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MEVMORANDUM FOR: Derrel) G. Eisenhut, Cirector, Division of Licensing, NRR
FROM: Richarc W. Starostecki, Director, Division of Project and
Resident Programs _
SUBJECT: SUSQUEHANNA UNIT 2 TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS COMPA@ISON,~ o
WITH SELECTED AS-BUILT SYSTEMS -

TECHNICAL EVALUATION REPORT (TER)

Enclosed is the final TER deted March 30, 1984 prepzre” by Frznklin Research
Cenzer (FRC) with assistance from Regcion 1 Steff. An zudit of selected systems
for comgatidility with ¢their corretpond. Technical Specifications (TS) found
no substentive discrepancies. A dreft TER wes previously submitted to you by
my March 20, 1984 memorancum: this final repert is essentizlly identical.

Cur previcus conclusions regcarding OL reccommendaztion remain unéltered.

SSL.IVTENL SE.ECUEC TOY TNTE COmSAPISCr WhCivceEs:

- 27 Containmens Isolazion Valves (PIIV's)
- 6 Vecuum Brezkers (Drywell to Wetwell)
- 2 Automatic Depressuriza+ion Valves (SRV's)

- 12 sets of Seconcary Containment Ventilation System Automatic Isolation
Dampers

Suppressien Pocl Weter Volume (maximum &nd minimum water levels)

Diesel Generator Fuel 0il Cay Tank Level

The criy neteble discrepancy involvecd the lack of quantitative criteriz (in the
essocisted J&C surveillance procecures) for limit switch setting and calibra-
tior for the suppression chamber drywell vacuur relief breaker velves (vacuum
brezkers). This is described in TER Section Z.Z, anc is the subject of &
proposed Notice of Deviation 10 be issued to the licensee in Inspection Report
50-388/84-12. The licensesz's response to and corrective actions for this
Deviaticn will be evaluated by Region I within the next several months, and in
any case prior to your consideration for a full power license for Unit 2

(tentztively projected for June 1984).
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The significance of improperly calibrated 1imit switches would be to poten-
tially allow vacuum relief breakers, which were inoperable in the open position
(and yet incicated as fully closed), to bypass the suppression pool in case of
én accicent &nc possibly over pressurize the conteinment. TS &.€. 4 reguires
verification of velve operebility by cycling each vecuum brezker thrcugh one
complete cycle of full travel, and observing proper position indicator
response. Also, calitrztion of the limit switches and verificetion of proper
opening setpoint (0.5 psid = S%) are requirec to be performec once per 18
months per TS. However, wnile FSAR Section 6.2.1.1.3.2 describes acdjustiment of
the limit switctes, no numerical criteriz have been translated into 1&C “
procedures.

Other recommencations of the FRC report included:

(1) addition 1o TS tzble 3.6.3-1 of those pri:
valves ("7Tirst" velves, immediztely oSutbo
for which exermptions to local leak rate =
were grantec, Sut which are stil] treated
FCIV's
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) re-evaluation of both the high and low level alarm setpoints fer
suppressicn peel water volume following resolution of the
ciscrepancy in the maximum value specified in the TS vs FSAR
(the former being 1950 cudbic feet grezter than the latter)

Item (1) above represents & ceneric issue which hes been icentified zt other
plants, and is in that sense not restrictecd to Suscuehannz &lone. Items (2)
ent {3) are Susguenanna-specific and, for that reason, Regier ] recemmends
tnét hAR issue the enciosed TER to PPEL requ'ring a response to &nd
resclution of &1] recommencetions anc/or Ciscrepancies describec within (with
the erception of the vacuum breeker 1imit switches, which will te resolved by
Region .Isinspection)
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Finally, édditional observations made by FRC curing PCIV physical inspection

raised a cuestion concerning envircnmenta] qualification of certain NAMCID limit

swisches anc junction boxes loceted insice primary contéinment (TER Section
2.7). Wwe recommend this issue be followed 2s part of the Unit 2 license
concition relztec to envircnment gualificeticon, with resolution prior to March

AL L -

Richard W. Starcstecki, Director
Division of Project and
Resident Frograms
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