, Reactivity Control Systems; and 3.2, Power Distribution Limits

BWR/6 TECIINICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION REVIEW DATA
Page 3 of 25

NUM CHANGE DESCRII' TION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATIONICONCLUSION C A
Y O P
P D L

C G P R
E E

9 ITS Bases 8 Add various topical reports to the P x x x x Supply the reference to the NRC Staf f a

2.0, B 3.1, current licensing basis to support licensing document that accepted each i

and 5 3.2 plant specific analyses or parameters referenced topical report document as*

References in the ITS. a valid plant specific reference for
each such reference in the ITS.

1

10 CTS 3.1 Add requirements that are in the M x x x x Each additional requirement that is o
NUREG. not in the cts, but is in the ITS,

sust be shown and provided with an*

"M" type justification. Typicalty,
this type of requirement is now tisted
as another type of justification that
is not used at a given plant.

t

11 ITS Bases B Delete Reference 5 and information P x x Justification P.5 says, " tor the . . . a ,

. 3.1.1 for about SNM safety design basis margin. specific ticensing basis, neither |
! LCO and Reference 5 or other references '

References reviewed confirmed this ' design basis'

bases." Reference 5 is to FSAR
Section 4.3.2.4.1. This Clinton FSAR
section references the same document
Listed as 8 3.1.1 Reference 6

'.

(Subsection A.4.3.2.4.1, therein), and i

this Perry FSAR section has the same'

'information as the Grand Gulf UFSAR.
The above Reference 6 section is the
likely reference in the Clinton USAR

,

and a highty possible one in the Perry'

USAR. Since this reference must meet
NRC acceptance requirements, it
certainly has the same information as
the GCNS UFSAR. Therefore, 8 3.1.1
Reference 6 is also valid for this
case; the information cannot be
removed, only the reference changed. i

|

|

1

CHANE TYPES: A = Actainistrative, AM = Major Administrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated,
|

8 = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

RESOLUTION 01 DES: a = accented, r = reierted, m = sandify. o = open item

- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _. _ _ _ _ __________-___ _ ___ - - _-_ _ _ - -. . . _ _ _ _ . .- _ _ _ _ _ - . - _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ __ - - - _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _|
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Sequence No. 2 Revision 1
Sections: 2.0, Safety Limits (SLs); 3.1, Reactivity control Systems; and 3.2, Power DistritmJtion Limits

BWRM TECIINICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION REVIEW DATA
Page 4 of 25

NUM CHANGE DESCRII" TION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A
Y O P
P D LC G P R
E E

12 CTS LCO Change " establish Icontairunent) A x Justification A.4 must include a

3.1.1 within 8 hours" actions to new ITS references to new ITS Actions D.3 and
Actions b. requirements. E.4 (see ITS 3.1.1 Justification P.4).
and c.

13 ITS LCO Add plant specific information: P x Justification P.2 provides for only a

3.1.1 "and secondary contalrunent bypass." adding "and secondary containment
Actions D.4 bypass," but is used for making many
and E.5 and more changes concerning secondary
Bases B containment applications than just
3.1.1 for this. This is true in only the Bases

there sections. Revise the justification to

Actions include att these acMitional changes.

14 ITS LCO In the Bases, add Inserts 54A and BSA P x New Actions D.5 and E.6 attow the one a

3.1.1 new to provide information for the new required closed door in the igper
Actions D.5 Actions. primary contairunent air lock opened |
and E.6 and " charing entry and exit mder
new Bases administrative control." (Esphasis

B 3.1.1 for acMed) Inserts B4A and BSA do not
these futty reflect this requirement. They

Actions say, "With the appropriate
adelnistrative controls, . . .."
(Esphasis added) This wording is
unlike that of the LCO, since it can
be viewed as, "We have them in place,
but don't need to use them." Change
the wording in the Bases inserts to
agree with that of the LCO.

CHAME TYPES: A = Adninistrative, AH = Major Administrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated.
B = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

NFSottfTION CIBFS: a = *erenterf, r = reierted, m = mndify, o e mm i tem

- _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - _ _ - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ . - -- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ - - _ - _ _ _ _ - - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ .



_ __

.

Sequence No. 2 Revision 1
Sections: 2.0, safety Limits (SLs); 3.1, Reactivity Control Systems; and 3.2, Power Distribution Limits

' BWR/6 TECilNICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION REVIEW DATA
Page 5 of 25

NUM CHANGE DESCRIITION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A
Y O P
P D LC G P R
E E

15 CTS and ITS In the CTS definition, add Insert 2A, L x x x x CTS Justification L.4 describes a o
Sections the same as the third sentence in the " physical removal" of the control rod,
1.1 ITS definition: "In addition, and steports any removat as not a CORE
Definitions control rod movement with other than ALTERATION, with no fuel in that cett.'

for the normat control rod drive is not However, the CTS change and the ITS
CORE ALTERA considered a CORE ALTERATION provided definition imply use of the control
TION, as there are no fuel assen6 ties in the rod drive (CRD) for rod removat is a

'
referenced associated core cell.= CORE ALTERATION. This disallows CRD
in CTS LCO * maintenance to continue when CORE
3.1.1 ALTERATION sust be ceased, surely not
Action C the intent of the change. Siheit a
and ITS LCO generic change and a traveler to

3.1.1 delete "with other than the normat
Action E.1 control rod drive" from the ITS.

16 ITS Bases B Change reference to NEDE-24011 to P x Justification P.3 says, "This comment a
3.1.1 for most recently approved revisions. is not used for this station." This
References is not correct, and must be changed to

be like Clinton and River Bend.

1

CHAANE TYPES: A = Actninistrative, AM = Major Administrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Retocated,
B = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

r m . . ,. ,, re. ....~,.a . .:--...--.us.. -. .... s.--

-_ _ __ _ _ . - - _ _ _ - - _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ -
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Sequence No. 2 Revision 1
Sections: 2.0, Safety Limits (Sts); 3.1, Reactivity Control Systems; and 3.2, Power Distribution Limits

BWR/6 TECllNICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION REVIEW DATA
Page 6 of 25

i 4

| NtJM CHANGE DESCRIITION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION a C A
Y O P
P D LC G P R
E E

17 CTS Address CTS requirement in the ITS. R x x x x CTS Surveillance Requirement 4.1.1 a., a
Survelltanc " determined . . . by measurement,"
e must be marked and stpplied with an
Requirement "R" type justification for its

s 4.1.1 and relocation to the ITS Bases.
4.1.1 a.
and Bases C " Determined . . . by measurement" is
8 3.1.1 for not welt covered in the ITS Bases.

3

LCO and No specific mention of this Ct$*

SR 3.1.1.1 requirement or how it is performed
exists. Words like " demonstrated by

calculations not associated with a
test," "dencmstrated by testing,"
" demonstrated," " evaluation," and
" demonstrations that rely solely on
calculation," are used and can lead to
mistsiderstanding. When changing the
LCO area and moving and changing the
" solely" statement in the SR area,
ITS 3.1.1 Justification C.6 creates
even more confusion. Make a generic
change and stbuit a traveter to
adequately cover this requirement. I

CHANE TYPES: A = Administrative, Afl = Major Actninistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated,
S = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

stuistfTerms truws- a = ner ntM . e- rai-etad = = w ifv. a=- i t=

. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _________ _ __
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Sequence No. 2 Revision 1
Sections: 2.0, Saf ety Limits (SLs); 3.1, Reactivity Controt Systems; and 3.2, Power Distritxstion Limits

BWR/6 TECIINICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION REVIEW DATA
Paoa 7 of 25

NUM CIIANGE DESCRIPTION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION! CONCLUSION C A,

Y O P
P D LC G P R
E | E

18 CTS Address CTS requirement in the ITS. C x x x x CTS Surveittance Requirement 4.1.1, a
Surveitlanc "at any time during the fuel cycle,"
e remains, and Surveillance Requirement
Requirement (SR) 4.1.1 b., to satisfy that
s 4.1.1 and requirement, is being deleted.
4.1.1 b.; Justification L.3 for delettreg the SR
ITS LCD 3.1 says, in part, "The SDM timits
.1 and adequately accomt for . . . fuel
SR 3.1.1.1; * cycle changes . . . as detensined t:y
and the initlet starttp test (required by
iTS Bases SR 4.1.1 a.] . . . [as) sipported in
B 3.1.1 for . . . NUREG-1434 . . .."
these items,

This is true only when viewing the ITS
Bases for the revised CTS SR 4.1.1 e.
condition, but not the ITS LCO or St.
The human factor approach to the LCO
and SR requires them to stand alone

for basic applicable regJirements,
with the Bases providing greater
definition. To satisfy the CTS
SR 4.1.1 reqJirement "at any time
dJring the fuel cycle," the LCO and
the SR sust incttde the fuel cycle
limit. To avoid confusion and to meet
this requirement, the best approach
would be to add a third LCD timit,
editch factors in the first two and the
fuel cycle edder, and a separate SR
(for the third limit) with the present
ITS second freqJency, with adeqJate
Bases to stgport them. Make a generic
change and subalt a traveler to
adeountely cover this requirement.

