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require supplementary support to satisfy NRC requirements. The applicant must
clarify in an amendment to the FSAR tn's additional support and provide the
information requested below for both the nuclear steam supply system and some
of the balance of plant equipment as applicable,

(1) Applicant's Tables 3,10A-) and 3.10.8<) of the FSAR which are to be
provided by the applicant in the third quarter of 1984 wil) be reviewed for
completeness, These tables shou'd also reference all the important applicable
standards which are met in the qualification process particularly those
referenced in SRP Section 3,10,

(2) while it {s recognizad that qualification to IEEE 382-1972 was used, since
NMP=2 1n & category 2 plant, the applicant should clarify in the FSAR what
adaitiona) guidelines are used to upgrade the cualification to reflect the
considerations stated in SRP Section 3,10, Indicate what operability testing
s included simultaneous with therm2l aging and discuss fatigue considerations

for number of actuation cycles, since these are not addressed in the 1972
Stlhdh‘d.

(3) In the staff's review of the HPCS diese) generat.*, it is not clear that
the check valve upstream ¢f the a'ir receiver tank is qualified against wel)
established leakage criterir following 4 seismic event, The applicant should
amend the FSAR to clarify how sufficient are capacity is assured to start the
MPCS diese) generator irmediately after a s.ismic event,

(4) while mounted components are described as qualified to acceleraticn levels
gensistent with those transmitted Ly thelr supporting structures, the applicant
is t5 clarify in the FSAR how the equipment intaractions with the mounting are
addressed considering actual deflections,




(§) Although the applicant has comitted to follow the requiremerts and
recommendations of IEEE 344-1975 and RG 1,100 for balance =¥ nlant equipment,
the methods of handling agirg effect on seismic capadil’ty ot both electrical
and mechanical equipment should be clarified in an amendment to the FSAR, In
addition, tne applicant should clarify how the General Electric generically
qualified equipment to IEEE Std, 344-1971, without full use of RG 1,700 which
is applicable to NMP-2, The applicant should alsc describe what additiona)
measures were taken to ensure adequate consideration was given to aging,
sequential testing and upgrading of analytical methods as appropriate.

(6) The applicant should commit within the FSAR to establish a maintenance and
surveillance program to maintain equipment in a qualified status throughout
plant 1ife,

(7) The applicant should amend the FSAR description of 1ts seismic
qualification program and clarify the seismic margin for the required response
spectra employed with respect to safety-related mechanical equipment, Also
while gqualification tests were performed on cabinets, vertical bnard: and

or

o
3

e

hboards for electrical egquipment, the applicant needs to clarify the
methodology used to qualify multicadbinet assemblies, particularly those too

(8) The applicant's description of testing of equipment to fregquencies up to

H2 needs to be extended in the F3AR to address higher freguer.les for the

wut

BOP equipment, The applicant has committed within the FSAR to qualify the SLC

. Yhvy
RCIC and ECCS pump assemdlies, the ADS and main steam SRV accumyulator system to
hydrodynamic loads, However, the FSAR should be amended to clasify what

additiona) safety-related mechanical equipment may see high frequencies from
hydrodynamic loads., Descride in Section 3.10 the tests and analyses conducted
on 1) such equipment to preperly include the envelope of inmput motion produced

VWULES

by hydrodynamic loads.

The staff wil) follow the applicant's effort closely, and will confirm its
{mplementaticon during the onsite audit, During the piant site audit, tho staff
wil) review in detatl the 2pplicant's implementation of the qualification

program to confirm that all applicadle loads and comdbinations of loads have




been defined, operability has been verified through appropriate tests and

analyses, assemblies rather than individua® components have been verified ,
operable, and that for all safety related equipment, opsrability can be assured

through the plant 1ife, Where static coefficent analysis was used to l
cemonstrate seismic adequacy the staff wil) confirm compliance with R,G,1,100, |
Approximately 85% of the equipment must be qualified, documented in ar '
suditable manner, and installed on site before an onsite audit by the staff can

