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3/4,7.12 FIRE BARRIER PENETRATIONS

This specification deleted.

FARLEY-UNIT 1 374 7-94 AMENDMENT NO,




INSTRUMENTATION
BASES

3/4.3,3,8 ACCIDENT MONITORING INSTRUMENTATIu

The OPERABILITY of the accident monitoring in. ‘rumentation ensures that
sufficient information is available on selected plan. parameters to monitor
and assess these variables folloving an accident.

In the event more thun four sensors in a reactor vessel level indicating
yystem channel are inoperable, repairs may only be possible during the next
refueling outege. This is because the sensors are accessible only after the
missile shield is removed. If only one channel is inoperable, it shall be
restored to OPERABLE status as soon as reasonably possible. If both channels
are inoperable, at least one channel should be restored to OPERABLE status no
later than by the er * of the next refueling outage.

Vith the number nf OPERABLE RVLIS channels less than the minimum channels
required to be OPERABLE, the inoperable channels must be restorved vithin 48
hours or an alternate method of monitoring the reactor vessel level must be
initiated. Monitoring pressurizer level and upperhead subcooling is an
acceptable alternative to the RVLIS since the RVLIS is primarily used to
detect the formation of a void in the reactor vessel head.

A channel check of the RVLIS is a comparison of each valid sensor with
its corresponding sensor in the opposite train to verify they display the
same state (i.e., covered or uncovered). 1f the corresponding sensor in the
opposite train is invalid then the level at that location can be determined
bused upon the state of the next highest sensor, pressurizer level, and
upperhead subcooling.

A channel calibration of the RVLIS involves the calibration of the

digital to analog and analog to digital converters, the cold reference
junction, and the pover supplies.

3/4,3,3,9 FIRE DETECTION INSTRUMENTATION

This specification deleted.
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INSTRUMENTA TON

9 FIRE DETECTION INSTRUMEN

|

This specification deleted ve 4 3-60 | 3 60a deleted

AMENDMENT N




g yIL:

PLANT SYSTEMS
3/4,7.11 FIRE SUPPRESSION SYSTEMS

This specification deleted.

FARLEY-UNIT 2

Pages 3/4 7-53 chrouzh /4 7.63 deleted.

3/4 7-52 AMENDMENT NO.




PLANT SYSTEMS

3/4.7.,12 FIRE BARRIER PENETRATIONS

This specification deleted.

FARLEY-UNIT 2 3/4 7-64 AMENDMENT NO.
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PLANT SYSTEMS
BASES

Ll b B 2l R e o o g it'.‘.".'at.ll‘&l.l.RU.C'I-...I.....II-..-'..8--..

The service life of a snubber is evaluated via manufacturer input and
information throufh consideration of the snubber service conditions and
associated installation and maintenance records (nevly installed snubber, seal
replaced, spring replaced, in high radiation area, in high temperature area,
etc...). The requirement to monitor the snubber service life is included to
ensure that the snubbers periodically undergo a performance evaluation in viev
of their age and operating conditions. These records will provide statistical
bases for future consideration of snubber service life. The requirements for
the maintenance of records and the snubber service life reviev are not
intended to affect plant operation.

3/4.7.10 SEALED SOURCE CONTAMINATION

The limitations on removable contamination for sources requiring leak
testing, including alpha emitters, is based on 10 CFR 70.39(c) limits for
plutonium, This limitation will ensure that leakage from byproduct, source,
and special nuclear material sources vill not exceed allovable intake values.

Sealed source. are classified into three groups with surveillance
requirements commensurate vith the probability of damage to a source in that
group. Those sources which are frequently handled are required to be tested
more cften than those which are not, Sealed sources which are continuously
enclosed vithin a shielded mechanism (i.e. sealed sources within radiation
monitoring or boron measuring devices) are considered to be stored and need
not be tested unless they are removed from the shielded mechanism.

3/4.7.11 FIRE SUPPRESSION SYSTEMS

This specification deleted,

FARLEY-UNIT 2 B 3/4 7-6 AMENDMEN. NO,




PLANT SYSTEMS
BASES

3/4.7.12 FIRE BARRIER PENETRATIONS

This specification deleted,
3/4.7.13 AREA TEMPERATURE MONITORING

The area temperature limitations ensure that safety-related equipment
vwill not be subjected to temperatures in excess of their environmental
qualification temperatures. Exposure to excessive temperatures may degrade
equipment a. ' an cause a loss of its OPERABILJTY. The temperature limits
include an al'.ovance for instrument error of 2 F.