CNAME TYPES: A = A&inistrative, AM = Major A&inistrative. M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated,
8 = Brackets /Ptant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

..-~ . .,,,, - -
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Y O P
P D L

C G P R
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Justification P.2 says, in part, a19 115 Bases B Change " core k.,," to " rod density." P x x

3.1.2 for "The wording is consistent with

Background, NUREG-1434." This is not the proper
Applicable reference, otherwise no change would

Safety be needed. The correct refererce is
Analyses, NUREG-1433.

LCO, and SR
3.1.2.1

20 CTS Change "31 EFPDs" to "1000 MWD /T." L x The CTS wording to be changed needs a

Surveillanc proper marking.
e
Requirement
4.1.2 b.

21 ITS LCO Add perforising the surveillance af ter C x x x x Justification C.1 says the NUREG Bases a

3.1.2 and 1000 MUD /T "daring operation in MODE reflects "the need to conduct the
Bases 8 1." surveillance in MODE 1 (daring POWER

3.1.2 for OPERATION)." The only Bases mention
Surveillanc of power operation (in the second

sentence of the first paragraph ofe
Requirement BACKCROUND) does not specifically
SR 3.1.2.1 support this. Delete the reference

to NUREG-1434 from the justification.
In addition, Perry and River Bend must
reference the CTS requirement.

22 ITS Bases 8 Delete "and operating moderator C x x x x Provide a traveler to stcport the a

3.1.2 temperature" from the second sentence change to the NUREG spelled out in
Background in the third paragra@. Justification C.3.

CMAIBE TYPES: A = Administrative, AM = Major Administrative, M = Technical /More Res. ative, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated,
B = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C * Change to NUREG

c.i.c+.a . - w ifv av - u-ern mrtw rrrn. . . .re.need e -

_ . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
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NUM CIIANGE DESCRIFrlON T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A

y o e
P U bC G P R

i E E i

ih, a ||| 1 || ll,la 4 Justification m.1 argues this is mute23 CIS LCO Delete optional attowed use of the
3.1.4.2 rod gang drive system (RTS) for restrictive. It is ac*ually less |

Action b.1 bypassing an inoperable control rod. restrictive, by removing frcat use the
more restrictive of the two options.

It is not a matter of decreasing the
ruber o' options, but remaining with

. the less restrictive one of the two.
I Stgply a Technicat - Less Restrictive,

change and a safety basis
justification for this.

24 CTS LCO Change Actions to Condition D in !TS L x x x x CTS Justification L.1 does not talk o
3.1.3.1 LCO 3.1.3. about deleting these Actions; the

Actions markups show only "Cond D.* ITS Bases
a.1.a) and B 3.1.3 for Actions D.1 and D.2 says

b.1.a) ' the BPWS analysis applies to
" inserted" control rods: partially

f inserted (ITS LCO 3.1.3 Condition A
result) and fully inserted (ITS

condition C resu't). Provide ai

i generic change and a traveler to ITS
| Condition A and Condition C to contain

the respective CTS Action to determine
if ITS Condition D exists.

25 CTS LCO Delete. L x Justification A.4 needs to reference a
3.1.3.4 the correct ruber of the action
Action (i.e., "a.1.c)", not "c").

a.1.c)

CMAME TYPES: A = Administrative, AN = Major Administrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, t = Relocate 8
S = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to WUREG

ermierritus tyrws- = * ne ren+~4 ew c. ier + M = = -vu f w a* - i+.=
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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NUM CHANGE DESCRIFFION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A
Y O P |

P D LC G P R
i E E
'

!

26 ITS LCO In the LCO, remove brackets around C x Provide, as a reference in iTS Bases o

3.1.3 =10%." In the Bases, change asetow 8 3.1.3, the licensing basis document
Condition D 10%" to "At 3 10%," in the second (other than CTS LCO 3.1.4.2 Action b.3 |
and Bases sentence. and NEDo-21231) that adopts 10% RTP as
B 3.1.3 for the cutoff for applying condition D. t

'
Required The three other plants do not have a.

Actions D.1 similar CTS action, but use the same I

and 0.2 NEDO reference to make Condition D
mppticable tp to 20% RTP. CTS 3.1.3.1 i

*

Justification L.1 for Control Rod
operability, and CTS 3.1.4.2
Justification L.1 for Rod Pattern
Control System, idwn reviewed
together, seem to make valid argument
for the 10% RTP cutoff. On the other
hand, the other three plants use the
same wording to make the argument for
20% RTP cutoff. Without another
Licensing basis document than the NEDO
docunent, a 10 CFR $0.59 issue appears'

evident for the lack of application of
Condition D for 10 - 20% RTP.

|
,

!
'

,

[

CHANE TYPES: A = Adninistrative, AM = Major Administrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated,
' B = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

pre trTION rrIWs: a = arrantad e= r*I*e+ad a = =~13 f v . a = anan itaa
i

_ . _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _
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NUM CHANGE DESCRIPTION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A
Y O P
P D L

C G P R
1 E E

27 ITS LCo in the LCO, remove brackets around C x x x x CTS 3.1.3.1 Justification L.1, o
3.1.3 "10%." In the Eases for the Required Section 1) discusses the application
Condition D Actions, change "Below 10%" to of ITS Corrfition D up to 10% RTP
and Bases "At i 10%," in the second sentence. (other plants, 20%). It argues that.

B 3.1.3 for above that power, control rod worth of
Applicable concern for the relevant accident is
Safety not possible; above 23% power, the '

Analyses effects of close inoperable rods are
checked by the fuel thermal timits;and *

Required and, between these power levels,
.

Actions D.1 suf ficient margin exists for adegaate'

and 0.2 protection. It concludes, "Therefore,
adequate timits to control core
reactivity and power distribution

,

above 10% [others, 2G11 power remain'

with this preposed change." The Bases '

B 3.1.3 for Applicable Safety Analyses
and Actians 0.1 and D.2 must mention
and justify these arguments, including (
the specific margin (s), for not
extending the applicability beyond
that stated. Also, proper arguments

,

must justify why not extending to 25%
' RTP, where the fuel therent limits

take over. St&mit a generic change*

and a traveler, as needed, to make
these changes to the ITS.

,

!
1

s

CHAaNE TYPES: A = Administrative, Act = Major Administrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated,*

8 = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG2

|

RESOLUTION (IBES: a = accepted, r = rejected, m a modify, o a open item
'

_ __ . - _ -__ - _ _ _ - - _ _ _ - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _



i

I

|
t

Sequence No. 2 Revision 1
Sections: 2.0, safety Limits (SLs); 3.1, Reactivity Control Systems; and 3.2, Power Distribution Limits

BWR/6 TECIINICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION REVIEW DATA
Page 12 of 25

NUM CIIANGE DESCRIPTION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A
Y O P
P D LC G P R
E E

28 ITS LCO Change Condition D and the Bases, C x x x x Justification C.5 says, in part, a
3.1.3 f rora "One or more" to "Two or scre," "Since . . . separation tis involvedl,

Condition D for the rumber of inoperable control one inoperable control rod is
and Bases rods not coeplying with BPWS and not inherently not at issue." In "one or
B 3.1.3 for separated by two er more OPERABLE more," the motive force for separation
Required control rods. is "more." Required Action (RA) D.2,
Action D.2 reflecting only the "one" condition,

is open to interpretation. "Two or
more" shifts the esphasis, but the "or*

more" and the tnchanged RA invite even
more interpretation. The Bases
invites stilt more by stating in part,

"or restore the control rod _s to
OPERABLE status." (Esphasis Ad$ed)
Stimiit a generic change and a traveler
to: 1) Change Condition D to read,
"Two inoperable control rods . . .."
2) Change RA D.2 to read, " Restore
one control rod to OPERABLE status."
3) Change B 3.1.3 to be like itens 1)

and 2).

29 CTS Change marked on the 7-day L a Justification A.9 and the markup do o G

Surveillanc surveillance frequency and designated I not explain or show what is the change
'e as "A9". to the frequency. The justification

Requirement merely identifies the source doctment

4.1.3.1.2 (The other plants designate this as a letter to the NRC and says the

a. change as "L7" and provide adequate change is considered administrative,
justification as a Technical Change - without explanation. Provide a
Less Restrictive for a 31-day specific Technicat - Less Restrictive
frequency on rods not futt out.) change and a safety basis

justification explaining the change.

