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Docket No. 50-458

MEMORANDUM FOR: Dennis Crutchfield, Assistant Director
for Safety Assessment
Division of Licensing
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

FROM: Brian K. Grimes, Director
Division of Quality Assurance, Vendor,
and Technical Training Center Programs
Office of Inspection and Enforcement

SUBJECT: QA REVIEW OF RIVER BEND UNIT 1 FINAL DRAFT TECHNICAL
SPECIFICATIONS

Your memorandum dated April 19, 1985, enclosed the final draft of River Bend
Unit 1 Technical Specifications for review and comment. We have reviewed
Sections 6.2.1, 6.5.1, 6.5.3, 6.8, and 6.10 as they relate to QA and find them
acceptable as is.

Any questions you might have concerning this review should be directed to

John Gilray at x27242.

rian K. Grimes, Director
Division of Quality Assurance, Vendor,

and Technical Training Center Programs
Office of Inspection and Enforcement
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSICN

REGION IV ,JD
611 RYAN PLAZA DRIVE. SUITE 1000 D"/

ARLINGTON, TEXAS 76011 /

MAY 3 0 1985

MEMORANDUM FOR: Dennis M. Crutchfield, Assistant Director for Safety
Assessment, Division of Licensing

Thomas M. Novak, Assistant Director for Licensing,
Division of Lirensing

FROM: Richard P. Denise, Director, Division of Reactor Safety

and Projects, Region IV
SUBJECT: FINAL DRAFT OF THE RIVER BEND UNIT 1 TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

This provides additional information to that forwarded in our letter on the
same subject dated May 13, 1985.

Additional review of the findings of the Region IV inspection team identified
an additional five items which appear to be under NRR cognizance. These are
documented in the attached inspectiun report forms. A1l findings will also be
documented in Inspection Report 50-458/85-35.

T bt

1328 Richare P. Denise, Director
5 Division of Reactor Safety
and Projects

Attachments:
As stated
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TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION REVIEW DATA SHEET

TS PARA: Table 3.3. 3-2 PAGE NO.: Wy 3-76 Twav Yo
TS REQUIREMENT: _Eccs - oy v *

LIC. PROCEDURE NO.: ISSUE DATE: REV.:
TITLE:

YES NO
s there any difference between FSAR/SER and TS? wvA ___
s installed system consistent with TS? W ag L=
Are there any problems with the TS (factual or Y N
editorial)?
Does procedure carry out TS requirement? _NA e
Does the procedure walkdown indicate that it should NP RS

work as written?
Has licensee completed procedure walkdown?

REMARKS (D' Txip_SetRoinls _and fﬁg_,‘.l[u.‘.__ML of the Table
are ;ﬁt&i Snd“gl¥ ar lh;gg.;ﬁ" i DNenSrous Case es(See
_‘i&&ﬁeJ /;'s+ .

STATUS OF ITEM ( open) CLOSED
FOR "OPENs", WHO MUST DO WHAT BY WHEN?

057_]:&!!_'.\_}_&[_4!9_&“""'" Correction r_qgly/. qs zggﬁ ed (M, wac )

INSPECTOR(S): W2.C Banister

FOLLOWUP ACTION: INSPECTION REPORT 50-458/ -

¥s N
Were probleris corrected? L e
Were any other problems identificd? BETR ELa Rk
STATUS OF ITEM OPEN CLOSED
REMARKS:
INSPECTOR(S):

INSPECTION REPORT 50-458/ §S= 3¢ PAGE NO.: A-SO

A



TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION DATA CONTINUATION SHEET

Ts PARA: Table 333-2 PAGE NO.: 3y 3-3c ™au yo

TR.P Fuom‘r%aﬂ‘ correctly sﬁ)‘/.’ ~

AJ-C Ve _Muos do n.o"' Prolfr,y oUCrIQP

A |l. £ = Twe dfevea? renpes

/4- /kh - VQ ,U" do ng+ Praferlr over ,(P

Bl.d - T we diffeven? rawmges: STP uses

Q//cwable Value and ne? JThip SerPamr» Vaive

ﬂ&'. £ 5l Valu es do  met Prcﬁer’y overAP

LI .a [a.#b}— Veed Trir *o/"NCQ) Is Alloave ble Vq,/uc Correc’