FARLEY-UNIT 2 B 3/4 7-7 AMENDMENT NO,
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C:nahf;ah

(umz‘r 1)

Fire Protection Procram

Alabama Power Company sha)) maintain in effect and ¢u11,
Implement all o istong of the app .
plan. The approved Fire protection yian CONSists ur the //
document entitled, "Fariey Nuclear Plant Fire Protectind
Program Reevaluation" which includes:

vved (e Priwmte L

tial Issue, submitted with letter dated Septe

t Tj} 15, 1977,

dated Februapy 23, 1978,
2, submitted with letter dated

Amendwent 1, submitted with Tetter

14, 1978;

Amendment I\ submitted with letter cated October 27, 1978;

Amendment 4, sofmitted with letter o January 3, 19874,
The 1icensee mey proceed with and s required to complete the
mdifications {dentified in v 2 pAd 3 of the NRC's

Joseph M. Farley Safety Evaludtion Repgrt, Fire Protection Review,
Unit Nos. 1 and 2 dated Februar

» J979. Most of the modifications
will be completed before the erd ufAhe second refueling outage

for Unit No. 1. Exceptions are ¢ ¢ detectors, penetration
se2ls and barriers which will te/tomileted by September 1, 1980.

In the event that these moddfd stions annot be completed as
fdentified 1n Tables 1,

nsee shall submit a report,
explaining the circumstane h ' & revised schedule
for NRC approval, /

Administrative contro)

implemented as describéd in NRC's Safety Evaly
February 12, 1978,

enges and procedure eevisions shall be
ion Report dated

Further, by January 1, 1980, Alabams Power Company ekall provide
for Comnissfon review and obtain Commission approval wf the final
design of the Modifications prior to implementation which would

allow the

ctor to be talken to cold shutdown without {ance on
the cable spreading rvom, or the control room.

protection program modifications are described in th

fon approved Farley Nuclear Plant Fire Protection Prograw
2 Power Company 1s authorized to make ot

her changes to the\
ppegram without prior Commissfon approval provided that such changes
0 not result in a decrease in the effectiveness of the program.




seribe

Elved 9 \
AR P Py I a3 S appro
IgUE t 24
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| " ptember | 19R¢

December 2 ¢
) Alabama Pover Comj
0 AN\ 5
pany may make changes !

vithout o Or ¢
app? al of

Commi ss
ani vould ) §
{ \ “ff
11 @

ability t : \
n afe




(UNIT 2.)

.‘-

€. Performance of any test at a power leve! cifferent from the
level {n the descrided program; ang
d.  Faflure to complete any tests fncluded in the described

program (planned or scheduled) for power levels up to the
authorized power level,

(4) The lfcensee shall not use the spent fuel cask crane for the
purpose of moving spent fuel casks prior to approval by the NRC

of the 11fting devices which attach the spent fuel cask to the
crane.

(§) The interval for testing pumps and valves in.-accordance wich
10 CFR §0.55 a(g)(2) 18 120 months commencing with the start of
commercial operation. The licensee shall previde additional
information needed by the NRC to complete 1ts detailed review
of the licensee's inservice testing progrem for pumps and valves

no latar than 6 months prior to the end of the first 120-month
interval.

(6) Fire Protection Program

11censee shall maintain 1n effect and fully feplesent all
prov{sions of the approved fire protection plan except as modiffed
by the&XRC's Joseph M, Farley Sefety Evaluation Repore, Fi
Protection Review, Units 1 and 2, transmitted to the 1{cepdee on
April 13, Y979 (Fire Protection SER). The tpproved fipe protection
plan. consists™af the document entitled *Farley Nue! Plant Fire
Protection Prograg Reevaluation® whic! includes:

ch/@ca Inftial Issue, subaitied with letter dated Segtember 15, 1977;
with Avendment 1, submitted with letter dates edbruary 23, 1978;
-E//ow:J Apendoent 2, submitted with lethepfited July 14, 1978;
cond /' F/em.

Aseadment 3, submitted with tir drted Uctober 27, 1978;

Apendment 4, subzitted Tetter dated vary 3, 1979, and
arended by letter dated October 21, 1980.