be performed. When the applicant indicates that his work is a least (5%

complete, the staff will then conduct an onsite audit shortly thereafter, The

staff wil) report the results of 1ts audit and the followup and resolution of

its concerns described adbove in & future supplement to the SER,

3.10.2 Pump and Valve Operadility Assurance

The staff evaluation of the adequacy of the pump and valve operability
assurance program consists of two parts., First a determination is made of the
completeness of the prograr with regard to the standards and guides used and
the procedures used for program implementation, This determiration 15 based
upen the sufficiency of information in the FSAR and its supporting documents
which gives evidence that the applicant 1s following a disciplined and thorough
program for pump and valva cperadility assurance, Upon a satisfactory
evaluation of the FSAR information an onsite audit of selected equipment s
performed, This secord part, the audit, 1s to develop the basis for the
staff's judgment regarding the adeguacy and completeness of implementation of
the entire program on pump and valve operability assurance,

The pump and valve operability review team (PYORT) has reviewed the scope,
methocelogy, and procedures of the pump and valve operadility assurance program
described in FSAR Section 3.9.3 and selected parts of FSAR Sections 3.2 and
.58,




The information in the FSAR suggests compliance with the genera) intent

cceptance criteria as specified in the SRP Section 3,10, Based upcn the

commitments in the FSAR, the applicant's qualification program for balance of
plant equipment does meet the requirements and recommendations of IEEE Standard
323+1974 and 1EEE Standard 344-1975. dowever, the qualification program for

the nuclear steam supply system equipment complies with the earlier standard.
IEEE Standard 323+197) and 1EEE Standard 344-197); clarification 1s needed on
*

ome of the additiona) measures taken to upgrade the level of qualificat!

requirements in the areas of aging and dynamic test

- B
andards., The staff requires that ¢ FS

pp refarence RP Sect

pment 3




(4) 1In many cases the motor of an a<sembly was independertly qualified and the
pump sepsrately qualified for operation, using the inputs at the mounting,
Further justification 1s needed in the FSAR to describe how an acceptabdble
qualification of the assemdly was arrived at, considering simyltanecus dynamic
interactions between the pump, motor and pedeste/mounting structure,

(§) Aging and the sequence of environmenta) corditions on the qualification
process i3 only briefly addressed in the FSAR, C(larify how these findings wil)
be reflected in the maintenance and surveillance program, The FSAR should
include the criterfa for the maintenance program as it relates *a equipment
qualification test and analysis results,

(§) The criteria used to determine what auxiliary, active, satety-related
eruipment 1s Included in the FSAR tables of active safaty-related equipment
should be described 'n an amendment to the FSAR, For example, while the MPCS
dlese) generator 1s described in Section 8.3.1.1.2, active valves and other

duxiliary safety related equipment related to the air starting system should be
included in Tadle 3.9A-9.

(7) The FSAR should be amended to iInclude the gereric testing criteria for
qualifying check valves for service conditions. The FSAR should address
tontiderations of load conditions (end leads, vidbrations, seismic and reverse
flow) and environmental conditions (therma) and radration aging of sensitive
materfals) and their impact on valve function and valve leakags,

The applicant should submit FSAR Amendments to reso.- the identified FSAR
deficiencies, In addition, the PYORT will follow the applicant's effort
closely, and will confirm its implementation during the cn-site plant audit,
Quring the on-site plant audit the staff will review in detal! the
implementation of the applicant's program to confirm that al) applicadle loads
and comdinations of loads have been cefined, operability has been verified
through appropriate tests and analyses, assemblies racher than {adividua)




components have been verified operable, and that for all] safety-related
equipment operzbility can be assured through the plant life. At least 85% of
the safety-related equipment must be qualified, documented in an auditable
manner, and installed before an on-site planc 2udit by the PVORT can be
performed. When the spplicant indicates that his work has reached this status
the PVORT will schedule an on-site audit. The staff will report the results of
the audit and the followup and resolution of the concerns described above in a
future supplement to the SER.
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DOCKET NO. 50-410 DISTRIBUTION
MEMORANDUM FOR: Elinor Adensam, Director PSB R/F
BWR Project Directorate No. 3 F. Witt
Division of BWR Licensing J. Kudrick
D. Vassallo
FROM: Gus C. Lafnas, Assistant Director G. Lainas