AAI .b (ﬁ‘b) - \/C-/U €s do no'f' Prcferlj oum»/a.,}'],‘;, Tolerest &

D’;' a (a“:bl ‘C)_éz 30“5-;': 7;",; 59 VC(Q" JO M#wAp

INSPECTION REPORT 50-458/ 3S-35 PAGE NO.: _A-5|
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TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION REVICW DATH SHLET

s para: Ll LT3 PAGE NO.: ééz /5"
{5 REQUIREMENT: _/Z ﬁg,é ol 7=+ “ree - |
04? Azlftf t'er 1[11~v19:1;4-1521’( AJFZy/t‘ﬂﬁ;)’ g?jZ_C?QB;g'S‘

LIC. PROCEDURE NO.: ~ 330/ 1SSUE DATE: 2
4 ) —2—
TITLE: N . ? Trs 4
Yes o
Is there any difference between FSAR/SER and T57 44/”'
ls installed system consistent with TS? ‘,/’//’
Are there any problems with the TS (factual or o

editorial)?
Does procedure carry out TS requirement?
Does the procedure walkdown indicite that it should

work as written?

Has licensee completed procedure walkdown?
REMARKS & 9 frocafece .S g/[o-'(‘gf e wsilong
s _4& ~z 1! ,c:l
( T aﬁﬁ/ e OF aﬂéﬁm—
Cpglor e 3T {307 allie -0k

STATUS OF ITEM @ CLOSED

FOR "OPENs", WHO MUST DO WHAT BY WHEN?
N7 _@ Licensee . sresolve TS5/ precedvr € conBrct
|7y C t re ure
(79 @ NAL dekermme [~ 2%% valws nged b bt nelvded ia TS
INSPECTOR(S): _ Farrel[
FOLLOWUP ACTION: INSPECTION REPORT 50-458/

YE NO

Were problems corrected?

Were any other problems identified?

STATUS OF ITEM OPEN CLOSED
REMARKS :

'ad

*NSPECTOR(S):
(NSPECTION REPORT 50-458/ 35~} PAGE NO.: -30




TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION RLVIEw DATA SHIET

1S PARA: 4443‘5 oace 0.: SF C€7

REQUIREMENT: _ et e  @F 0ol

z:é t<£7{;‘°,,, ‘rm11~¢«4z£%;( L acrer<S bl

[~ 2 [ q Mz’{f’/
uc.:Pnoce%as NO.: 2 SH4-030F 1SSUE DATE: REV. :
TITLE: A 12 £ c‘?fpﬂ/p /KP e

Is there any difference between FSAR/SER and 157

Is installed system consistent with TS?

Are there any problems with the TS (factual or
editorial)?

Does procedure carry out TS requirement?

Does the procedure walkdown indicate that it should

work ac written?
Has licensee completed procedure walkdown?
REMARKS: Spome oF  tlese o Sors e P

'a }QSS"; g:Z&z£2'¢z)’:&;{—1 Qe S

STATUS OF ITEM @ CLOSED

FOR “OPENs", WHO MUST DO WHAT BY WHEN?
e NRC must de ber atas necessity Aur iASpe chim m
____uua.t_udﬂL_cmr_icm"w

INSPECTOR(S): ng/v/e[, L
FOLLOWUP ACTION: INSPECTION REPORT 50-458/

YES NO
Were problems corrected?
Were any other problems identified?
STATUS OF ITEM OPEN CLOSED

REMAR'.5:

NSPECTOR(S):
LNSPECTION REPORT 50-458/_7 -3¢ PAGE NO.: 4 -ob Y

A
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TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION REVIEW DATA SHEET

