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Specifications to establish a battery testing program, including
both service testing and performance testing, consistent with
Regulatory Guide 1.129 and IEEE Standard 450-1987, "“1EEE
Recommended Practice for Maintenance, Testing, and Replacement of
Large lLead Storage Batteries." The proposed specifications
regarding the tests are also consistent with NUREG-0752, Revision
4, “Standard Technical Specifications (8TS) for Westinghouse
Pressurized Water Reactors". These proposed changes may be
described as follows:

a. TS 15.4.6, "Emergency Power System Periodic Tests", specifies
periodic surveillance requirements for both diesel generators
and batteries. The first proposed change retitles Section B
as "Safety-Related Station Batteries" vice the present, more
generic "Station Batteries". An identical change is proposed
in the text to TS 15.4.6.B.1. A paragraph has also been added
to explain that this specification is applicable to all four
safety-related station batteries and the safety-related swing
battery D205. This change is essentially a consideration for
the future configuration of the station batteries because, at
present, all four staticn batteries, D05, D06, D105, and D106,
are safety-related. However, as mentioned in our September
29, 1989 lel.er and in our response to the Electrical
Distribution System Functional Inspection dated August 3,
1990, it is our intention to install a new non-safety-related
station battery for the purpose of powering several large non-
safety-related loads presently carried by the station
batteries, thus relieving the safety-related-batteries of
significant loading. The proposed title change will
specifically delineate the surveillance as applicable to the
safety-related station batteries only.

b. The present TS 15.4.6.B.4 describes the performance testing
requirements for the station batteries. We are proposing that
this TS be replaced by a new TS 15.4.6.B.4 which defines a
more restrictive, more definitive, and more conservative
testing program. The new TS 15.4.6.B.4.a defines the
eighteen-month required service test, and the wording
presented essentially duplicates the STS except for the
requirement that the test be conducted during shutdown. This
restriction is unnecessary for a battery whose loads are not
unit-specific. At Point Beach, all four safety-related
batteries carry loads which are common to both units. The
stipulation that the battery test be conducted while shut down
would thus require .hat both units be shut down to conduct a
battery test. This is an unacceptable restriction.

As discussed previously, our intention is to install, by the









Document Control Desk
May 10, 1991
Page 7

significant hazarde consideration. For the reasons discussed in
the following, operation of the facility in accordance with the
proposed amendment will not (1) involve a significant increase in
the probability or conseguences of an accident previously
evaluated, (2) create the possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously evaluated, or (3) involve a
significant reduction in a margin of safety.

The proposed changes to TS 15.4.6.B impose more stringent and more
frequent test requirements for the batteries than present
requirements. Additionally, the tests will be pertormed with the
tested battery off-~line and replaced by a swing safety-related
battery, Battery testing with the batteries on-line has been a
part of the Point Beach Technical Specitications since plant start-
up and was evaluated and approved during the initial plant
licensing. Continued battery testing with the batteries off-line
has less impact on potential plant operations and, therefore, has
no effect on previously evaluated accidents. Off«line testing and
more stringent service and performance testing wil! serve to
provide greater assurance that the batteries are fully capable of
performing their safety-related functions. The provisions for this
testing does not create the potential for new accidents not
previously analyzed, By the same reasoning, there is no
significant reduction in the margin of safety. In fact, the more
stringent surveillance requirements should result in an increase in
margin of safety by providing more thorough and more freqguent
assurances of battery operability.

During the conversations on September 20, 1990, Dr. Saba also
requested we provide additional information concerning the service
test and performance test testing profiles. 1In the bases proposed
with these technical specification revisions, we have stated that
the design duty cycle for the service test is defined in the FSAR,
Section 8.2, The service test duty cycle is based on a loss of
off-site power coincident with actuation of safeguards loads in one
unit., Dr. Saba requested that we provide load profiles to better
describe these duty cycles. The existing service test duty cycles
for batteries DO5, DO6, and D105/D106 are provided in Figures 1~3
attached. Also included as Figures 4 and & are the load profiles
for the performance tests for DO5/D06 and D10%/D106 respectively.

Also discussed during the September 20 telephone call were our
plans to install an additional non-safety-related station battery.
Once this installation is completed (it is presently scheduled for
1993 following the installation of the fifth safety-related
battery), it is our intention to remove the major non-safety-
related loads, the DC turbine lube oil pumps (1P37D and 2P37D),
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from the safety-related batteries DO5 and DO6 respectively. When
this is done the service test load profiles for the batteries DOS
and DO6 will be reduced. 1In ligures 6 and 7, we have provided the
duty cycle profiles for DO5 and DO6 following the removal of these
loads. By comparison with Figure 4, it ie apparent that the
performance test will, in all reapects, bound the service test
profile. After these modifications have been completed, the FSAR
will be amended to include the reviced duty cycle definitions and
will include the service test profiles.

On a separate matter, Wisconsin Electric submitted Technical
Specification Change Request 132, "LCO's for Power Distribution on
Safeguards Buses," to you on September 22, 1989, It is our
understanding through Mr. Warren Swenson, our Project Manager prior
to July 1, 1990, that the staff has completed their review of this
change request. Mr. Swenson informed us that one of the reviewers
requested we consider removing the phrase "...including Black Plant
start-up..." from TS 15,3.7.A.2 which begins with the following
sentence: "A.2 Under abnormal conditions, including Black Plant
start-up, one reactor may be wade critical providing the following
conditions are met..." The reviewer's concerns are that the term
"Black Plant" is undelined; the ST8 do not use this term; and, to
his knowledge, no other plant has thiy phrase in its
specifications,

We have considered this matter, and we concur with the proposed
deletion of the words “"including Black Plant start-up" from the
first sentence of TS 15,3.7.A.2. We have attached a revised TS
Page 15.3,7-2. which incorporates the change.

We have evaluated this proposed change in accordance with the
standards specified in 10 CFR 50,92 and have determined that this
proposed chanae involves no significant hazards considerations.
“Blacl Plant start-up" itself (s an abnormal condition and,
therefore, its removal does nothing to change the meaning or intent
of the specification. This change ie thus only administrative in
nature, As such, the change has nc effect on actual or potential
plant operations, cannot affect the probability or consequences of
any accident previously analyzed, cannot create a new accident, and
has no impact on the margin to safety of any accident previously
evaluated.
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Please contact us if you have any questions concerning this license
amendment application.

Vary truly yours,
/ %///
L‘L ',&

C. W. Fay
Vice President
Nuclear Power

Attachment

Copies to NRC Regional Administrator, Region III
NRC Resident Inspector

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this |1 _day of &\\aA% , 1991,

Y 7 A i :
L‘LQ ,L N\ o \y EA L Sd AN “-,L. B P / A
Notary Public, State of Wisconsin

My Commission expires ° - - |,
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