Division of BWR Licensing
SUBJECT: NINE MILE POINT UNIT 2 TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION

The Plant Systems Branch has reviewed the applicable sections of the
applicant's submittal, dated August 6, 1986, regarding additional Technical
Specification changes. We have completed our review for all the requested
changes except one. The MSIV related change has required significant amounts
of added information which we have recently received. This issue should be
resolved prior to exceeding 5% power since the MSIV's have been leak tested
but, by a test method which has not beer approved by the staff, The fact that
tests have been performed provided reasonable assurance that some degree of
leak tightness has been demonstrated, even {f further testing becomes necessary.
For the remaining changes, we find them acceptable with minor modifications
(the marked up pages are enclosed). Additionally, changes related to 10 CFR
50, Appendix J, required a suppor*ing SER which is also enclosed. Our SALP
for this effort is attached.

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY

D. VASSALLO FOR

Gus C. Lainas, Assistant Director
Divisfon of BWR Licensing

Enclosures: As stated

c¢ w/enclosures:
R. W. Houston
T. Spe:s

D. Crutchfield
£. Rosst

C. Schulten

M. Haughey

Contact: F. Witt (X28440)

.
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Subject: Justification for Technical Specification Change to Main Steam a
Isolatfon Yalve Leak Rate

The currant Nine Mile Pofnt Unit 2 Tichnfcal Specificatfon Tadble 3.6.1.2-] ;
allows six standard cudbic foot per hour (scfh) of leak rate per Main Steam |
Isolation Yalve (MS1Y), This leak rate is based on potentfal bypass
analytical Yimit of 6 scfh of leakage through the valve under
Loss-of-Caolant-Accident (LOCA) condition. To ensure that the MSIV leak rate
fs within the Technical Specification 1imft, the MSIV ball valve is leak
tested through a test connection such that the volume between the valve's two
seats {s pressurized to test condition. The flow resistance under this test
cordition (two seats in parallel) {s less than the flow resistance that would
be encountered under the LOCA condition (two seats in series). Thus, the leak
rate when testing the valves between the seats could exceed 6 scfh but still
satisfy the LOCA potential bypass analytical limit for leakage through the
valve. Calculations show that a leak rate under field test conditfon of 14.86
scfh (valve seats in parallel) {s equivalent to the LOCA bypass analytical
1{mit of 6 scfh with the valve seats in series. Niagara Mohawk, therefore,
requests changes to the Technical Specification allowable leakage raie for the
MS1YVs to reflect the actual test configuration. The requested change to the
Technical Specifiction Table 3.6.1.2-1 {s attached.

CHANGE REQUESTED TO SUPPORT OPERATIONAL FLEXIBILITY

VP———
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Subject: Justification for change to Technical Specification Bases 3/4.6.3,
"Primary Containment Isolation Valves"

The requested change Is enclosed. This change wil) clarify the relationship
between 1Isolation system Instrumentation response time and isolation valve
closing time,

CHANGE REQUESTED FOR CLARIFICATION




s to Technical Specification
1 {n the area of radfoactive

-
|

The current Technical Specificatfon Sectfon 3.3,7.10 requires tne Liquid
Radwaste Monitor to be OPERABLE at all times, whether radwaste discharge s
irring or not. System design provides thrce valves to prevent {nadvertent
harge. These vai,os must be specifically 1ined up in the course of making
scharge. Inherent in this design 1s the {solation of the small section of
charge 1ine from and to which the Liquid Radwaste monitor's sample pump
supply and return. When in continuous use, the sample pump produces

than can be dissipated in the small volume of water contained in

n of pipe. Therefore, 1t 1s requested to revise Technical

on Tables 3.3.7.10-1 and 4.3.7.10-1 to provide:

- )

{
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{d Waste Monitor must be OPERABLE at al) times during discharge of

CHECK and SOURCE CHECK are to be performed P (prior to
discharge

requested c*en?ol to *:ckﬂ'co\ Snoet"cattgn Tabley 3.3\7\10-1 and
10«1 are encioned, Thewe changes alao affect the Final Safety Analyata
ort and the Safety Evaluation R sort. Changes to the appropriate pages of

MYy v
. -
ese reports are also enclosed.
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" AL DRAFT

INSTRUMENTATION

MONITORING INSTRUMENTATION

RADIOACTIVE LIQUID EFFLUENT MONITORING INSTRUMENTATION

LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION .

3.3.7.10 The radioactive Yiquid effluent monitoring fnstrumentation channels

shown in Table 3.3.7.10-1 shall be OPERABLE with their Alarm/Trip Setpoints set

to ensure that the limits of Specificatfon 3.11.1.1 are not exceeded. The |
Alarm/Trip Setpoints of thase channels shall be determined and adjusted in

accordance with the wethodology and paramaters in the OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATION

MANVAL (QDCM).

WRLICAILITY: Asciibiorr Sliriny nileaccs pnn Thia pratdony
ACTION: ;

8.  With a radfoactive Yiquid effluent monitoring Instrumentation channel
Alarm/Trip Setpoint less conservative than required by the above specifi-
catfon, Immediately suspend the release of racfoactive 1iquid effluvents
monitored b, the affected channel, or declare the channel inoperadle, or
change the setpoint so 1t 1s acceptadly conservative,

b. With the number of channels OPERABLE less than the Minimum Channels OPER-
ABLE regquirement, take the ACTION shown in Table 3.3.7.10-1. Restore
the instruments to OPERABLE status within 30 days and, {f unsuccessful,
explain {n the next Semiannua) Radiocactive Effluent Release Report why
the incperability was not corrected in a timely manner,

The provisions of Specifications 3.0.3 and 3.0.4 are nol app.icadle.

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.3.2,10 Each radicactive 1iquid effluent menitoring fnstrumentation channe)
shall be demonstrated OPERABLE by performance of the CHANNEL CHECK, SOUPAE
CHECK, CHANNEL CALIBRATION and CHANNEL FUNCTIONAL TEST at the frequencies shown
in Yable 4.3.7.10-1.

NINE MILE POINT = UNIT 2 3/4 398




TABLE 3.3.7.10-1

RADIOACTIVE LIQUID EFFLUENT MONITORING INSTRUMENTATIOM

INSTRUMENT

1. Radfoactivity Monitors Provid!n? Alarm
and Automatic Termination of Release

Liquid Radwaste Effluent Line

2. Radfoactivity Menitors Providing Alarm But Not
Providing Automatic Terminatfon of Release

a. Service Water Effluent Line A
b. Service Water Effiuent Line B
c. Cooiing Tower Blowdown Line
3. Flow Rate Measurement Devices
a. Liquid Raowaste Effluent Line
b. Service Water Effluent Line A
¢. Servi.e Water Effluent Line B
d. Cooling Tower Blowdown Line

4, Tank Level Indicating Devices*®

MINIMUM
CHANNELS
OPERABLE

FIRAL DRAFT

ACTION

e

-

- s A

128

130
130
130

PED
11
131
121
132

* Tanks included in this specification are those outdoor tanks that are not
surrounded by 1'mers, dikes, or walls capadle of holding the tank contents and
do not have tank overflows and surrounding area drains connected to the liguid

radwaste treatment system, such as temporary tanks,

*‘tt\kr-*w""m radede e oGP E R AD LB ondy “T"W'y_\—““"l*"