Agninfstrative cefitrol changes and procedure revi ons shall
be implemented and mafntained 1n effect as described™in NRC's
Fire Pro on SER,

The 1icensee shall comply with the fire protection program §
fopth 1n Appendix R to 10 CFR Part 50 {n accorgance with the
quirements of §50.48 of 10 CFR Part 0. N



UNIT 2 OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-8

2.C.(6) Fire Protection Program

Alabama Fover Company shall implement and maintain in effect all
provisions of the approved fire protection program as described in
the Final Safety Analysis Report for the facility and as approved
it the Fire Protection SERs dated February 12, 1979, August 24,
1983, December 30, 1983, November 19, 1985, September 10, 1986 and
December 29, 1986, Alabama Pover Company may make changee to the
approved fire protection program vithout prior approval of the
(emrission only if those changes would not adversely affect the
ability to achieve and maintain safe shutdown.
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ATTACHMENT 4
SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION
Page 2

‘,!; ‘ and Attachment ¢ t Anpendi 15 t the FSAS nmitailte t he
‘ ik y 8 1 :

requirements that replace those wvhich have been proposed for deletion fron
 l

a. ‘1."( propo ed "H}‘l'@" ¥ill not 1 OLVE a signiticant 11 reass in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated

because the Technical Specification requirements to maintain the

fire protection systems have been replaced with the requirement:s
whit '

following changes to these Technical Specification requirements
have been made to the requirements which appear in Attachment C t¢

A pp



ATTACHMENT 4
SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS EVALUATION

Page 3

® The requirement that each fire pump develop at least 2500 gpm at
a system head of 125 psi wvas revised to specify at least 2500
gpm at a differential head of 125 psi.

® The lists of fire suppression systems were updated to reflect
Appendix R commitments,

The operability and surveillance requirements will be maintained in

the FSAR and plant procedures where changes must be evaluated in
accordance with 10 CFR 50.59, The provisions of 10 CFR 50.59 allow
changes to be made to the FSAR and plant procedures vithout prior NRC
approvel., Changes to the fire protection program in the FSAR and plant
procedures may be made only if the changes will not adversely affect the
akility to achieve and maintain safe shutdown. Per Technical
Specifications 6.5,1.6(b) and 6.5.1.7(a), the Plant Operations Reviev
Committee (PORC) wvill continue to reviev safety evaluations prepared in
accordance with the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59 for changes to the fire
protection program implementation and recommend in writing approval or
disapproval of such safety evaluations to the General Manager-Nuclear
Plant. Additionally, Technical Specification 6.8 1(f) requires that
wvritten procedures be established, implemented and maintained covering
the fire protectien program implementation. These administrative
controls will ensure that changes to the operability and surveillance
requirements are performed in accordance with 10 CFR 50,59 and will not
involve an increase in the probability or consequences of an accident or
adversely affect the ability to achieve and maintain safe shutdown.
Therefore, the deletion of Technical Specifications 3/4,3,3.9,
3/4.7.,11.1, 3/4.7.11.2, 3/4.7.11.3, 3/4.7.11.4, 3/4,7.11.5 and

3/4.7.12 and the placement of the same operability and surveillance
requirements inte the FSAR and plant procedures will not involve a
significant increase in the probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated.

These changes do not create the possibility of a nev or different kind
of accident from any accident previously evaluated. The requirements
to maintain cperability of the detection instrumentation, the fire
suppression water system, the spray and/or sprinkler systems, the CO
systems, the fire hose stations, the yard fire hydrants and hydrant
hose houses, and the five barrier penetrations and to perform
surveillance requirements to ensure operability of these systems are
retained; these requirements have simply been moved from tlie Technical
Specifications to the FSAR. Plant procedures will be developed from
the existing procedures that implement this Technical Specification to
ptovide specific instructions for 'mplementing the operability and
surveillance requirements., Therefore, the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated will
not be created by these changes.
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AP

The proposed change vill not involve a significant reduction in the
margin of safety because this administrative control vill be maintained
in the FSAR where changes must be evaluated in accordance with 10 CFR
50.59. The provisions of 10 CFR 50.59 allov changes to be made to the
FSAR without prior NRC approval. Changes to the fire protection program
in the FSAR may be made only if the changes will not adversely affect
the ability to achieve and maintain safe shutdown in the event of a
fire. Additionally, the established administrative controls

discussed in item (a) above will ensure that changes to this
requirement are performed in accordance with 10 CFR 50.59 and will not
involve a reduction in the margin of safety or adversely affect the
ability to achieve and maintain safe shutdown in the event of a fire.
Therefore, the deletion of this technical specification and the
placement of the same operability and surveillance requirements into
the FSAR will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.