TS PARA: Y.0.¢3.C PAGE NO.: 3y é-¢
TS REQUIREMENT: _ Hydreacn fyaiter visval exem and tajembue checl

LIC. PROCEDURE NO.: _2Sy~léev ISSUE DATE: ¥/3¢/2S REV.: |

TITLE:
Yes N
Is there any difference between FSAR/SER and TS? v’
Is installed system consistent with TS? Vv
Are there any problems with the TS (factual or v
editorial)?
Does procedure carry out TS requirement? v
Does the procedure walkdown indicate that it should ~ia '
work as written?
Has licensee completed procedure walkdown? v

REMARKS: T§ l"ggiruu‘f will g_#j_r;_mny man-rem
n;uwrt. ’

STATUS OF ITEM [CTT) CLOSED

FOR *OPENs", WHO MUST DO WHAT BY WHEN?
>33 NAC must de ( Ne cessit (i . leine in
eccoent ALMA onsrdentia

INSPECTOR(S): Furref]
FOLLOWUP ACTION: INSPECTION REPORT 50-458/

Were problems corrected?

Were any other problems identified?

STATUS OF ITEM OPEN CLOSED
REMARKS :

e

INSPECTOR(S):
INSPECTION REPORT 50-458/_§5-3 ¢ PAGE NO.: A-2P¢




TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION REVIEW DATA SHEET

TS PARA: 3. 4.1/ PAGE NO.: 3/% £-&
TS REQUIREMENT: 4. 8./ /. 2. £ .7 &MJ;'_&_@:_ME&JW

B emartrnBal OPERAKE MMLMW, Gy i
Iz atralles e )

LIC. PROCEDURE NO.: ISSUE DATE: REV.:
TITLE: [ aee Cﬂtif‘l/%)

NC
ls there any difference between FSAR/SER and TS? S1GLE

YES
s
Is installed system consistent with TS? Y i
Are there any problems with the TS (factual or v

editorial)?
Does procedure carry out TS requirement?
Does the procedure walkdown indicate that it should

ko Rk |

work as written?
Has licensee completed procedure walkdown?

nsmnxs@ 5 P-309- 410 & z,u
c25 dei™niot gppear to wmeed the iated of

thae TS Lee Oy tand Oy 2 Ov‘lj&kuﬁrt

ot that -
3lv0u
s ECCS actuction ;.qng gl 4hew hace thae 555‘.4“1 ti@s
STATUS OF ITEM COPED CLOSED (eontimast ]

FOR “OPENs", WHO MUST DO WHAT BY WHEN?
331 G)Z/M Mfdd!rnm( dc,u(y ¢F prvdvrt Aol ﬂ"ll""hﬁ
$i O N mat ormdt TS tv perfve te. b
,33 52 nn( \u" u/lcu“ prau,dyﬂ 0 qukll( Mmust-is5ve [Nl(Jd*U

INSPECTOR(S). (Y & (ﬁ (v lc

FOLLOWUP ACTION: INSPECTION REPORT 50-458/

Were problems corrected?

Were any other problems identified?

STATUS OF ITEM OPEN CLOSED
REMARIS:

'Ad

INSPECTOR(S):
INSPECTION REPORT 50-458/_pS-3J PAGE NO.: _A-27Y
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TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION DATA CONTINUATION SHEET

TS PARA: ;/g £/ ! PAGE NO.: 3/¥ &-
&l 12 F 7 -

L
TS Should ale vequu vhat tha Sama taf be clns
to verdy *hal the desgmalid automadic ripe ass bypacsed
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- S enghncy bre UV

- 8-.«3,--7 —arwal Stat

Q - wrmj |S x#muﬂ
_(h) ste-309-0412

@ e The Procedure deea mol appear o meet T
iatend af dhg TE Sec e Div i dq..‘ij_*d:mdof.
appeand +o voquing thot e dueank dé

