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sooner in a pressurization transient than previously assumed because the SIAS
actuates at a containment pressure of 2.8 psig and the CSAS at 4.25 psig.
There is no detrimental effect to starting the air coolers earlier in a
transient and it would have no negative impact on long-term containment
response,

The staff has determined that the proposed change is acceptable. The air
cooling system is independent of the containment spray system and, as noted,
has the same function. The air cooling system is operating (three of the four
cooling units) during normal operation on high speed. A CSAS signal would
reduce the speed of the three operating {ans and start the fourth if offsite
power was available. If not, the loads would be sequenced, two cooling units
per EDG, and started on low speed. As the licensee indicated, and the staff
agrees, starting the cooling units earlier in the accident sequence has no
negative affects. The long-term cooling capability is unaffected in that the
cooling units are designed to function for 1 year post-LOCA as noted in the
UFSAR. Therefore, the proposed change to 7S 4.6.2.2.b is acceptable.

Tie iodine removal units are designed to collect the iodine which could be
released into the containment atmosphere following a postulated LOCA. The
fans would start on a CIS in the current design. As in the system described
above, the start signal is being changed to a $IAS. Although both CIS and
SIAS are actuated at a containment pressure o 2.8 psig, SIAS can also be
actuated by a low pressurizer pressure condition. By switching the signal
from CIS to SIAS, the iodine removal units might be actuated during an event
which did not result in containment pressurization. There is no detrimental
effect operating the iodine removal units during a transient in which they
might not be needed. The effectiveness of the charcoal is tested after every
720 hours of operation per TS 4.6.3.1.c., to ensure that thev still retain the
capacity for iodine removal assumed in the accident analyses.

The staff has deterrined that the proposed change is acceptable. As noted,
the effectiveness of the charcoal filters 's required to be verified on a
specified time basis. Thus, operation during a transient not resulting in
containment pressure will not have a negative effect. Therefore, the proposed
change to TS 4.6.3.1.d.2 is acceptable.

3.0 STATE CONSULTATION

In accordance with the Commission’s regulations, the Maryland State official

was notified of the proposed issuance of the amendment. The State official
had no comments.

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The amenament changes a requirement with respect to insitallation or use of a
facility component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR
Part 20 and changes to the surveillance requirements. The NRC staff has
aetermingd that the amendment involves no significant increase in the amounts,
and no significant change in the types, of any effluents that may be released
offsite, and that there is no significant increase in individual or cumulative