CSUIGE TYPES: A = Administrative, AM = Major Administrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated,
B = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to afUREG

re .,v e m , vere . ,- -~ .-. a - -:~..a .--4:<.. - - -~:-
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Y O P
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- - -

30 ITS Bases 8 Mark and, as applicable, change P x x Justification P.3, desting with the a

3.1.3 for Reference 7. nonapplicability of ITS Condition E
References for GE fuel, is shown as affecting

Reference 7: for Perry, no change;
for River Send, brackets are placed
around "Section 7.2, January 1977."
It contains no reason for each, and
appears to not be applicable.

31 ITS LCD Remove the NUREG presentation not C x x x x Justification P.3, described as a a

3.1.4 b. attowing "more than 2" adjacent slow " Plant Specific Difference," is not
and STS control rods. valid, since att plants are making

Bases 8 these changes. Sw ply a generic
3.1.4 for change and a traveler to make them in
LCO the NUREG. -

32 ITS Esses B Parenthetical statement defining the C x x x x The parenthetical statement "(e.g., a
3.1.4 for number of slow controt rods. [ntaters of control rods!)" is not one
LCO of example. It defines specific

numbers, hence must begin with "i.e."
Submit a generic change and a traveler
to make this change in the NUREG.

33 ITS Bases a Change ram 6ers of controt rods to P x x x Justification B.1 for removing a
3.1.4 for reflect plant specific design. brackets and revising optional wording
LCO is not valid for this change, since

brackets and optional wording do not
exist at this point in the NUREG.
Provide a "P" type justificatfon.

34 CTS Mone A x x x x Explain how the CTS regairement a
surveittanc "[ demonstrate] by measurement"
e is captured in the !TS SRs.

RegJirement
(s) 4.1.3.2

CNAME TYPES: A = Administrative, Apt = Major Adninistrative, It = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated,
B = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

RE50LtfTIOlt CGMES: a = accepted, r = rejected, m = M ify, o = open item

~ ._ __ -_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ --_ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -
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! Y O P

P D L ;
i C G P R !

! E I E :

1 l

j 35 cts Remove representative sampling L x x x x Justification LA.1 does not distinctly a
Surveillanc detsits to plant procedures and address "on a rotating basis" and how

e suonary to the Bases. It applies in the ITS Sases. The CTS |
Requirement "shalt" regsf rement is an ITS "shoutd" |
(CPS) reconnendation and in att other words. !,

4.1.3.2.1
b. and
(others) ;

'
4.1.3.2 c. ;

!

36 CTS Replace with ITS SRs 3.1.4.3 and L a x x Justification M.1 is not valid for a i

surveittanc 3.1.4.4. reptacing with these two SRs. Taken !

e together, the two SRs are nearly eqJat ;

Regairement to the CTS regeirament co@ted with
4.1.3.2 b. the specification 4.0.4 nonapplication

and statement. Each way demonstrates ;

Footnote * OPERASILITY at t 950 psig RCP, but the j
former way requires completion before ~

'

entry into Operational Condition 1;
,

the new way, before exceeding 40% RTP 1

in Mode 1. Thus, the change is less >

restrictive. |

I

!
l

,

! i
!

!
t

6

|

f

,

i

i

*
.

ruancr TYPES: A = Administrative, JWt = Major Adeinistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, E = Relocated, *

i5 = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

j - - - . -
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L

NUM CHANGE DESCRII'rION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A
Y O P
P D L

C G P R
E E

(
I Delete specification 4.0.4 L x Justification M.1 is not valid: ITS a'

37 CTS
surveittanc nonapplication, require the currently SRs 3.1.4.3 and 3.1.4.4 merely make
e atternative test at e 950 psig RC* the Cis's alternative /may method a

Requiressent and its required foltoia ,at 1 950 regJirement, replacing the need for
4.1.3.2.2 psis, and remove to plant procedures the former required way coupted with
and the specified 0-psig-to-950-psig RCP the specification 4.0.4 nonamtication
Footnote * timit interpolation requirement. statement. This replacement is thus

less restrictive: the former may
required completion before entry into*

Operational Condition 1; the new way,
before exceeding 40% RTP in Mode 1.

Justification LA.2 must give a a
technicat justification for removing
this acceptance criterion. It must
not credit the 175 as the source of
this criterion in the CTS or as the
entity that proposes to remmove the
criterion to plant procedures.
Neither maJst it base removat on other
Siets not having this criterion.

38 ITS LCO In the Table, delete the 0 psig L x x x x Justification C.5 proposes to retocate o
3.1.4 cottam, retocate the footnote (b) & the 0-psig data to plant procedures,'

Table 3.1.4 cattout, and revise footnote (b) to C but leave SR 3.1.4.3, and makes
7

-1 and ITS discuss <950 psig pressure " Portions of the Bases" agree with

; Bases a conditions. In the Bases, add an these changes. stheit a generic

3.1.4 for emptanation for the <950 psie change and a traveter to change the
Surveittanc conditions. table, the footnote, and the Bases to

specif y how the SR "any . . .e
| Requirement , pressure" timits are set "within

3.1.4.3 | estabtished timits" for the SR.

!

,

4

i CleANE TYPES: A = Achinistrative, JWE = Major Administrative, at = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, t = Retocated,
S = Brackets / Plant specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

sF918If730u frnF5: a = meres,4 r = r* 3*ctavt = = wwti f y. a = enm ir==

_ __ _ . __ .__ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . __ _ _
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NUM CHANGE DESCRII"rION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A
Y O P >

P- D L
C G P R |

E E -

!

Justification C.8 says, " Clarification a39 ITS Bases 8 ' Add information to clarify C x x a a

3.1.4 for representative saapting reg 2irements. necessary to avoid mis-reading the
Surveittanc statement . . .." In the newly added

parenthetical statassent, "(e.g., 2C1e
Requirement of the entire sagte size)," the use

3.1.4.2 of the introd;ction e.g.,= or afora

exa gte," is open ended and leaves the
user wondering about the fuit intent
of the regairement. Provide a generic
change and a treweier changing "e.g.," |

| to "I.e.," meaning *that is," and a

being att inclusive.

40 CTS LCO Make att LCO Actions conditioned on L x x x x Justification M.1 for the CTS does not a
'

3.1.3.3 = reactor steam done pressure 3 600 & sive a specific value for "At radJced

Action a.1; psig." C reactor pressures," but adding the
,

ITS stated pressure condition makes it a i

LCD 3.1.5 Technicet - tess Restrictive change. j

| Actions (CTS Action A.1 is not so conditioned, |

i Conditions thus amties to att pressures in !

A,8,and Operationat conditions 1 and 2.)
C; and Provide a specific Technicat - Less ;

Bases 5 Restrictive change and a safety basis t

3.1.5 for justification emptaining the change.
,

Actions A.1
& A.2, 8.1, For the 1TS LCD, Justification B.1 i*

B.2.1, & changes the bracketed "900" to *600.= +

8.2.2, and in the ITS Bases, Justification P.3
C.1 1 C.2 makes a simitar, astrecketed change.

These justifications uould be valid if
!

to to three plants made these changes.,
I $1nce att four plants are doing this,

, stheit a generic change and a traveler
Ifor att these changes to the NUREG.
f

I

i

{
i

e

CnANCE TYPES: A = Administrative, Aft = Major Administrative, at = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, t = Retocated, -

B = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG I

I
pr<rw errarm rrows. . . .e, w.d e - e. g . * - M fw a =-se

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ __
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NUM CIIANGE
' DESCRIITION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A

Y O P
P D LC G P R .
E i- E '

I Delete "to 2000 psig." C x x x x Justification P.4 is consum to att a41 cts Bases 8 i

3.1.5 for four plants, thus is not valid.

Surveittanc Sigpty a generic change and a traveler

e for this change to the NUREC.