_guvem ow ECCS actunafion aumal amd then have The
A assmaTed :fr-“-» omasted +o vergy that tha O
staye running . drstead , the procedure
M A.LQ"H\A tripe Oy u-v-édusj fﬁ:.sﬁu{mj'
ain Fethitre . Then aw ECCS ashuathen g.rmJ
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™ eagurmy AL oie rHe /."/1 el For Yha
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The ontemt

ofm - v\l"( 0

The Proceduw indicatee thatf tha d ek G
auto stants e bua undervol/tagt . & S |

thew ‘tha TS Shouwtd ve -:lu‘ teod ., (F

not thea tThow wag 0€ a ‘;rciv/c.,s w it Hha
licensee has

O,.) - 3 d-.d‘a‘-(.ﬁ ‘O?L:I.‘_ § (T‘\O'Q |.S ', )
ssued a (DCFR Part £0.55G@) report on o ref DQ"SO?.?

Prccedurte STP-204-060! owd S1P-205-06¢e |,
. Y .

ﬂW%rp%N*ﬁMﬂ);uﬂmM' b
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TECHNICAL CHANGE Rng!§!§

v

-

0178 3.%7.8.2 » Deleted Railrcad Bay.

No sprinkler Systems are identified for the railrcaad bay as
there is no safety related equipment located in this area.

29) TS 4.7.6.3.a - Delete,
There a{c RO valvWes in the flow Path of any pGce subsystem,
30) T8 3/4.7.6.4, Table 3.7.6.[:’-1 = Added footnote *. ... J2s v
Reflects River Bend design,
31) TS Table 3.7.8-1 - add4 items and revige temperatures,

Additional jitem have been identified for inclusien aryd
corrections to temperatures from review of Environmental

Design Criteria. ‘
> azy TS 3/4.7.10 - Added Table 3.7.10-2, revised tre Technical
Specification accordingly and also revised Table 3.7.10-1.
—

These changes make the Technical Specification consistent
with FSAR Section 2.5,

33) 75 3/4.7.11 - Add new Specification.
This Specification is Provided to address SER reguirement in

9.1.3 page 9-§,
o— B
o~ A 3‘, Ts 3/‘0‘-1' 3...1.1 ActiCn c' ‘a!olol-Zom
ﬁragr‘ 4.8.1.1.2.£.G.b~2, 3.8.1.2 Action b, 3.8.2.1 Action b, 3.8.2.2
Action b, and 3.8.3.] Action b.2. « AAAitinp mr ~ SN Dang. >
I S ——— - —— . v - SR - - S e e s ———
l'.‘ \
bowg i PeTN Revisions reflect the powerirg of standby service water pump
1SWP*P2C and jt's duxiliaries from the FPCS diesel (Div £21) .

35) T8 3.8.3.1.b.1 and 3.8.3.2.b.2 - Added panel 1ENB*PNLO4A.

Addeéd in conjuncticn of outstanding SER open item 12,
Safe/Alternate Shutdown Design Modification.

Page 6 of 7
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3/8 7 10 STRUCTURAL SETT EMENT

LIMITING CONDITION FCR OPERATION

s b s e m——

FINAL DRAFT

3 7.10 Structura) settlement of the following structures shal) pe withir the

precictec values as showr *n
seTiCuevlsy shall De w. thiw
Reacter Builging
Auxiliary .uﬂcsng
Fue! luilcéag
Contro) Buil@ing

*tanos

APPLICABILITY AL aN Limes
" ACTION- '

p—l.ea, vy O{

With the measured striztia) setlietact of g

outside ©f the

Torle 37 13':€»".L~d

Calcviated 4 /"-'cs’»ax

*ne aliowab Favges showe v Tava 37 10=2 .

