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By letter dated July 29, 1988, ana supplemented on June 2, 1989, PSELG
responded to GL 88-01. By letter dated November 8, 1989, the staff informed
PSE&G that their programs were fully acceptable and satisfied all of the
requirements in GL 88-01 except for the TSs on ISI and leak detection.
Specifically, PSE&G did not propose to incorporate into its TS 1) the
unidentified leakage 1imit of 2 gpm increase in any 24-hour period or less,
and 2) a statement regarding a piping ISI program that conforms to the staff
positions in GL 88-01.

3.0 EVALUATION

In its July 25, 1991 letter, as supplemented May 11, 1992, PSE&G proposed the
following TS changes to fully conform with guidance in GL 88-0] and
Supplement 1 to GL 88-01:

1. Add new Surveillance Requirement 4.0.5.f to read "The Inservice
Inspection Program for piping identified in NRC Generic Letter 88-01
shall conform to the staff positions on schedule, methods, and
personnel, and sample expansion included in that generic letter, or
as otherwise approved by the NRC." Additionally, a revision to the
applicable bases section was proposed to indicate that TS 4.0.5
conforms to the ISI guidance contained ir 5L 88-01. The staff has
reviewed this proposed TS change and concludes that it meets the
intent of GL 88-01. Therefore, the licensees' proposal i3
acceptable.

2. Rewrite TS 3.4.3.1, LEAKAGE DETECTION SYSTEMS, to clearly identify
the individual OPERABILITY requirements and ACTIONs for each leakage
detection system. The staff has reviewed this proposed TS change and
concludes that it addresses the concerns that the staff previously
expressed in an NRC letter dated November 8, 1989. The proposed
changes also conform with the guidance of NUREG 1433, BWR 4 Standard
Technical Specifications (final draft) and Supplement 1 to GL 88-01.
Therefore, the licensees’ proposal is acceptable.
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The Ticensees requested to add a new Limiting Condition for Operation
(LCO) 3.4.3.2.e to read "2 gpm or greater increase in UNIDENTIFIED
LEAKAGE within any period of 24 hours or less." With the licensees’
concurrence an editorial change was made to the new LCO. The words
“or greater" were determined to be unnecessary and left the new LCO
open to misinterpretation. For clarity the words "or greater" were
deleted. This change was editorial and did not change the intent of
the licensees’ proposed LCO. The licensees' proposed LCO, as edited,
meets the intent of GL 88-01 and is therefore acceptable.

Additionally, a new TS ACTION statement was added to specify actions
required when the new LCO is exceeded. With the licensees’
concurrence an editorial change was made to the new TS ACTION
statement 3.4.3.2.e. The phrase "...exceeding the above limit,
implemert..." was changed to read "...exceeding the 1imit in e above,