A

~

NINE MILE POINT = UNIT 2 3/4 3+9%
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TABLE 4.3.7.10-1

x
= RADIOACTIVE L1QUID EFFLUENT MONITORING INSTRUMENTATION SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS
x
o CHANNE L
3 CHANNEL SOURCE CHANNEL FUNCTIONAL
T INSTRUMENT CMECK _ CHECK _ CALIBRATION TEST
! 1 Radioactivity Monitors Providing Alarm
S and Automatic Termination of Release
= ol P oK
- Liquid Radwaste Effluent Line Yerer T R(c) M(a)(b)
2 Radicactivity Monitors Providing Alarm But Not
Providing Automatic Termination of Release
a. Service Water Effluent Line A 0 M R(c) SA(b)
w
- b. Service Water Effluent Line B ] B R(c) SA(b)
L)
= c. Cooling Tower Blowdown Line 0 M {c) SA(b)
Flow Rate Measurement Devices
a Liquid Radwaste Effluent Line 0(d) NA R Q
b. Service Water Effluent Line A D(d) NA R Q
~ “l
& Service Water Effluent Line B 0{d) NA R Q "-:_(-1.'
@ Cooling Tower Blowdown Line D(d) A - Q ==
BC—
4. Tank Level Indicating Devices® - NA N Q
— =
* Tanks included in this specification are those outdoor tanks that are not surrounded by liners, dikes, or ";E?!
-

capable of holding the tank contents and do not have tank overflows and surrounding area drains connected
the liouid radwaste treatment system, such as lemporary tanks.

1

** puring liquid additions to the tank.

-
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Subject: Justification for change to Technical Definition 1.38, “Secondary
Containment Integrity"

The requested chinge 12 enclosed. The change reflects the Nine 4ile Point
Unit 2 design. This change 1s made in crder to make definition 1.38
consistent with 4.6.5 1.b.2 on page 3/4 6-37.

CHANGE REQUESTED FOR CERTIFICATION

oK
7) Wl
8/1//8¢



* FINAL DRAFT

DEFINITIONS

REACTOR PROTECTION SYSTEM RESPONSE TIME
1.35 (Continued)

until deenergization of the scram pilot valve solenoids. The response time may
be measured by any series of sequential, overlapping, or total steps so that
the entire response time is measured,

REPORTABLE EVENT

1.36 A REPORTABLE EVENT shall be any of those conditions specified in
10 CFR 50.73.

ROD DENSITY

1.37 ROD DENSITY shall be the number of control rod notches inserted as 2
fraction of the total number of control rod nooches. 1) rods fully inseited
is equivalent to 107% ROD DENSITY.

SECONDARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY

1.38 SECONDARY CONTAINMENT INTEGRITY shall exist when:

a. A)) reactor building and auxiliary bay penetrations reguired to be closed
during accident conditions are either:

1. Capadle of being closed by an OPERABLE reactor building automatic
isolation system, or

2. Closed by at least one manual valve, blind flange, or ceactivated autc:
matic damper secured in its closed pasition, except as providec in
Table 3.6.5.2-1 of Specification 3.6.5.2.
b. A1l auxiliary bay hatches are closed and sealed.

¢. The standby gas treatment system is in compliance with the requirements of
Specification 3.6.5.3.

d. At least one door in each access to the reactor building and auxiliary bays
is C\OS!d}—.ﬁf«-FL W.CM‘MJ epk.

e. The sealing mechanism associated with each reactor building and auxiliary
bay penetration (e.g., welds, bellows, or O-rings) is OPERABLE.

f. The pressure within the reactor building and auxiliary bays is less than
or equal to the value required by Specification 4.6.5.1.a.