Requirement
s

42 CTS tco Move specified requirements to Lcc c a x x x Justification A.2 for CCNS moves o
3.1.4.2 3.3.2.1 specified requirements to other areas

*

of the 1TS ard says changes to them
are a&Jressed with the content of the
new area. Actions b.3.c) and b.3.e)
are marked as SR (Surveittance
Requirement) 3.3.2.1.9. Rather than
the 1 10% RTP application of these
actions, the Bases for LCD 3.3.2.1,
d erein SR 3.3.2.1.9 is discussed,
makes the applicability and
operability of the banked position

withdrawat sequence (BPWs) to 1 20%
RTP, without noting the change in the
CTS. Neither is that change
translated to ITS Lc0 3.1.3 Actions
Condition D dealing with the
separation of inoperable control rods
not in compliance with EPWS, and
ITS Lc0 3.1.6 for the application of
OPERABLE control rods to BPWS, both of
which remain at 5 10% RTP. Since att
plants will now be making this change
in the ITS, provide a generic change
and a traveler to change every 8PWS
appticabitity and operabitity

| connection in the ITS to 5 20% RTP. g

CHAME YTPES: A e Administrative, AM = Major Adninistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Retocated,
B = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

w m . ,, , m me . - ......a . ..u..a - - *: o . --- -
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NUM CilANGE DESCRIFFION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A
Y O P
P D LC G P R

l E E
_

43 ITS LCO In the LCO and in the Bases P x ' x x x $ @ pty the reference to the NRC Staff o
3.1.6 Background and Actions A.1 and A.2, licensing document that accepted the
Applicabili remove the brackets from around and, BWR Owners Gro @ (new ITS Bases
ty and as needed, make plant specific Reference 1) docueent as a valid plant

Bases changes to =10%.= In the Bases specific reference in the ITS. Show
B 3.1.6 for Backgromd, Applicable Safety in the appropriate Bases section(s)
Background, Analyses, Applicability, and how it specificatty accepted the < 10%

A mlicable References, make plant specific power levet applicability of tow power
*

Safety reference rus@ering changes to set point of the Rod Pattern Control

Analyses, appropriately s@ port that power system. One other plant uses the smae
Applicabiti tevet. reference, again without an acceptance
ty Actions reference, to support 20%; the others

A.1 and use two other different references
A.2, and (one as new Reference 9) to support

References 20%, the other of nAlch is not a valid
reference without a primary Licensing
docunent to accept or sumort this
power teveL. S @ pty a generic change
and a traveler, as needed, to make
these changes to the ITS Bases.

|

CHAME TYPES: A = Administrative, AM = Major Administrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, t. = Technicat/Less Restrictive, R = Relocated,
B = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

|

RESOLtJTION CIDES: a = accepted, r = rejected, m = modify, o = open item ;

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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BWR/6 TECIINICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION REVIEW DATA
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NUM CIIANGE DESCRIPflON T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A
Y O P
P D LC G P R

i E E
I

44 CTS LCO Add LCO 3.1.6. C x x x x CTS 3.1.4.2 Justification L.1d o
3.1.4.2 and proposes that ITS LCO 3.1.6 have a
ITS LCO " specific requirement for control
3.1.6 rods to be in conptiance with the
Applicabiti BPWS during operation," as follows:
ty and 1) Grand Gulf and River Bend, "at
Bases tow power," and 2) Clinton and Perry,
8 3.1.6 for "below the Low Power Setpoint." The
Background LCO 3.1.6 Applicability for Grand Gulf

is set at 5 10% RTP and for the rest,
at 5 20% RTP. The Bases B 3.1.6
Backgromd for Grand Gulf has a stated
a;ptication of "to 10% RTP," while the
others change that statement to read,
"up to the low power setpoint (tPSP)."
CTS SR 4.1.4.2 a.2, marked to move to
ITS SR 3.3.2.1, for both Grand Gulf
and River Bend show the LPSP to be
"20 +15, -0%" of RTP. Provide a
consistent change justification for
the CTS and a generic change and a
traveler to make the ITS the sante.

45 ITS sases s Detete Reference 1 to the " Current C x x x x Justification P.1 is used by att four a
3.1.6 for Cycle Safety Analysis." plants to make this deletion and is,
References therefore, invalid. Provide a generic

change and a traveler to make this
change in the NUREG.

46 CTS LCO Add new Condition A. M x Justification L.8 provides adequate a
3.1.5 reason for adding this s.ew condition,

Action but presents the adfition as less
restrictive. On the contrary, this
change is more restrictive. It aust

be presented as Technical - More
Restrictive for proper justification.

CHANE TYPES: A = Administrative, AM = Major Administrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated,
8 = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

rrsnetsTtrus trmrs: a= arranted r = calect-9 m = W ify. a = nnaa ita=
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Revision 1
| Sequence No. 2

i Sections: 2.0, Safety Limits (SLs); 3.1, Reactivity Control Systems and 3.2, Power Distribution Limits

BWIU6 TECIINICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION REVIEW DATA
Page 20 of 25

i
i

NUM CHANGE DESCRIPTION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION /CONCLUSf0N C A

Y O P ,.

P D L'
C G P R i

E E

47 ITS LCO Add plant specific requirements. 8 x Justification 8.1 removes brackets o
.

3.1.7 new and revises optional wording. Make
'

'

Required the new required action include a
Action A.1 reference to the plant specific

te m erature timits in Table 3.1.7-1,
as stated in the CTS.

,

5 48 ITS LCO Add plant specific parameters. 8 x Justification 8.1 removes brackets o

3.1.7 and and revises optionet wording.*

j Sases B Justification P.9 states, "The Bases

? 3.1.7 for are revised to be consistent with the
Actions LCO." Make the changes for the unit of
Condition A measure contain the CTS requirement*

and for weight percent.

Required*

i Action A.2
1

49 ITS Bases 8 Add Insert 838A. P x Change Insert 838A to require o

3.1.7 for ed erence to the initial-capped

Required " Figure 3.1.7-1," typical of att other

Action A.2 references to specific figures in the'

ITS, rather then " figure 3.1.7-1."
_ t

50 Bases 8 Add Inserts 839A and 8398. C x x change Inserts 839A and 8398 to say, o
3.1.7 for "The 10 day completion Time is an
Required acceptable timit . . .." (emphasis

Actions A.2 added). (A timit is an outside
and 8.1 imposed restriction; a limitation is

an inherent maximen.)i

j
<

CNMNiE TYPES: A = Administrative, AM = Major Adninistrative, R = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated,
8 = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

RESOLUTION CXBES: a = accepted. r = rejected, m = modify, o = open item

__ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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Revision 1
Sequence No. 2
Sections: 2.0, Safety Limits (SLs); 3.1, Reactivity Controt Systems; and 3.2, Power Distribution Limits
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Page 21 of 25

NUM CHANGE DESCRilTION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A
Y O P

P D L
C G P R |

E E I

51 CTS Make ITS include CTS requirements. P m Justifications 8.1, P.3, and P.5 make o

surveittanc plant specific changes to the ITS to
meet the CTS. Some CTS requirements,e

Requirement however, are not captured. To meet
s 4.1.5 a.2 the CTS, make the B.1 change read,
and b.2; "I the minisua rewired avaltabte
ITS SR 3.1. volume"; the P.3 Note read, "The
7.1 arxl SR minisasi required available voltase is
3.1.7.5; determined in SR 3.1.7.5"; and the P 5'

and change read, ' Verify the . . . tbs _a_nd,
ITS Bases 5 the . . . weight, and determine the

3.1.7 for . . . voltase." (Emphasis A:ksed)

The Bases must discuss these items,these Sas
including the general method for

determining the minimum required
4

solution voltsee and how "avaltable"
votune equates to "solutlon" vottane.

52 CTS Make ITS include CTS requirements. P m Justifications P.4 and P.5 make ptont o

Surveillanc specific changes to the ITS to capture
CTS requirements. The ITS changes doe

| Requirement not futty do this. To capture att CTS

s 4.1.5 b.4 requirements, make the second sentence
and in the Note in Insert 22A read,

;

Footnote " . . . , is determined in SR 3.1.7.9"
-

**; ITS and make CTS Footnote ** Into

) SR 3.1.7.3; SR 3.1.7.9. (Easitesis Added) Also,
and ITS the Bases rwat discuss these things,

Bases B and sust not discuss removed items
3.1.7 for (vestiges of former SRs 3.1.7.3 aruf
this SR 3.1.7.10 remain or were relocated to'

this area).
i

i

,

4

raama YYPCS: A = Administrative, AfE = Major Administrative, SE = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Retocated,
B = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant specific, C = Change to MUREG

erwu sersnes mnre. . . .m a - -- r -. a . ~4av . - - se,

__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ____ __ _ ___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ .
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sections: 2.0, safety Limits (sts); 3.1, acectivity controt systems; and 3.2, Power Distribution Limits'

BWR/6 TECIINICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION REVIEW DATA
! Page 22 of 25

! | GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C ANUM CHANGE DESCRIPTION T
Y O P
E D L

C G P R
| E Ei

53 seses s Add a reference to include att the P x x x x Adding the third se to the first two a

3.1.7 for SRs in the parenth-tical statement. or deleting the third sa in the LCO

survelltanc makes the parenthetical statement att
j inclusive. Change the intro &cticn to

,

e
Recpairement j be "i .e.," rather than "e.g.,=.
s sa A

3.1.7.1, se d
3.1.7.2,

i and SR
! 3.1.7.3

54 cts Delete this requirement. L a Justification LA.1 dich states, ='he a
surveillanc method of performing the surveittancea

e test is retocated to plant'

accpairement procedures," is not valid. The other
2

4.1.5 b.1. 31-day survel1tances do not depend on
,

performing this ta for their
coeptetions. submit a tess

,
restrictive change enri a safety basis

i

justification for deleting this st.

