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ABSTRACT

This EG&G [gano, Inc. report reviews the Susquehanna Steam Electric
Station Unit No. 2 submittal for conformance to Generic Letter 83-28,
items 3.1.3 ano 3.2.3.

FOREWORD

This report is supplied as part of the program for evaluating
licensee/applicant conformance to Generic Letter 83-28 "Reguired Actions
based on Generic Implications of Salem ATWS Events." This work is
concucted for tne U.S. Nuclear Regulatery Commission, Office of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation, Division of System Integration by EG&G Icaho, Inc., NRR
anu I & E Support Brancn,

Tne U.S. ikuclear Regulatory Commission fundea the work unger tne
authorization, B&R 20-19-19-11-3, FIN No. D6002.
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ii



CONTENTS

AESTRALT scssossorvrsovassonce S B O NS B B SR e o e B A i1
FOREWORD sevevescnsncs R AR SRS Ry SR RS PR Sa— ii
Vo INTRODUCTION ..csccnnceoscsssescs R LT LT TT TR R PR 1
2. REVIEN REQUIREMENTS ...ccccvssvsssssccssasnessanssnse a0 B e 2
3. REVIEW RESULTS FOR SUSQUEHANNA STEAM ELECTRIC STATION

UNIT NOS. 1 a8 2 scervisissonornsnssusinneotapassbnsbeboasenensms 3

3.1  EvATUALION sceevcicosnosvcsonsescssssssnsasesssassosssssssns 3

3.2 CONCIUSTON L.uiveveesccscssescsscensvsessasssosnssacnsnnsase 3
Be REFEMEMEES .coninsrsvonnessrnessasspasspnntsassssasspowiasnsesbnas 4

iii



CONFORMANCE TO GENERIC LETTER 83-28
ITEMS 3.1.3 AND 3.2.3
SUSQUEHANNA
STEAM ELECTRIC STATION UNIT NO. 2

1. INTRODUCTION

On July 8, 1983, Generic Letter No. 83-28' was issued by
D. G. Eisenhut, Director of the Division of Licensina, Nuclear Reactor
Regulation, to all licensees c¢¢ operating reactors, applicants for
operating licenses, ang hoiders of construction permits. Tnis letter
included required actions based on generic implications of Salem ATWS
esents. Tnese reguirements have been published in Volume 2 of NUREG-1000,
"Generic Implications of ATWS Events at the Salem Nuclear Power P1ant“.2

This report aocuments tne EG&G [cano, Inc. review of tne submittal
from Susquenanna Steam Electric Station Unit No. 1 for conformance“to
tems 3.1.3 anc 3.<.3 of generic Letter 83-28. The suomittal ana otner
documents utilized in this evaluation are referenced in Section 4 of this
report.



2. REVIEW REQUIREMENTS

Item 3.1.3 (Post-maintenance Testing of Reactor Trip System
Components) requires licensees and applicants to identify, if applicable,
any post-maintenance test requirements for the reactor trip system (RTS) in
existing technical specifications wnich can be gemonstratea to degrade
rather than ennance safety. Item 3.2.3 extends tnis same requirement to
include all otner safety-related components. Any proposed technical
specification changes resulting from tnis action snall receive a
pre-implementaticn review by hRC.

Tne relevant suomittal for Susquehanna Steam Electric Station Unit
%0. )| was reviewed to determine compliance with items 3.1.3 and 3.2.3 of
the Generic Letter, First, tne submittal for this plant was reviewed to
getermine that these two items were specifically aadressed. Second, the
submittal was checkes to cetermine if there were any post-maintenance test
items specifiec by the technical specifications that were suspected to
gegrage ratner than ennance safety. Last, the submittal was reviewed for
evigence of special conditions or other significant information relating to
the two items of concern,

The BWR Owners Group is presently adcressing Generic Letter 83-Z8 item
~.5.?3 Jhicn may result in proposea cnanges to the tecnnical
specification reguirements for surveillance testing frequency and
out-of-service intervals for surveillince testing. Tne primary concern of
item 4.5.3 is the surveillance testing intervals. Items 3.1.3 and 3.2.3
are specifically airecteg at post-maintenance test requirements. Tnese
concerns are essentially independent. However, the evaluations of these
concerns are coordinated so that any correlation between these concerns
will be adequately considered. Since no specific proposil to change the
technical specifications has peen proposed, there is no identifiable neea
at this time for correlating the reviews of item 4.5.3 with this review.
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. 3. REVIEW RESULTS FOR SUSQUEHANNA STEAM ELECTRIC STATION
UNIT NO. 2

3.1 Evaluation

Pennsylivania Power & Light Company, the licensee for Susquehanna Steam
Electric Station Unit No. 1 provided responses to items 3.1.3 and 3.2.3 of
Generic Letter 83-28 on November 4, 1983.4 Within the responses, the
licensee's evaluation for items 3.1.3 and 3.2.3 is that, following a review
of the technical specifications, there were no post-maintenance test
requirements icentified for the reactor trip system or otner safety-related
components wnich tendea to cegrade rather than enhance plant safety.

3.2 Conclusion

g8asea on tne licensee's statement that they nave reviewed their
tecnnical specification reguirements to igentify any post maintenance
testing wnicn couls be cemocnstrateg to degrade rather than ennance”safety
and foung none tnat degraged sarety, we fing the licensee's respunses
acceptascie.

Tne licensee's commitment to pursue this concern througn his
participation in the BWROG Technical Specification Review Committee
provides acaitional assurance that tne technical specifications will
continue to provide a basis for safe plant operaton and is acceptable.