_ SHUTDOWN MARGIN

1.39 SHUTDOWN MARGIN shall be the amount of reactivity by which the reactor is
subcritical or woula be subcritical assuming all control rods are fully in-
serted except for the single control rod of highest reactivity worth which is

NINE MILE POINT = UNIT 2 1*7

AN 25 198
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Ms. Elinor G. Adeasam, Dirgctor
BWR Projert Dlire:r torate No 3

UusS N ear Regilatory Commigsion
1920 No fo'k Aver je

Washington, DC 20 S5

Dear Ms. Agensam

ve. Nine Mile Polint Unit 2
Docket Yo, S0-410

11702 *E.ETaCNE

Nlagara Mohawk requests changes to Nine Mile Polint Unit 2 Technizal

Specifications In the area of Fire Protection Program,

1

Kubick! on

In response to our discussion with Mr. C. Shulten and Mr. D.
June 3, 1686, the proposed changes to the Technical Specifications, as well as
justification for these changes are attached

Very truly yours,

C’Mﬂdﬁ/\
C Mangan

o
Vice President

Sentor

\
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Attachments o Wgta ‘a ?:lg/

x¢: R. A, Gramm, NRC Res!dent Inspector Cn z Y.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
Niagara Mohawk Power Corpcration ) Docket Nu. $50-410
(Ning Hilg Raint Unig &4 )
APLIOAVLY
r "
C. V. Mangan . being duly tworn, states that he \s Senlor Vics

Presicent of Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation; that he s author!ized on the
ﬁ‘r:.:f sald Corporation to sign and flle with the Nuclear Requlatory -
,ommission the documents attached hereto; and that all- such cocume;t' are true
and correct to the dest of his knowledge, Information and bellef. |

_CAJDJ.%_

4 . f d d or e
J %—_—.

Chuchine Quatin

hotary Public In and for

C&ngﬂ%?g County, New York

H'y C:myéi'an pxalres

Motary Pt @ D Sta of Mew Yot
wfed 8 Onendags Ca M 47T
Wy Commamon Crpoes March X, |
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PLANT SYSTEMS - DRAFT i

*IRE SUPPRESSION SYSTEMS [

HALON SYSTEMS

LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

3.7.7.4 Thea following Halon systems shall be OPERABLE with the storage tanks I
having at least 95X of full charge weight or TevaY and 90X of full charge '
pressure: i

JONE MO, BUILDING/ELEVATION
353 SG Control/288' 6°
%4 SG Control/288' 6"
362 G Control/288' 6*
357 X6 Control/288' 6°
158 XG Control/288' §°
374 G Control/30J' 0°
278 G Control/306' Q*
1 S6 Control/306' 0"
376 XG Control/306' C*

APPLICABILITY: Whenever equipment protacted by the Kalon systems fs required
to be b '

ACTION:

a. With one or sore of the above required Kalen dstm {noperadle, within
1 hour establish a continuous fire wateh with baciuwp fire suppressicn
equipmeant for those areas in which redundsnt systems or components covld
be damaged; for o'har areas, establish an hourly fire watch patrol.

b. The provisions of Specifications 3.0.3 and 3.0.4 are not applicadble,

SURVEILIANCE REQUIRDMENTS

4.7.7.4 Esch of the above required Halon systass shall be demonstrsted OPERABLE:

o, At Teast once per 11 days by varifying that esch valve-sanual, powers
oparated, or automatic in the flow path s In {ts correct position.

b. At least once per & months by verifying Halen storage tank wvaight dae=
hbsasumt, OF (ve|™ and prassure,

¥ Lawl cletermination for The purprse ef knfying Halon systm OFERABIITY
SAall a:nfm-v to NRC aweprd UL o FM dest ffoadufu G"J/C”
¢‘¢y.lp/mnf,

KINE MILE POINT = UNIT 2 3/4 730
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PLANT SYSTEMS

FIRE SUPPRESSION SYSTEMS

FIRE SUPPR®SSION WATER SYSTEM

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.7.7.1.1 (Continued)
€. At least once per 6 months by performance of a systes Tlush,

d. At least once par 12 months by cycling each tastadle valve in the
flow path through at least one coaplete cycle of full travel.