55 IT! LCO Aemove brackets from arouruf *within 8 m a a Justification 5.1 removes brackets and o

3.1.7 the timits of Figure 3.i.7-42." revises optionat wording. The cha se
j survel*tanc C not revise the wordir.g to reflect

the cts rcTairement of *by cheeirat.' e .I

i Requirement ana'.rsis." Provide either a generic |
st 3.1.7.5 change anr1 a traveler to change the !

'

ITS to include this wording or mark upi

j the cts with Justification 1.A.1 es the
nethod of performance, to relocate it 't

;

j j to plant procedJres.

1

|

!
:
!

! !
CnemE TYPES: A = Adefnistrative, Mt = peajor Adelnistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Retocated,

S = Bracketa/ Plant specific, P = Plant specific, C = Change to WJREG

., es me. ._._.a , . . : . .. . . s _. c em . . . - _ . _
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N11M CIIANGE DESCRIPTION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A
Y O P

'
P D LC G' P R
E E

56 ITS LCO Remove brackets from around "and B x x x x Justification B.1 removes brackets and a
3.1.7 at* matic valve." revises optional wording. The change
Surveillanc does not revise the wording to reflect
e the CTS requirement of "or automatic."
Requirement A "manust, power operated, and
SR 3.1.7.6 automatic" valve does not exist; only

one type in any given instance.
Submit a traveler and a generic change

' to the ITS, as shown in the CTS "or
automatic," the only correct use for
"esch valve."

57 ITS LCO Make an " obvious editorial C x x x x Provide a traveler to support these a
3.1.7 correction," as noted on each page. changes to the NUREG es stated in

SR 3.1.7.6 Justification C.S.
and Bases
B 3.1.7 for
Applicable
Safety
Analyses
and
Action B.1

58 ITS sases B Add information to support this P x Justification P.9 says, "The Bases are o
3.1.7 for action. revised to be consistent with the
Actions A.1 LCO." White this is adequate
(new) Justification, make the change mention

the increased time of 4 hours and
explain why that frecy;ency is
acceptable. These are two of the

,

requirements the Bases must include
for completeness.

59 CTS LCO Add a note "to periodicatty permit L x Justification L.6 requires this note a
3.1.3.1 opening the affected ISDV1 Line for added, but none is shown in the CTS or
Actions d. draining and venting. In the ITS LCO 3.1.8. Provide this
and e. note as another "L6" markup to the CTS

| and as a "P" type change to the ITS.

!

CNAIME TYPES: A = Adninistrative, AN = Major Adninistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated,
B = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

m .n n., m . , . . , . .... ne. .n..-

- - _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - _ - _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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Sequence No. 2 Revision 1
Sections: 2.0, Safety Limits (SLs); 3.1, Reactivity control Systems; and 3.2, Power Distribution Limits

BWR/6 TECIINICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION REVIEW DATA
Page 24 of 25
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1

NUM CHANGE DESCRIITION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A'
Y O P
P D LC G P R
E E

60 ITS Bases B Add title of LCO 3.1.3 in the C x x x x Stpply a traveler to support the a

3.1.8 for cattout. change to the NUREG spelled out in
Surveitianc Justification C.S.

e
Requirement
SR 3.1.8.3

61 CTS LCO Delete loop operation specifications, A x ~ Submit a Technical - Less Restrictive a
"During two toop operation or single change and a safety basis3.2.1 .

Action loop operation,". justification for deleting the loop
operation specifications.

62 ITS Bases B Delete the second sentence of the C x x x x Provide a traveler to support the a
3.2.1 for second paragraph, "APLMGR timits are change to the NUREG specified in
Applicable equivalent to the LNGR limit . .." Justification C.4. s.

Safety
Analyses

63 ITS Bases B In ASA Section, add COLR referera.c in C x x x x Stkmit a traveler to stpport these a

3.2.1 for the next to test paragraph. In LCO, changes to the NUREG stated in
Applicable add COLR reference for single loop Justification C.S.
Safety operation.
Analyses
and LCD

64 ITS Bases B Delete "not specifically applicable C x x x x Justification P.11 provides a plant a

3.2.1 and in the context presented" references, specific reason for the change. This

B 3.2.2 for is not plant specific, but is a

Applicabill generic change to the NUREG. Sthmit a
ty "C" type justification and a traveler

to stpport this change.

65 ITS Bases B Delete or modify plural usages. C x x .x x Provide a traveler to support these a

3.2.1, changes to the NUREG specified in
a 3.2.2, Justification C.6.
and a 3.2.3
for Actions |

CHANE TYPES: A = Administrative, AM = Major Adninistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R 2 ketocated,

|
B = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

WF90ttJTION Cruts: a = necenteri. r = relectaci. m = nwvilfv. a = cman Item

-- -- - _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - . . - - _ - - _ . -__-- . _____ ___-_______________ -+_
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NUM CIIANGE DESCRIPTION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A
Y O P
P D LC G P R
E E

_
_

i
__

66 ITS Bases B Adj a respective parenthetical P x Justification P.12 makes appropriete a
3.2.2 for reference to MCPR In the first Bases revisions for plant specific
Appticable sentence of the second paragraph of parameters. Make the part in
Safety the ASA section, at tfie top of pg 26. parentheses read "MCPR,, MCPR,, arxj
Analyses MCPR., respectively" to match the

sentence structure and have proper
pmctuation for readability.

67 ITS Bases B ' Consistent infonnation presentation C x x x x A new paragraph should begin with the a
3.2.2 for for user friendty readability and seccnd sentence in the first paragraph
Applicable application, at the top of pg 8 3.2-6. That
Safety sentence should have "(MCPR,)" af ter
Analyses " limits" to agree with the next MCPR

discussion (s) in the following
paragraph (s). Submit a generic change
and a traveler to include and justify
these changes.

68 ITS Bases B Delete discussion and reference to C x x x x Justification P.8 says, "This a
3.2.2 for "the nominal value of the initial information could not be substantiated
Applicabili MCPR expected at 25% RTP." and is proposed to be deleted. The
ty and reference *witt also be deleted since
References this is the only use." This is not

plant specific, but is a generic
change to the NUREG. Provide a "C"
type justification and a traveler.

67 ITS Bases B Additions to corptete/ correct C x x x x Provide a traveler to support these a
3.2.2 and references. changes to the NUREG stated in
B 3.2.3 for Justification C.1.
References

_

70 ITS Bases B Change singular to plural references C x x x x Submit a traveler to stoport these a
3.2.3 for to LNGR and its usage. changes to the NUREG specified in
Surveiitanc Justification C.8.
e
Requirement
s | |

l

CMAME TYPES: A = Adninistrative, AM = Major Adninistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated, i
B = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG j

l

ercru mins rnnre. .-,,,~.a - - -er,. ,~. --.~m, . - --i+- ls

1
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Sequence No. 2 Revision 1,

Sections: 2.0, Safety Limits (SLs); 3.1, Reactivity control Systems; and 3.2, Power Distribution Limitsi

BWR/6 TECIINICAL SPECIFICATION CONVERSION REVIEW DATA
Page 26 of 25

F

NUM CHANGE DESCRilTION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION - C A
Y O P:

P ! D LC G P R
E : E

71 CTS Relocate APRM flou biased neutron R x Justification R.1 justifies the noted - a
Surveittanc flux-@ scale control rod block trip requirement's relocation, but is not
e setpoint application. used to mark @ the SR.
RegJirement
4.2.2

72 CTS Capture CTS regJirements in the ITS. C x Justification C.2 only mentions the a
,

surveittanc ITS LCO requirements as the reason for
adding SR 3.1.4.2. It must catt outi e .