Diese’ Geveratar Builging
Stardyy Cociing Tower, Basin anc Punp Mouse

:.-.’C) T TAR* T “end 3702

. BUepare arng

the Commission pursian: Lo Specification 6.5 2 wit

8 record of the settlement mess.-ement, 47C the Sredicted settlement, an anelydns
10 demonstrate the cont:mues struct, =g integrisy

NG plans to ac~itgr the sett

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENT:

Terent ¢f tne '%ecie

Y 9T the adCve reguires structures

wmit 8 Specia’ Repert to |
hin the next 30 days providing

¢’ the affectes strusture(s)
S StrusiuTe(s) fn the fu ure

§.7.10 The structira) setlierent of tre abcye reg.i~ec Stfuftuftﬁalﬂl7? be

9}”3"81'.’.0: tC De within the

e {0 = P— 4 3.‘.3“:;

& At Teast ence pe- §2 days  wsitg et leas

Urti] there g esseniig!

b At Teast once per 24 montrs

for a% Yaass 10 yea~s

€. Following any sese

1C eve 't egua!

L three "arkirs per siructere
J N AGvement guring these $2 days

‘m—.dl". ‘v -bh.eJ

EINT At le2s® one maren- Ne" §L= rt ra

10 Or greater tras 2= Dperationa!

Basis Eartnglace (237 45775 8L Teast three markers per structure

RIVER BEND - UNiT )
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TABLE 3.710-2

ALLOWABLE DIFFERENTIAL SETTLEMENTS OF MAZIOR
STRUCTURAL INTERFACE POINTS

Allowntie
Ditlarewtial
Marker No. Sertlemenr
Egcldme Juterface A B )
Diasal Gawerctse ve Coutr.i 2 L} +0.35 40 -0 .39
Y 7 2 *ON82 to - 0. 61
BF Tomwal! vs. Diesa! Gewerater 9 3.9 +0.53 ve =~ 1.00
8F Teawel vi Fuel 10 12 +0.56 vo - 1.3vy
Fuel vs. Raacton 12 5 +0.26 #o ~0 &/
- . Iy (4 + 030 te =0 60
Reactor ”-‘&ll"‘ﬂ’ | 6 ¥ 4 +032 %0 - 0.08
(7 " 20 +033 40 =-0.13 i
Ausiliary w5 Maiv Staam /7,20 22 +0NY %0 -0 4o
Fuel vs. & ?m‘ ]3 33 + 0.9 4+, -0.32 .
Pos! w. £ Tuuwal I ¢ + 042 4o - 0.39
!T&Hﬂ‘f Ve l‘v: IAI:QO’ 1, 2‘ 4073 %o - o 43
Covtral vs. Avu/-." 2 |15 +ONE +0 - £ 64
g ?

* 050 ¢+s - 0.0

N:JTE Po::*wc Jnf"'!o:"caf Sett/ement indicates setlemewr of

Mavrker A sk reIpicT Yo Macke~ B UC’A*:VQ a-:,/v

wdicater settlement of Mavken
Marker A

B w.th rescact o

Szf'?IP.MCU?J f" PThALLE Two markers sho.ld be accr.gol

whe ~ Jt*w--.-ﬂ.-’ dllerec al semlemeut,

3/4 7-35ca)
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FINAL Dza77

TOTAL PREDICTED SETTLEMENTS OF MAJOR STRUCTURLS

SETTLEMENT PREDICTED
STRUCTURE MAZKER MO SmLﬂ.‘EEJT (IN)
Reactor Euilding 15 46 Yo
16 45 4y 0
17 48 v 0
Auxiliary Building 13 2 3¢
19 43 3%
20 5 3119
) 21 3 27
Fuel Building 11 43 39
12 45 vo ;
13 4.4 3¢ d
14 432 37 '
Contro) Suflding v 38 19
6 4 31
7 8 317
8 4.4 1317
Diese! Generator 8uilding i 45 34
2 4 37
3 6 24
4 49 3
Stanaby Cooing Tower, Basin 30 ¥ 27
and Pump House 3l 4.4 37
32 &3 1v
BF Tuvwel L | 2.1
10 25
:Ma:- 2fea s Tuwc/ 2% 9
23 3¢
E Tuwwel 29 3
a1 2.9
& Tuuutu' 33 2.6
3y Oy

RIVER BEND - uNIT 1 374 7-3% APR 2 § g3
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