At least once per 18 months by perforaing a systes functional test
which includes sieu'atad autosatic actuation of the systea throughout
{ts operzting secuence, and:

1. Verifying that each avtosatic valve in the flow path a Tuatas
to 1ts correct position,

Verifying that each fire suppression pump devalops at Teast
2500 gpem at & net discharge head of 113 paig,

Cycling each valve in the flow path that fs not tastadle during
plant operation through at least one complete cycle of full travel,
‘and

Varifying that each fire suppressiin pump starts and maintaing
the Tire swpression watar system pressure of 125 psig or more.

At least once per 3 years by perforaing 4 flow tast of the syites in
accordance with Chaptar 6, Section 16, of the Fire Protection Manddook,
. 15th Edition, published by the National Fire Protaction Association,

7.7.1.2 The dlese) driven fire suppression pump shall be demonstretad
OPERABLE:

At least once par 11 days by:

1. Varifying the fuel day tank contains at Teast 350 gallens of fuel
2. Starting the diese) driven pusp from asbient conditions and oparating
for greatar than or equal to 30 ainvtas on recirculation flow,

At least on 4 par 92 days by verifying that a saple of diesal fuel
from the fuel storege tank, obtained in accordance with ASTHIDA0ST7-81,
{8 within the acceptable 1{aits specified (n Tadle 1 of ASTM 0975%-81
whan checkad for viscosity, watar, and sediment,

—

At least once par 1A month Mby s jecting the diesel
to an inspection 1n accordance proceduris prepared in conjunction

with 1ts sanufacturer's recosmandations for the class of sarvice.

NINE MILE POINT = UNIT 2 3/4 7-25




SINE MILE POINT, UNIT <

SECTION 4.7.7.5(b) HALON SYSTEM

At least once per 6 months be verifving Haicn storage tanr wels
pressure.
PROPOSED

At least once per 6 months.by verifying Halon storage tane weigh: or

level and pressure.

L& )

ISCUSSION
Section 3.7.7.4(LCO) provides the option of using level to detarmine
the current capacity of the storage tanks. In addition, Bases Section
3/4.7.7 {dentifies that level measurements are made by either a UL lis
or FM approved method. The change identified above would be consisten
with these references and enahle the surveillance to be performed withou:
phvsically disconnecting the storage tank from the discharge =anifold.
satisfy an NRC concern, a footnote will be added where ever reference is
made to level measurement for this system which will read as folliows

er

r
S
.
.-

"Level determination for the purpose of verifving Halon Svsten

operability shall conform to NRC accepted UL or FM test procecdures
and/or equipment."” -




NINE MILE P01INT, UNiT

SECTION 4.2.7.1.2(e} FIRE SUPPRESSION W.TER SYSTZM

Al least once per 18 months, curing shutdown, by subjecting the
Clezr. to an inspection in accordance with procedures prepared in

-vnjunction with {ts manufacturer's recomendations for the class of
serviie,

PROPOSED

At least once per 18 months, by subjecting the diesel

ISCUSSION

Based on {ndustry Operating experience
occur during an outage when construction ac
Therefore, the basis for limicting this activity during shutdown {s
undesireadbls. It {s our intention to have availabdle for service the
diesel engine driven fire pump during the outage, if possidle. Anv
Necessary scheduled maintenance work would be performed either prior te,
during, or after the Outage in accordance vith the surveillance interva.l
speciiied,.

during this period of 2aintenance, the provision
will de mafntatned. Two 100% back=up fire

for service to supply Unte 2, {f required,
underground distriducion 8y

v fires are more likely to
tivity at the site is elevatec,

s of Secticn 3.7.7.1
PUPSs couid be readily available

by cross connecting the existing
stem betwveen the two units.