Requirement the CTS SR requirements, as wett, noti

s 4.2.2 a., just make a general reference to
b., and c. = existing Licenses.=

,

i

1

k

.i

CIthlNE TYPES: A = Administrative, AM = Major Administrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, L = Technical /tess Restrictive, R = Retocated,
B = Brackets / Plant Specific, P = Plant Specific, C = Change to NUREG

.- - ...,. - . _. _ . _ . ._ . , . . _ _
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Sequence 3 Revision 1

ELECTRICAL POWER SYSTEMS - CTS /ITS REVIEW - OPEN ITEMS Page 1 of 11

CTS /ITS MARKUP DESCRIPTION T GENERIC JUSTIFICATION / CONCLUSION C A
Y O P

P D LC G P R
E E

1. CTS LCD requirement for "physicatty L / / / / No justification provided for the a

CiS LCO independent" offsite circuits changed to change. Explain why " qualified' can
pg 3/4 8-1 " qualified" in ITS LCO 3.8.1.a. be used to replace " physically

N CTS notation or discussion. independent".3.8.1.1.a
ITS LCO
3.8.1.a

2. The CTS LCO req;irement for " separate and L / / / / No justification provided for the a

CTS LCO independent" DGs deleted from ITS LCO change. Provide the safety basis for

pg 3/4 8-1, 3.8.1.b. the deletion of the present LCO
3.8.1.1.b No CTS notation or discussion. requirement.
ITS LCO
3.8.1.b

3. CTS LCD requirement for " separate" day L / / / / No justification provided for the a

CTS LCO tanks, fuel storage tanks, and fuel change. Provide the safety basis for

pg 3/4 8-1, transfer pums for each DG has been is the deletion of these LCO requirements
3.81.1.B.1/.2/.3 deleted from ITS SRs 3.8.1.4, 3.8.1.6, and from the Technical Specifications.

3.8.3.1. No CTS notation or discussion.

4. The markup of the CTS does not indicate A / / / / Correct markup. a

CTS LCO that the CTS LCO 3.8.1.1.b.2 requirement
pg 3/4 8-1, has been included in the ITS as LCO 3.8.3
LCO 3.8.1.1.b.2 CONDITION A. (In milition to its use as
!TS CONDITION ITS SR 3.8.3.1.)
3.8. 3.A

'
CHAME TYPES: . . . . . . . A = Administrative, AM = Major Adninistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive,

L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated

IMrsnt trTitus ronrs- = , erantad e - raiar+ad == wifv ae anaa 3 ta

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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Sequience 3 Revision I

ELECTRICAL POWER SYSTEMS - CTS /ITS REVIEW - OPEN ITEMS Page 2 of 11

i

CTS /ITS MARKUP DESCRIPTION T GENERIC JUSTlFICATION/ CONCLUSION C A
Y O P

l

; P O lC G P R
'

E E

5. The CTS discussion M.2 justifies a more L / CTS ard ITS markups disagree on a
CTS ACTION restrictive Corrptetion Time (24 he requirement. Which marktp is correct?'

pg 3/4 8-1 when the loss of one offsite circu.

3.5.1.1.a results in two divisions with no offsite Are there plant procedures (controtted
power. by the 10 CFR 50.59) in place that

ITS RA require the stancby of fsite circuit to
pg 3.8-2, However, the ITS markup deletes the more be declared inoperable when the fast
3.8.1.A.2 restrictive (24 hoer) co mtetion time. transfer switch is not operable?

ITS discussion P.36 justifies the deletion Would the fatture of the fast transfer
based on the plant design to automatically switch and the failure of the

,

fast transfer between primary and operating offsite circuit require that
alternate offsite circuits. both offsite circuits be declared

inoperable?

7. No CTS notation and discussion is provide L / / Provide justification of the deletion. o
CTS ACTION for the deletion in ITS (RA 3.8.1.8.3.2)
pg 3/4 8-1/-2, of the CTS requirement to perform SR
3.8.1.1.b./c 4.8.1.1.2.a.5 (ITS SR 3.8.1.3) on operable

DGs when one required DG is inoperable.
ITS RA CTS discussion L.3 does not justify this
pg 3.8-3, deletion.
3.8.1.B.3.2

8. CTS markup shows the footnote is being L / Provide irdication of what is planned a
CTS transferred to ITS as a CONDITION 3.8.1.8 for the CTS footnote. If footnote is
pg 3/4 8-2/-3, NOTr. Footnote requires RA 4.8.1.1.2.A.4 to be deleted in ITS provide CTS
Footnote (MJREG 3.8.1.2) to be cornpteted regardless discussion of same.

of when a DG is returned to operable

ITS CONDITION status. (The deletion of NUREG CONDITION
3.8.1.8. NOTE 3.8.1.8 NOTE is generic. A Traveler

Mowever, the ITS markup of NUREG proposes is being processed.)
to delete the CON 0tTION 3.8.1.8 NOTE.

9. The CTS requirement for the verification L / / / / No SRs specifically verify the ability o
CTS SR of DG capability to start and toad within of each DG to start and load within
4.8.1.1.2.a.5 90/60 seconds is proposed to be deleted the CTS specified time. Is the CTS
ITS SR from ITS SR. CTS discussion L.9 states requirement a timit required by any
3.8.1.3 that other SRs are adequate to confirm plant specific safety analysis,

this capability. industry standard, or NRC guideline?

CHANE TYPES: . . . . . . . A = Actninistrative, AM = Major Achninistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive,
L = Technicat/Less Restrictive, R = Relocated

prerw eev erus evere. --- a - . t.-. 2 - - u: < . -- --- -

_ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - -
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ELECTRICAL POWER SYSTEMS - CTS /ITS REVIEW - OPEN ITEMS Page 3 of 11

CTS /ITS MARKUP DESCRIPTION T GENERIC JUSTlFICATION/ CONCLUSION C A
Y - O P

P|C G P R O l
EE E

10. No CTS notation or discussion of the L / / / / Provide justification for changes. oCTS SR deletion of "through toad
4.8.1.1.2.a.5 (att) sequencer / sequencing togic/secpence" in
- Clinton - ITS SRs.

4.8.1.1.2.e.4.a.2
4.8.1.1.2.e.6.a.2
- Grand Gutf -

4.8.1.1.2.d.4.a.2
4.8.1.1.2.d.7.a.2
- Perry -

4.8.1.1.2.f.4.a.2
- River Bend -

4.8.1.1.2.f.4.a/b
4.8.1.1.2.f.6.a.2
/.b.2
NUREG SR

3.8.1.3/.11/.12

11 The ITS markup deletes the current CTS SR L / Why is the requirement to energize aCTS SR requirement to verify that the Division 3 permanent connected loads in 10
pg 3/4 8-5 DG will assimme the permanent and auto- seconds retain in the ITS, yet the4.8.1.1.2.d.7.b.2 comected loads within 20 seconds. ' requirement to energize the auto-
ITS SR CTS discussion LA.5 states that system connected loads in 20 seconds moved to3.8.1.19.c.2 design information is being placed in plant procedures? Is the 20 second

procedures which are controtted by CFR 10 requirement a limit required by any
50.59. plant specific safety analysis,

industry standard, or NRC guideline?

12. The CTS marktp (CTS discussion N.11) L / Other plants have dropped this a
CTS SR proposes the deletion of "or until attawance. The CTS discussion (N.11)pg 3/4 8-7 operating temperatures have stabilized." for the deletion states that the use4.8.1.1.2.f.4.c The ITS markte shows adding this allowance t,f "until the temperature stabilizes"
!TS SR to the ITS SR. is stbject to misinterpretation on its
3.8.1.14 NOTE 1 meaning. Which markup is correct?

CHANE TYPES:....... A = Administrative, AH = Major Administrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive,
L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated

RESOLUTION (2] DES: ... a = accepted. r = rejected, m = modify. o = open item

. . _ _ _ _ . . _ _ __ _. - . . . _ _ _ - . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
_
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13. The ITS markup deletes the current CTS SR L / Provide a justification for dropping a

CTS SR requirement to verify that the Division 3 the 12 second requirement. Is the 12
pg 3/4 8-7 DG will asstane the permanent and auto- second requirement a limit regJired by
4.8.1.1.2.e.6.b connected loads within 12 seconds. any plant specific safety analysis,
ITS SR The CTS marktp does not show this is being industry standard, or NRC guideline?
3.8.1.19.c.2 deleted or provide a discussion concerning

the deletion.

14. CTS SR requires that att 3 Division DCs be L / / Justify the use of 13 seconds 8. ITS. o

CTS SR started simultaneously and obtain the

- Perry - required engine speed / frequency (A.13)
4.8.1.1.2.g within 10 seconds.
- River Bend - However, ITS SR 3.8.1.19 specifies that

4.8.1.1.2.h the Division 112 DGs must obtain the
ITS SR required frequency in 10 seconds and the
3.8.1.19 Division 3 DG in 13 seconds.