3. Revision of Minimum Staffing Requirements Footnote on Technical
Specification Page 6-2:

a'

The proposed change will not 1uvolve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated because
the change is an editorial clarification. The footnote provides an
exception to the minimum staffing requirements for the fire brigade and
the health physics technician. The exception to the minimum staffing
requirements for the fire brigade has been replaced by the requirements
vhich are discussed in Appendix ®B to the FSAR, along with the minimum
fire brigade staffing requirements. The changes to the exception to the
health physics technician staffing requirements (Footnote on Page 6-2)
are necessary as a result of the removal of the fire brigade from the
footnote. These changes are strictly editorial. Therefore, this
proposed change will not involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

This change does not create the possibility of a new or different kind
of accident from any accident previously evaluated. The requirement
to maintain minimum firve brigade staffing is retained; this
requirement has simply been moved from the Technical Specifications to
the FSAR. Therefore, the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated will not be created by
this change.

The proposed change vill not involve a significant reduction in the
margin of safety because this administrative contrel will be maintained
in the FSAR vhere changes must be evaluated in accordance with 10 CFR
50.59. The provisions of 10 CFR 50,59 allow changes to be made to the
FSAR without prior NRC approval. Changes to the fire protection program
in the FSAR may be made only if the changes will not adversely affect
the ability to achieve and maintain safe shutdown in the event of a
fire. Additionally, the established administrative controls

discussed in item (a) above will ensure that changes to this
requirement are performed in accordance with 10 CFR 50.59 and will not
involve a reduction in the margin of safety or adversely affect the
ability to achieve and maintain safe shutdown in the event of a fire.
Therefore, the deletion of this technical specification and the
placement of the same operabllity and surveillance requirements into
the PSAR will not involve a significant reduction in the margin of
safety.
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4., Revision of Unit 1 license condition 2.C.(4) and Unit 2 license condition
2.C.(6)1

a.

The proposed changes will not involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident previously evaluated. The
existing license conditions require all provisions of the approved fire
protection program to be maintained in effect, and require that any
changes which wvould decrease the effectiveness of the fire protection
program receive prior Commission approval, The new license conditions
also require all provisions of the approved fitre protection program to
be maintained in effect, and that changes to the fire protection program
be made under the provisions of 10 CFR 50.59 only if the changes will
not adversely affect the ability to achieve and maintain safe
shutdown. The nev license conditions simply change the criteria by
vhich Alabama Power Company is authorized to make changes to the
program vithout prior NRC approval. These nev criteria preserve the
ability to achieve and maintain safe shutdown of the plant in the
event of a fire. The overall objective of the existing fire
protection program and license conditions is to ensure safe shutdown
of the plant in the event of a fire. Therefore, the nev license
conditions are consistent with the objective of the existing license
conditions and NRC Generic Letter 86-10. Consequently, these changes
will not involve a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated.

These changes do not create the possibility of a nev or different kind
of accident from any accident previously evaluated. The nev license
conditions will ensure that the ability to achieve and maintain safe
shutdown in the event of a fire is preserved. Since these new license
conditions are consistent with the objective of the old license
conditions, these changes will not create the possibility of a nev or
different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated.

The proposed changes will not involve a significant reduction in the
margin of safety. All modifications identified in Tables 1, 2 and 3 of
the NRC's Joseph M. Farley Safety Evaluation Report, Fire Protection
Review, Unit Nos. 1 and 2 dated February 12, 1979 have been
dispositioned, as required by the existing Unit 1 and Unit 2 license
conditions. Administrative contrel changes and procedure revisions
discussed in the February 12, 1979 SER have been completed and
Commission approval of design modifications which would allow the
reactor to be taken to cold shutdown without reliance on the cable
spreading room or control room was obtained, as required by the existing
Unit 1 license condition. Appendix 9B to the FSAR documents Alabama
Powver Company’s compliance with the fire protection program set forth in
Appendix R to 10 CFR Part 50 in accordance with the requirements of
paragraph 50.48 of 10 CFR Part 50, which is required by the existing
Unit 2 license condition. Therefore, all provisions of acceptance in
the existing license conditions have been addressed and the adoption of
the proposed new license conditions simply changes the criterion by
which Alabama Power Company is authorized to make changes to the
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approved program. As discussed in a, above, the nev license conditions
are consistent with the objective of the existing license conditions.
According'y, these proposed changes will not involve a significant
reduction in the margin ot safety.

Conclusion

Based upon the analysis provided herein, Alabama Pover Company has determined
that the proposed changes to the Technical Specifications and license
conditions will not involve a significant inctease in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously evaluated, create the possibility of a
nev or different kind of accident from any accident previously evaluated, ot
involve a significant reduction in a margin of safety. Therefore, Alabama Pover
Company has determined that these proposed changes meet the requirements of 10
CFR 50.92(c) and do not involve a significant hazards consideration.