ORAFT |

PLANT SYSTEMS
FIRE SUPPRESSION SYSTEMS

HALON SYSTEMS

LIMITING CONOITIONS FOR OPERATION

3.7.7.4 The following Halon systems shall be QPERABLE with the storage tanks
having at least 95X of full charge waight or leveY and 9CX of full charge
pressure:

ZONE NO. BUILDING/ELEVATION

353 Control/288'
3154 Contro)/288'
362 Contre! '288'
57 Control/288'
358 Control/288'
14 Control/306'
37% Control/306'
381 Control/306'
376 Control/306'

APPLICABILITY: Whenever equipsent protected by t'e Halon systems s requirec

1o be UPERFELE,

ACTION:

i, With one or more of the adove required Kalon systems {noperadle, within
1 hour establish a continuout fire wateh with backuwp fire suppression
equipment for those areas in which redundant systems or components could
be camaged; for othar areds, establish an hourly fire watch patrol,

The provisions of Specifications 3.0.3 and 3.0.4 are not applicabdle,

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

4.7.7.4 Each of the above required Halon systems shall be demonstrated OPERABLE:

s, At least once par 11 days by verifying that esch valvesanual, power
oparated, or avtomatic 1n the flow path {5 (n 1ts correct position.

At least once par 6 months by verifying Halen storage tank weight aad=
"
~ABMAAUER. OF (2w | and prassure,
’ 4 4 A /. / t P “T\v
¥ lawl oletermination for The purpiIse ef infyiny Halon Sysem CFERAL b
shall tonferw te NRC aweptd UL v FM Cest preceduns 4And,

!

Lqupment,
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Subject: Change to Technical Specification Definftfon 1.42, "Source Check”

The requested change and justification for the change were submitted to you in

a letter dated July 24, 1986, That letter {s enclosed for your information.

CHANGE REQUESTED FOR CERTIFICATION




FIVAL DRAFT

DEFINITIONS

SHUTDOWN MARGIN

1.39 (Continued)

assumed to be fully withdrawn and the reactor is in the shutdown condition,
cold (1.e., 68°F), and xenon free.

SITE BOUNDARY

1.40 The SITE BOUNDARY shall be that 1ine around the Nine Mile Point Nuclear
Station beyond which the Tand fs not owned, leased, or otherwise controlleqd by
the Niagara Mohawk Fower Corporation or the New York State Power Authority,

SOLIDIFICATION

1.41 SOLIDIFICATION shall be the conversion of wet wastes into a form that
meets shipping and burial ground requirements.

SOURCE CHECK

1.42 A SOURCE CHECK shal) ba the qualitative assessment of channel response <to—
wheii the channel

sensor s exposed to & source of Increased activity, _ Al 2 ler
Mtadaencliwnd

STAGCERED TEST BASIS b conns i,

1.43 A STAGGERED TEST BASIS shall consist of: o bmtali,

VALY 4 '*ﬁ~b

8. A test schedule for n systems, subsystems, trains, or other designated ..
components obtained by dividing the specified test interval into n equal
subintervsls,

b. The testing cf one system, subsystem, train, or other designated component
at the beginning of each sudinterval.

THERMAL POWER

1.44 THERMAL POWER shal) be the tota) reactor core heat transfer rate to the
reactor coolant,

TURBINE BYPASS SYSTEM RESPONSE TIME

1.45 The TURBINE BYPASS SYSTEM RESPONSE TIME consists of two time intervals:

A, Tima from inftia) movemant of the main turbine stop valve or contro) valve
until 80X of turbine bypass capacity s estacifsned, and

D, the time from inftia) movement of the main turbine stop valve or control
valve unti) inftial movement of the turbine bypass valve,

Either response time may De peasured by any serfes of sequentia), overlap-
ping, or tota) steps, s0 that both entire response time components are
Bedsured,

NINE MILE POINT « UNIT 2 1-8
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Subject: Justification for changes to Technical Specification Tab
“Primary Containment Isolatfon Valves®

The requested changes are enclosed, The changes @
dated July 3, 1986 which requested lhrev re {¢f valver to
reverse flow condition and 13 rellef waives to be ex-mcl
Our letter dated July 3, 1986 13 alss anclosed for you
Subsequent discussic™ with Mr. J, Kudrick and Me. M, ¥
resolved thelir revie rne

CHANGE REQUIRED

J