15. River Bend proposes to rewrite existina L / Att other B7.-6s have retained the o
C_TS and NUREG SR requirements to verify WUREG tend CTS) wording.TCTS SR

pg 3/4 8-9 the intervat between each toad block is How has River Bend complied with the
4.8.1.1.2.e.12 within 10% of its design intervet. current TS requirement (NUREG
ITS SR CTS discussion A.15 states that the load wording)?
3.8.1.17 blocks and associated time intervals

included in their engineering calculations
cannot be directly correlated to the " LOAD

BLOCKS" and " DESIGN INTERVALS" discussed
in the SR. However, the intervals are
intrinsically defined by the timer
setpoints.

16. No CTS notation and discussion of ITS SR L / J Provide justification for attowing a

CTS SR WOTEs attowing momentary transients during momentary transients cbring the
4.8.1.1.2.f.3/.8 (P) the successful cortpletion of SR. successful conpletion of SR.
4.8.1.1.2.e.8 (C) -

f;ITS SR
F3.8.1.9/.14 (P)
|g ||3.8.1.15 it)

.

CMANE TYPES: . . . . . . . A = Adninistrative, AM = Major Adninistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive,
L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated

. . . . . .
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17. No CT3 notation o- discussion of ITS RA M / / / / Provide justification for adding ITS a

CTS ACTION 3.o.2.A NOTE. RA 3.3.2.A NOTE.
3.8.1.1.2
ITS RA
3.8.2.A NOTE

18. No CTS notation or discussion of A / / / / Provide justification for replacement a

CTS ACTION replacement of " handling" in CTS with of " handling" (CTS) with " movement"

3.8.1.2.a " movement" in ITS ras. (ITS).
*3.8.2.2.a

3.8.3.2.a.1/.b.1
ITS RA
3.8.2.A.2.2
3.8.5.A.2.2
3.8.8.A.2.2
3.8.10.A.2

19. No CTS notation or discussion of A / Provide justification for replacement a

CTS ACTION replacement of " secondary containment" in of " secondary contairvaent" (CTS) with
3.8.1.2.a CTS with " fuel handling building" in ITS " fuel handling building" (ITS).

ITS RA RA 3.8.2.A.2.2.
3.8.2.A.2.2 |

"20. No CTS discussion of the addition of ITS M / Provide justification for adding ITS a

CTS ACTION RA 3.8.2.A.1. RA 3.8.2.A.1.
3.8.1.2.a
ITS RA
3.8.2.A.1

21. No CTS notation or discussion of the L / / Provide justification for deleting CTS a

CTS SR deletion of the CTS requirement to perform requirement in ITS.
4.8.1.2 SR 4.8.1.1.3 in ITS SR 3.8.2.1.
ITS SR
3.8.2.1

,

CHANE TYPES: . . . . . . . A = Adninistrative, AM = Major Achinistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive,
L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated

RFutrTION crr>Fs: . m = mer.ne.d r= r ierted. en = wwvil f v . a= noen item

_____________ - _____ - - -- ._
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E
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22. CTS discussion L.3 provides a basis for L ! / / / Provide a justification for the non- a

CTS SR not requiring performance of SRs which performance of required AC source SRs
4.8.1.2 involve paralleting a DG with an of fsite that do not require paratteting of

fTS SR source during Modes 4 and 5. sources. These SRs include NUREG SRs
3.8.2.1 however, the ITS SR 3.8.2.1 h0TE also 3.8.1.13 and 3.8.1.15.

excludes the performance of two SRs which
do not require the paratteting of sources.

23. No CTS notation or discussion is provided L / / / / Provide justification fer deletion. o
CTS SR for the deletion of the requirement for

4.8.1.2 CTS SR 4.8.1.1.2.f.11(C, P, and RB) or

ITS SR 4.8.1.1.2.f.12 (GG) in ITS SR 3.8.2.1.
3.8.2.1
3.8.1.16 (RB/P)
3.8.1.17 (C/GG)

24. No CTS notation or discussion for changing L / Provide justification for the change a

CTS ACTION " associated SSW subsystem" in CTS ACTION in wording.

3.8.2.1.b statement to "stan &y Service Water System
iTS RA pupp 2C" in the ITS RA statement.
3.8.4.B.1

25. No CTS notation or discussion for net L / Provide a justification for the o
CTS SR including the CTS SR requirement to deletion.

4.8.2.1.b.2/.3 perform the SRs after a battery discharge
ITS SR or overcharge in the ITS SRs.

3.8.4.2/.3

26. No notation or discussion provided for A / Provide justification for the change, a

CTS SR replacement of battery charger

4.8.2.1.c.4/.5 identification nmbers as found in the CTS
ITS SR SRs with " Division 1 and 2," ard " Division
3.8.4.6 3" respectively in ITS SR.

CHANE TYPES: . . . . . . . A = Adeinistrative, AM = Major Adninistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive,
L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated

ereew eevysw remre. . - -- - .-d - --1, .-d - disw a - - .*~-

_ . . _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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27. No CTS notation or discussion is provided A / / / / Provide justification for the change a

CTS SR for the replacement of " actual" (C, P, I. in wording.

4.8.2.1.d (GG) RB) or " actual or simulated" (GG) in CTS
4.8.2.1.d.1 (C/P/RB) SR 4.8.2.1.d (.1) with " required" in ITS

ITS SR SR 3.8.4.7.
3.8.4.7 [ River Bend indicates discussion LA.3 to

justify the change. However, LA.3 does not
discuss the change.)

28. No CTS notation or discussion is provided L / o

CTS SR for the deletion of SR 4.8.2.1.d.2 in ITS Provide justification for the deletion

4.8.2.1.d.2 SR 3.8.4.7. of CTS SR requirement in ITS SR
ITS SR 3.8.4.7.
3.8.4.7

29. No CTS discussion provided for revision of / Provide justification for changes in o

CTS ACTION CTS restriction on changes in operational RA NOTE.

3.8.2.2.c conditions (per 3.0.4) as included in ITS
ITS RA RA 3.8.5.A NOTE.
3.8.5.A NOTE

30. No notation or discussion is provided for M / Provide justification for adding ITS a

CTS CONDITION the addition of ITS CONDITION 3.8.9.F. CONCITION 3.8.9.F.
pg 3/4 8-19

31. A ntmber of proposed ITS CONDITIONS are A / a

CTS ACTION incorrectly identified, including the

pg 3/4 8-20 insert (A.2).

32. The Grand Gulf CTS marktp discussion A.1 / Provide justification for ITS LCO. a

CTS states "Therefore, no separate LCO item is
pg 3/4 8-16 proposed" when discussing the proposed
LCO 3.8.3.1.a.4 changes of the ITS LCO regairement for
ACTION 3.8.3.1.a.3 toad sequencers.

ITS LCO
3.8.1.c However, the ITS markup includes the load

sequencers as LCO 3.8.1.c.

CNANCE TYPES:....... A = Administrative, AM = Major Adninistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive,
L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated

ren...v,m, - re. .____..a . . . . _ _as,.. . ~ e..
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733. The CTS COMPLEil0N TIME of 12 hours for L / Is the manualty comection of o
CTS ACTION an inoperable load sequencer is proposed emergency loads given credit in any
pg 3/4 6-16 to be changed to 24 hours for the ITS plant specific safety analysis,
3.8.3.1.a.3 CONotTION 3.8.1.F (CTS discussion L.1). industry standard, or NRC guideline?
ITS CONDITION
3.8.1.8/.D/.F

34. No CTS notation or discussion is provided L / Provide the ITS discussion P.3% o
CTS ACTION for the addition of "for reasons other specified NOTE.
pg 3/4 8-16 than CONDITION F." to ITS CONDITION 8 (one
3.8.3.1.a.3 DG inoperable) and D (one DG and one The exclusion of CONDITION F as a
ITS CONDITION offsite circuit inoperable) statements. cause to enter CONDITION 8/D could
3.8.1.8/.D ITS discussion P.34 states that the result in a condition with one offsite

changes will prevent conflict if an circuit and one DG inoperable for up
inoperable sequencer results in both the to 24 hours. Condition D only attows
DG and offsite source becoming inoperable. f operation for to to 12 hours under
The discussion also states that a NOTE is this condition.
provide to direct appropriate actions and
avoid conflicts. What is the safety justification for
The ITS markup does not include the stated attowing an inoperable sequencer to
NOTE. potentietty double the COMPLETION TIME

for CONDITION 3.8.1.D (from 12 to 24
hou-s)?

35. CTS discussion M.1 justifies the addition M / / / / Provide the proper justification for a
CTS ACTION of a second COMPLETION TIME for contiguous the second conpletion time for AC and
3.8.3.1.a/.b (M.1) occurrences of faiting to meet the LCO by DC distribution systems
!TS RA a conbination of AC AND DC distribution
3.8.9.A.1/B.1/C.1 systems. Notel The NUREG BASES discussion of
(C & RB) However, MUREG CONDITIONS 3.8.9. A/.8/.C the second COMPLETt0N TIME for NUREG
3.8.7. A.1/.B.1 and related ras do not consider the ras A.1 (pg 8 3.8-82) and C.2 (a 3.5-

(GG & P) ef fects of both AC and DC distributions 86) are reversed.
systems inoperability/ operability.

36. No CTS notation or discussion provided for A / Provide justification for deletions. a
CTS ACTION deletion in ITS of invertor bus

3.8.3.1.a.3.a/.b identification rumbers.
ITS CONDITION
3.8.9.8/.E

CHANGE TTPES:....... A = Administrative, Apt = Major Adninistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive,
L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated

eFSnitfTION CfDFS:. a = necente<f. r = rejectari, m = mrwil f y. o = nnen item
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37. No CTS notation or discussion provided for L / Provide justification for deletion. a
CTS ACTION deletion in ITS of requirement to "take
3.8.3.1.a.3.b ACTION required by Specification 3.5.1."
IIS CONDITION
3.8.9.E

38. No CTS notation and discussion of the M / Provide justification for adjition of a
CTS ACTION addition of the ITS RA. ITS RA.
3.8.3.1.a.4
ITS RA
3.8.7.C.1.2

39. No CTS notation or discussion of replacing M / / Provide justification for changes, a
CTS ACTION CTS " declare the HPCS system (aruf C SSW
3.8.3.2.a.2/b.2 puy)" with " Declare af fected required
ITS RA feature (s) inoperable" in ITS.

3.8.8.A.1
3.8.10.A.1

40. No CTS notation or discussion of replacing M / / Provide justification for changes, a
CTS ACTICN CTS " declare the HPCS system" With
3.8.3.2.a.2/b.2 " Declare affected required feature (s)
!TS RA inoperable" in ITS.
3.8.8.A.1

41. No CTS notation or discussion of addition M / / Provide justification for addition of a
CTS ACTION of ITS ras. RA in ITS.
3.8.3.2
ITS RA
3.8.8.A.1
3.8.10.A.1

42. No CTS notation or discussion of adfition M / / Provide justification for addition of a
CTS ACTION of ITS RA. RA in ITS.
3.8.3.2
ITS RA
3.8.8.A.1

CHANE TYPES:....... A = Adninistrative, AM = Major Adninistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive,
L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated

em ,,, ,aw m. - . . - .< -
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I :
i

PROPOSED NUREG CHANGES
,

! 43. NUREG CONDITION NOTE is proposed to be L / / / / A Traveler is required. o r
'

NUREG CONDITION deleted. The NOTE requires that RA
? pg 3.8-3 3.8.1.s.3.1/.2 be completed if CONDITION s ,

3.8.1.8 No!E is entered and stbsequently cleared. !

1TS discussion C.1. =

,

The requirement is presently a CTS ''

regJirement (CTS ACTION 3.8.1.1.b) for att '!

plants. The deletion of requirement is j
noted and discussed (L.14) in the CTS r

!
.marktes.

44 d Proposed to change NUREG "when CONDITION D A / / / / A Traveler is regaired. a

|Il is entered with no power source to one
!NUREG RA '

[ division]." to "when any division ispg 3.8-4
3.8.1.D.WOTE deenergized as a result of CONDITION D."

ITS discussion C.32. i

II 45. Proposed to delete "is synchronized and A J / / / Traveler required, a
! NUREG SR loaded and" from NUREG SR. ITS discussion
| pg 3.8-7 C.2. j

3.8.1.3
~

46. Proposed to add following NOTE to ITS M i / i / Traveler in process. o

NUREG SR (NUREG):
pg 3.8-9 "If performed with DG synchronized with ,

3.8.1.9 offsite power, it shalt be performed at a,

power factor 50.9."
tTS discussion C.3. ;

i
1

5

I i

i

ruancF TYPES:....... A = Adninistrative, AH = Major Administrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive, !e

! L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated j

!l, ;. . _ . . . . . . . - - . . . . . .- .-

1 A
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47. Proposed to delete specific loads from A / / / / Traveler required. o
NUREG SR NUREG SR. The SR will then read: Why replace t with equivalent?
pg 3.8-9 " verify each DG rejects a load equivalent khat is the definition of equivalent?
3.8.1.9 to the sinate t arnest oost accident toad."

IIS discussion P.8.

48. Proposed to insert NOTE in SR stating: L / / / / Traveler being processed. o
NUREG SR " Momentary transients outside the load and ITS discussion C.42 states tnat this
pg 3.8-9 power factor ranges do no invalidate this is presently attowed in 3 of 4 swr-6s.
3.8.1.10 test." ITS discussion C.42. However, I can only find this

at towance in the Clinton and River
Attowance is present in Clinton and River Bend CTS SRs.
Bend CTS SRs.

49. Proposed to change " energizes auto- A / / / / Traveler required. a
NUREG SR comected shutdown toads through No change in technical requirement.
pg 3.8-10 fautomatic toad sequencer)" in NUREG SR to

|
,

3.8.1.11.c.2 * energizes auto-connected shutdown toads" '

in ITS SR. ITS discussion C.34.

50. Proposed to delete " energized " and L / / / Traveler required. a
NUREG SA "through 1sutomatic load segJencer]" from
pg 3.8-11 NUREG SR statement. ITS discussion C.34.
3.8.1.12.e The NUREG SR requirement is not included

in any plant CTS.

51. Proposed to restate NUREG SR requirement A / / All DGs for the four plants have the o
NUREG SR and remove the listing of separate P.F. same P.F. (.9) requirement.
pg 3.8-13 requirements for each DG. The proposed statement simplifies the
3.8.1.14 ITS discussion C.28.

_
SR recsairement.

52. Preposed to delete "through ttoad L / / / / Traveler required. a
NUREG SR sequencer]" from NUREG SR statement. ITS
pg 3.8-16 discussion C.36.
3.8.1.19 The NUREG SR requirement is not included

in the Perry CTS.

!
.

CHAME TYPES: . . . . . . . A = Achinistrative, AM = Major Achinistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive,
L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated

|
|

.. .a _.. _cs., . - .-.r m .., nu e m re.
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53. Proposed to delete "This is... Revision 3." A / / / / Traveler required. a

NUREG Table ITs discussion C.S.
pg 3.8-18
3.8.1-1 NOTE (b)

54. Proposed editorial changes. ITS A / / / / Traveler in process. o

NUREG tCO discussion C.6.
PG. 3.8-19
3.8.2.c

55. Proposed editorist changes. ITS A / / / / Traveler reg; ired. a

NUREG RA discussion C.32.
pg 3.8-20
3.8.2.A NOTE

56. Proposed to make NUREG SR 3.8.1.8 not L / / / / Traveler in process. o

NUREG SR applicable during operating modes 4 and 5.
pg 3.5-22 ITS discussion C.7.
3.8.2.1

57. Proposed editorial changes. ITS A / / / / Traveler in process. o

NUREG CONDIT!ON discussion C.32.
pg 3.8-23
3.8.3.8

59. Proposed editorial changes (add A / / / / Traveler in process, o

NUREG SR " battery").

pg 3.8.27 ITs discussion C.9.

60. Proposed to add ACTION NOTE requiring M / / Traveler required. o
NUREG RA entry into LCO 3.8.9 ff AC
pg 3.8.36 Vital /Ur interruptable bus de-energized.
NOTE (Similar to CONDITION 3.8.1.D RA.) ITS

discussion C.29.

61. Proposed to replace " handling" with A / / / / Traveler required. a

NUREG RA " movement".
pg 3.8.42 ITs discussion C.28.
3.8.10.A.2.2

CHANE TYPFS: . . . . . . . A = Achinistrative, AM = Major Achinistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive,
L = Technical /tess Restrictive, R = Relocated

erens erranu rnnet. . - v e-* =d - ealae*ad -==~d*'v a - - 3 * aa-
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62. The CTS requirement to perform SRs during x o
shutdown has been deleted in the ITS SR.
CTS discussion A.4 stated that a SR note
vitt timit performance in certalan modes.

63. Values are missing from the submital. x x o

|

CMAleGE TYPES: . . . . . . . A = Adninistrative, AM = Major Adninistrative, M = Technical /More Restrictive,
L = Technical /Less Restrictive, R = Relocated

!
RESOLUTION (XDES:... a = accepted, r = rejecte' W ify, o = open item

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _


