REACTIV:TY CONTROL SYSTEMS

[N 4

POSITION INDICATION SYSTEMS-OPZRATIN

LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.1.3.2 The Digital Rod Position Indication System and the Demand Position
Indication System shall be OPERABLE, : e E g = [3=0/-L G
B e e e e L

/F-04=A

F 3
APPLICABILITY: MODES 1 and 2’.:

ACTION:
i _ grouf
a. MWith a maximum of one digital rod position indicator perv-btnb [F-02-LS

in i r:
operab1et£ xi ene or/more "'vuf.f

1. Determine the position of the nonindicating rod(s) indirectly
i by the movable incore detectors at least cnce per 8 hours and
Widhin +Aour:m+rafter any motion of the nonindicating rod which /3=03-LS
exceeds 24 steps in one direction since the last determination
of the rod's position, or

2. Reduce THERMAL POWER to less than 50% of RATED THERMAL POWZR
within 8 hours, or

3. Le in HoT STANDEY Within +he nex+ 6 hours. /3=0%-M
b. With more than one difital rod position indicator per,dsse inoperable '
either: - ?nuf =05=A|

1.2) Determine the position of the nonindicating rods indirectly |
i by the movable incore detectors at least once per 8 hours and ;
within 4 hours 4amediaesty after any motion of the nonindicating rod whizn /3=03-LS

{

exceeds 24 steps in one direction since the last determination
of the rod's position, and :

estore the digital rod position indicators to OPERABLL status ;
within 24 hours such that a maximum of one digital rod¢ position ;
indicator perasame is ingperable, or /3=05-A |

e,
Be in HOT STANDEBY within the next 6 hours.

g With a maximum of one demand position indicator per bank inoperable
either:

1. Verify that all digital rod position indicators for the affected
bank are OPERABLE and that the most withdrawn rod and the least
withdrawn rod of the bank are within a maximum of 12 steps of
each other at least once per 8 hours, or

2. Reduce THERMAL POWZR to less than 50% of RATED THERMAL POWZIR
=, "zl?::h,'l‘r }-‘{Sdg'guﬁ*fjbgy within +he nex+ é Agur_f_ /3—04-/‘1
K znreRT z/4 /-17 I 7-06-A
CALLAWAY - UNIT /& 1=11 Amencrment Nc. 61

0w
n
b
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CHANGE
NUMBER NOHC DESCRIPTION

plant shutdown to Mode 3 requirement would be required in
one less hour.

13-05 A This proposed change would involve retaining an action
statement, currently in the plant TS, that permits
continued POWER OPERATION with more than one digital rod
position indicator per group inoperabie. This is in
accordance with the current Ticensing basis of the plant.

13-06 A Consistent with NUREG-1431, Rev. 1, a separate condition
entry allowance is permitted in current TS 3.1.3.2 for
each inoperable rod position indicator and each demand
position indicator. This is an administrative change
since the Required Actions address each rod or bank with
inoperable indication separately [and Action b addresses
the condition of multiple inoperable DRPIs, up to a
complete loss of digital position indication].

13-07 M The proposed modifications to the SR would require a
verification of agreement between digital and demand
indicator systems prior to criticality after each removal
of the reactor vessel head, instead of every 12 hours.
This reflects a reorganization of surveillance
requirements in the ITS. The requirement for a 12-hour
comparison would be moved to SR 3.1.4.1 in the ITS. The
post-vessel head removal requirement would be a new
specification that demonstrates rod position system
OPERABILITY based on a comparison of indicating systems.
The Frequency requirement of prior to criticality after
each removal of the reactor vessel head would permit this
comparison to be performed only during plant outages that
involve plant evolutions (vessel head removal) that could
affect the OPERABILITY of the rod position indication
systems. The Frequency change is based on
traveler TSTF-89.

13-08 LS-20 Not applicahle to Callaway. See Conversion Comparison
Table (Enclosure 3B).

13-09 “+5-23~ Cur ACTIONS b.1.b) and b.1.2) of LCO 3.1,
- deleted. in MODES 1 and 2 rod position.
Multiple inoperable DRPIS W impact on SDM in
MODES 1 and 2 if the ¢ rod Migns are verified by
alternate means rod motion is Timited cOnsigtent with
the acci analyses. Deletion of these requireme i
copetstent with traveler WoE—73—Revr—li— 775 - 234, -204

B s e ey e o G-FA—19-
Neot used. & 3 1-/9 :

DESCRIPTION OF CHANGES TO CURRENT TS 12 5/15/97




INSERT 3A-12 i

The proposed chagge would delete the Actions to place contro
record RCS T, hobiy if muliple DRPIs per group are inopgrable Multiple inoperable
DRPIs, of themselves ave no impact on SDM in MODES 1 and 2 if the control rod
positions are verified by al{ernate means (e g., movable incore detectors). The
requirement to place controhrods in manual may be appropriate in all situations and

simulate the rod control system

Thermal Design Procedure (ITDP e ihat the control rods are in [automatic).

date a 10% load rejection. Placing rods in
manual may impact the load rejeclién dapability assumed when the P-9 setpoint was
system can accommodate a 40% RTP load
rejection and with the rod copfrol system if\automatic, a 50% RTP load rejection can be
accommodated without a réactor trip. While lganual operator action can be just as timely
as automatic rod contraf, there is no need to haye this limitation in the Technical
Specifications. Correttive actions for excessive Pad motion are covered under ITS 3.1.7
Condition C. Theequirement to monitor 2nd reco T.,,J hourly is unnecessary given the
available indicafors and alarms, e .g., T, ~ T, deviahpn alarm, to alert operators to
changing matlerator conditions.

Net used. d 21-14

dsinmanualand & 3./-/9



CONVERSION COMPARISON TABLE - CURRENT TS 3/4.1 Page 8 of 10
TECH SPEC CHANGE APPLICABILITY
NUMBER | DESCRIPTION DIABLO CANYON COMANCHE PEAK WOLF CREEK CALLAWAY
13-05 The proposed change would retain an action statement, No. See (N No. See CN Yes Yes
E currently in the plant 7S, that permits continued POWER 13-08-15-20. 13-08-15-26.
OPERATION with more than one digital rod position indicator
per group iroperable.
13-06 The change would allow separate condition entry for each Ne. See CN No. See CN Yes Yes
A inoperable DRPI or each demand indicator. 13-08-15-20. 13-08-15-20.
13-07 The proposed modifications to the SR would verify agreement | Yes Yes Yes Yes
M between digital and demand indicator systems prior to
criticality after each removal of the reactor vessel head
instead of every 12 hours. The Freguency change is based
on traveler TSTF-89.
13-08 Adds provision, from Callaway's current specifications as Yes Yes No. Already in Nc. Already in
LS-20 revised which, under certain conditions, would allow current 1S. current TS.
continued operation with more than one inoperable DRPI per
aroup. WWW ; Q2120 TEF00
13-09 No—Not—in-currerns | Yes /4 e A//a
e T N/A /
& 3.+-19
J D~ See AW#%#I W
14-C1 Relocates current Specification 3.1.3.3 te licensee T Yes. Relocated to No. See OL No. See OL
R controlled document. ~dated—30/4795— "’/”.,m. Amendment No. B9. Amendment No. 103.
~BEL-96-222) - bDC-ALL-004
15-01 —Fhe-Red-Brop—Fime—Specifitativr 31 34—+tsrelocated Yos—{see+tAR-O5-G7— |Ne—Net—in-ecurrent— Ho—See-Ot— e See Gy
~femperature—timtt-and-REPs-eperating requirement—for rod — | BEL95-222) 35-02-A— /V/A
~drop-testing-arecombined-with-E¥5-Surveiance4-1-3-4— ‘A N/ A A//A
fthen—ineorporatedanto 1FS-SR3-1+-4-3— This—ehange 35 - A/ / / AC—ALL'004-
[-Betober—4—1995—BEL-96-222)— /\/37f used.
CONVERSION COMPARISON TABLE - CURRENT TS 5/15/97



ENCLOSURE 4

NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION (NSHC)
CONTENTS
T S A R AL e TSGR I S UM e (SR R 2
11. Description of NSHC Evalustions..........oeesuevurrsrcvrscontsnnscnsesns 3

II1. Generic No Significant Hazards Considerations

A MRISLrative CRanNERE. .. ccociovcovsrannnsns B 2 A TR T e 5
R+ Molocated Tachnical SDRCITICEIONS. .. ovosrsissviansnsneiosnnnsvessna 7
LG - Less Restrictive (Moving Information Out of the

TOChICe! SORCITICRLIONS) ... . ivuvinsvnavassnassnusnnstaaassnessas 10
M - More Restrictive Requirements...........ccovivieinrennnerisnnninsnnnas 12

IV. Specific No Significant Hazards Considerations - LS

1 e R g A R i N AP i Lot SRy SO P G e i 14
L R TR ORI, S AT P R SR N SR ORI R e D 16
G AR A AR R SN O (R NI = 00 MU S [ R S AP T X g 19
R R R N S L Y R G R RGO Ch 4 S AR RSB ERP P veld
- N R R L R I T Pl 3o SR o) L 23
%7 R e (S g R LR LIS R R [ ) T 26
T2 A K T A IS T o SR A S AP AR g - ..29
b R S e AN I A B P (RS el T R Notﬁgﬁé&b@i/-—gs
B R L L SO ey L DIAR R A B FF R SOUPRE R P QU P T 32
L e A e e I P S e R S PR T 35
412 5 SO R G AL I ORI R A e U oINS S Not Used
¥ VRS e e TR e S S R GG ORISR Pl P Y 37
B A A AR b i W 584 Not Applicable
% RN e SO R RS AR R v P R R A R I 8- S 40
R S NI NE R GRS P R I R G S S e 42
B o b kb A AR AT & Wk Not applicable
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5N AR s A N e et e I e AL A S SR DR Not applicable
O N S A OV s N AR K R s S S P PR Not applicable
C T e TR RS el R RS O R £ A ot = S SRR Not applicabie
T R By ROREATACIEE D b S R S RN s RSN IR R P 45

..........................................

....................................................

LI =24 = &2 TR-3/-0073
V. Generic Technical NSHCs
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DNerere & Z/-19

IV. SPECIFIC NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS

\ NSHC LS-23

10 CFR 50.92 EVALUATION

FOR
TECHNICAL CHANGES THAT IMPOSE LESS RESTRACTIVE
REQUIREMENTS WITHIN THE TECHNICAL SPECLFICATIONS

The proposed ‘change would delete the Actions to pla
record RCS T, \hourly if multiple DRPIs per group are inoperable, Actions b.1.b) and
b.1.c) of LCO 3)1.3.2. Multiple inoperable DRPI¥'will have no impact on SOM in
Modes 1 and 2 if\the control rod positions are ¥erified by alternate means (e.g.,
movable incore detectors). The requirement tg place control rods in manual is not
appropriate in all gituations and may be detfimental for load rejection transients
unless operator actign is assumed to simulgte the rod control system in automatic.
Accidents analvzed us\ng the [Improved Thérmal Design Procedure (ITDP)] assume that
control rods are in [attomatic]. Automgtic rod movement can accommodate a 10X load
rejection. The requirement to monitor/and record T, hourly 1s unnecessary given the
available indicators and \alarms, e.g/, T,, - T,, deviation alarm, to alert operators
to changing moderator co

control rods in manual and

This proposed TS change has n/evaluated and it has been determined that it
involves no significant hazardy consideration. This determination has been
performed in accordance with criteria set forth in 10 CFR 50.92(c) as quoted
below:

“The Commission may make a
50.91, that a progosed amen
licensed under 50.21(b) or 50
significant hazéras considerati
with the propgsed amendment woul

nal determination, pursuant to the procedures in
nt to an operating license for a facility

or for a testing facility involves no

1f operation of the facility in accordance
ot :

1 Involie a significant increas
accydent previously evaluated:

1n the probability or consequences of an

2 Create the possibility of a new or\different kind of accident from any
ccident previously evaluated: or

Involve a significant reduction in a gin of safety.”

hazards /consideration standards:

Does the change involve a significant increase
consequences of an accident previously evaluated?

the probability or

Overall protection system performance will remain within thd bounds of the
previously performed accident analyses since no hardware changes are proposed.
The reactivity transients analyzed in FSAR Section 15.4 will unaffected

'

NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 50 \ 5/15/97

\
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IV. SPECIFIC NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIONS‘///

P
NSHC LS-23

(continued)

sincé\rod position will be ascertained to be consistefit with those analyses.
The proposed change will not affect the probability’of any event initiators
nor will\the proposed change affect the ability any safety-related
equipment to perform its intended function. Thére will be no degradation in
r of challenges imposed on
during an accident situation.
olve a significant increase in the

create the pogSibility of a new or different kind of

r are there any changes in the method by which
any safety-related plant\system performs its safety function. This change
will not affect the norma hod of plant operation. No new accident
scenarios, transient precungors, failure mechanisms, or limiting single
failures are introduced ag a\result of this change. Therefore, the proposed

acceptance criteria for any analyzed
nner in which safety limits or

ined nor will there be any effect on
accomplishment of protection

rgin of safety.

those plant systems necessary to assure t
functions. Jhere will be no impact on any

NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATIOM, DETERMINATION

Based on the ve evaluation, it is concluded that the \activities associated with

NSHC “LS-23"/resulting from the conversion to the improved TS format satisfy the no
significany hazards consideration standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c); and accordingly. a

no significant hazards consideration finding is justified.

NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS CONSIDERATION 51 5/15/97



Industry Travelers Applicable to Section 3.1

TRAVELER #

STATUS QIFFERENCE # COMMENTS
TSTF-9, Incorporated 3.51 NRC approved.
Revision 1
TSTF-12, Incorporated 3.1-15 NRC approved. ITS
Revision 1 Special Test Exception
3.1.10 is retained and
re-numbered as 3.1.8,
consistent with this
traveler and TSTF-136.
TSTF-13, Incorporated 3.1-4 NRC approved.
Revision 1
TSTF-14, Incorporated 3.1-13 NRC approved.
Revision -3-4 TR-Z.|/=085
TSTF-15, Incorporated NA NRC approved.
Revision 1
TSTF-89 Incorporated 3.1-8 NRC approved.
TSTF-107, ey, | Incorporated 3.1-6 &2 /-/15
TSTF-108, ~Ne¢ fhcorporated —Ne- <Not NRC approved,as—ef
Revision 1 ” 3.i-2] _traveler cut-offdate~ (AT /~00/
TSTF-110, Incorporated 3.1-10 NRC epproved.
Revision=+ 2 ” TR-5|./-004
TSTF-136 Incorporated 3.1-9, 3.1-15 NRC f[f"w‘/' TR-3./-00¢
TSTF-141 Not incorporated NA Disagree with change;
traveler issued after
cut-off date. 4
agprov B
TSTF-142 et Theorporated e Froveror Horeedeteer
P.laa o ff-dote— TRA3. 1003
- ——,
Pl & 31-19
p—— — ——— F
WOG-105 Incorporated 3.1-16 -
MARK-UP OF WOG STS REV 1 (NUREG-1431) 5/15/97



Rod Position Indication
S8 A  3.1-9

3.1 REACTIVITY CONTROL SYSTEMS

318 3@ Rod Position Indication

LCO 3-8 3@  The DiGILE) Rod Position Indication (BRPI) System and the B-PS
Demand Position Indication System shall be OPERABLE.

APPLICABILITY: MODES 1 and 2.

Separate Condition entry is allowed for each inoperable rod position indicator per —-3--1-—7-—-—
group and each demand position indicator. per—bamk-

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 03. /—/7
“
CONCITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
A. One BRPI per group A.1 Verify the position of the Once per 8 hours B-PS
inoperable for one or rods with inoperable 3.1-12
more groups. position indicators

incipesuly by using movable

incore detectors.

R

A.2 Reduce THERMAL POWER to 8 hours
< 50% RTP.

(continued)

MARKUP OF WOG STS REV 1 (NUREG-1431) 3.1-17 5/15/97



Rod Position Indication
16 Sy 3.1-9

ACTIONS (continued)

CONDITION REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
INSERT =2.1=/F & 3 /-19
B. More thangtnesDREI-per ? VenThyEthe oo lionier the 3.1-7
group “ingpepablie “for one (A3  roUSENISRnoDerabTe 3.1-12
or more Qroupst. posTtig#ind] catons
Tt reCHiyehysising ‘movable
Incorc NeteCtnrsy
ap
-See- RestonEiTopeRatle pasition | 24 hours
K4 IITCATErSHtISORERABLE
Statussuchithat ja-maxinum
UTROnEROREIEpETEGroup 15
nopendtiles
8-C; One or more rods B-@l Verify the position of |# hours Sl
with inoperable the rods with P
ORRLS posttton inoperable position 3147
ndieators have indicators FHGIRECEEY 3.1-12
been moved in by using movable incore
excess of 24 steps detectors.
in one direction
since the last R
determination of
the rod's position. |B-@G§  Reduce THERMAL POWER to |8 hours
< 50X RTP.

(continued)

MARKUP OF WOG STS REV 1 (NUREG-1431) 3.1-18 5/15/97




INSERT 3.1-18 Q3.1-19

REQUIRED ACTION COMPLETION TIME
B.1  Place the control rods under manual control. Immediately
AND
B2 Monitor and record RCS 7 Once per 1 hour

AND



Rod Position Indication
B 316 BEE

BASES

ACTIONS A.l (continued)

simultaneously having a rod significintly out of position and an
event sensitive to that rod position is small.

A2

Reduction of THERMAL POWER to < 50% RTP puts the core into a

condition where rod position is not significantly affecting core
peaking factors (Ref. 3).

The allowed Completion Time of 8 hours is reasonable, based on
operating experience, for reducing power to < 50% RTP from full
power conditions without challenging plant systems and allowing
for rod position determination by Required Action A.1 above.

>l .

P/ﬂ Cl‘ *Ae i‘J
7

Cln+n/~f}/f+¢m

/ /" /"\Mud/
aAJSlurer
aﬁ//anne
rya{ moFlon ‘\/"//
ret cccur,

TZC#C;- W;*‘

e
———S e

TINSERT
£7/-48

(continued)

MARK-UP OF NUREG-1431 BASES B 3.1-48 5/15/97



INSERT B 3.1-48 Q3.1-19

The Immediate Completion Time for placing the Rod Control System in manual reflects
the urgency with which unplanned rod motion must be prevented while in this Condition.
Monitoring and recording reactor coolant system T, help to assure that significant
changes in power distribution and SDM are avoided. The once per hour Compietion
Time is acceptable because only minor fluctuations in RCS temperature are expected at
steady state plant operating conditions.




CHANGE
NUMBER  JUSTIFICATION

rods are inoperable rods, and the change clarifies the appropriate
ACTIONS. The Bases are changed to reflect the changes to the LCO and
CONDITION A. These changes are based on traveler TSTF-107.

3.1-7 m would incorporate, into ITS LCO 3.1.7. an

Action Statement that was previously approved as part of the Callaway

and Wolf Creek licensing basis, aeSevised3nE€Rstobureocs The Action().3 /-/9
Statement would permit continued POWER OPERATION for up to 24 hours

with more than one Digital Rod Position Indicator per rod group

inoperable. The Action Statement specifies additional required actions

beyond those applicable to the condition of one DRPI per group

inoperable. The Bases for this change also would be 1ncorporated into

the Bases for the plant ITS. hoge<changes—are W ” » 0%./-19
WM R et Gt~

A'J”JJ_’ P
3.1-8 The Frequency for ITS SR 3.1.7.1 for comparing DRPI and group demand
position would be changed from 18 Months to “Once prior to criticality
after each removal of the reactor vessel head.” This change makes it
clear that the surveillance must be performed each time the head is
removed and that it is not tied to an absolute time interval. This
change is based on traveler TSTF-89.

3.1-9 This change would eliminate ISTS 3.1.2 because the SDM requirements for
MODE 5 have been incorporated into Specification 3.1.1 in accordance
with traveler TSTF-136. Traveler TSTF-9, -Rev—3~relocated values for72-32./-0s¢
SOM to the COLR which removed the only difference between ISTS
LCO 3.7.1 and ISTS LCO 3.1.2. Differences above and below 200°F will
be addressed in the COLR. Subsequent sections have been re-numbered.

3.1-10 Several surveillances (e.g., rod position deviation monitor and rod
insertion 1imit monitor in this section) contain actions in the form of
increased surveillance frequency to be performed in the event of
inoperable alarms. These actions are moved from the TS to licensee
controlled documents since the alarms do not themselves directly relate
to the limits. This detail is not required to be in the TS to provide
adequate protection of the public health and safety. Therefore, moving
this detail is acceptable and is consistent with traveler TSTF-liz,. TR-Z. |-004

R
3.1-11 Not used.
3.1-12 The Required Actions for inoperable DRPI in ITS 3.1.7 are revised per

the current licensing basis to note that the use of movable incore
detectors for rod position verification is an indirect assessment at
best. The position of some rods can not be ascertained by this method.

3.1-13 This change adds an LCO requirement and SR to MODE 2 Physics Tests

Exceptions 3.1.8 to verify that thermal power is less than or equal to
5 percent RTP. The LCO requirement and SR were added to verify that

JUSTIFICATION FOR DIFFERENCES - TS 2 5/15/97



CONVERSION COMPARISON TABLE FOR DIFFERENCES FRGM NUREG-1431, SECTION 3.1

Page 1 of 3

TECH SPEC CHANGE

APPLICABILITY

NUMBER

CESCRIPTION

DIABLO CANYON

COMANCHE PEAK

WOLF CREEK

CALLAWAY

3.1-1

In accordance with industry traveier TSTF-9,<Rer-.—-i-: this
change would relocate the specified limits for SOM from
several TS to the COLR.

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

TR-2.1-006

3.1-2

: iAol : " :

—Aamehsurad—valuts shall Se-tone priorteereaadinga—Fuei—
mey-ummmm-uq_/vﬁm/,

N/A

e N/A

~No—~Mrimteining—
5¥5-wording—

N/A

No—~—Meimtetring—
15¥5wording- A//A
A

3.1-3

& & i
Te . :

-ﬁo—/\//A

-ﬂo—/\//A

es—A/ /A

oN/A Q7 /-2

=

3.1-4

In accordance with industry traveler TSTF-13,Rev—3r ISTS
SR 3.1.4.2, which requires verifying MTC within the 300 ppm
boron limit, is deleted and the Note in that SR is moved to
the SR that requires the lower MIC limit to be verified.
The deleted SR is not a requirement separate from the lower
MTC verification SR, but is essentially a clarification of
when the SR for the lower MIC limit should be performed.

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes 7R-2./-M0¢

3.1-5

Per current TS [3.1.3.1], the words “with all” are removed
from the LCO for control rod alignment limits. This
ensures that the number of channels of DRPI required tc be
OPERABLE will not be misconstrued.

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

3.1-6

In accordance with traveler TSTF-107, the change provides
additional clarification that the alignment limits in the
LCO are he OPERABILITY of a control rod.

Yes

Yes

Yes

3.1-7

—

/{ Action Statement that was previously approved as part of
the current licensing basis of Callaway and Wolf Creek
would be added to improved TS 3.1.7,

WTM Action Statement would permit operation
for up to 24 hours with more than one Digital Rod Position

Indicator per group irlo;perable.

-

Yes

Yes

Yes

\____/'

\

PRI

CONVERSION COMPARISON TABLE - NUREG-1431

5/15/97



ADDITIONAL INFORMATION COVER SHEET
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NO: CA-3.1-005 APPLICABILITY: CA

REQUEST: Revise ITS SR 3.1.3.2 Bases to correct a typographical error. The Note 1 SR limit
is 300 ppm, not 200 ppm.

ATTACHED PAGES:

Attachment 7, CTS 3/4.1 - ITS 3.1
Enclosure 5B, page B 3.1-20



BASES

SURVEILLANCE
REQUIREMENTS

SR SEINBNR 33 4-P-end-SR-—3-3-43 (continued)

4 B

If the 300 ppm Surveillance 1imit is exceeded, it is O 71.6-
possible that the EOC 1imit on MTC could be reached before

the planned EOC. Because the MTC changes slowly with core
gepiction, the Frequency of 14 effective full power days

is sufficient to avoid exceeding the EOC limit.

The Surveillance limit for RTP boron concentration of Q7.1 61
60 ppm 1s conservative. If the measured MTC at 60 ppm is
AIESAIE more-posttive than the 60 ppm Surveillance
Timit, the EOC Timit will not be exceeded because of the
gradual manner in which MTC changes with core burnup.

REFERENCES

10 CFR 50, Appendix A, GDC 11.
FSAR, Chapter @t‘(nﬂfnc) Q 7.1.6-

WCAPERUZERRR 9273-NP-A, "Westinghouse Reload Safety
Evaluation Methodology," July 1985.

MARK-UP OF NUREG-1431 BASES B 3.1-20 5/15/97



ADDITIONAL INFORMATION COVER SHEET
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NO: Q 32-3 APPLICABILITY: CA, CP, DC, WC

REQUEST: ITS 3.2.1 Heat Flux Hot Channel Factor
CTS 3/4 2.2 Heat Flux Hot Channel Factor (All FLOG Plants)
DOC 02-06-A
JFD 3.2-12
ITSSR3.21.1&321.2 Frequency

Comment: The ITS SR frequency has been changed irom the STS frequency of

12 hours to 24 hours. This is based upon the incorrect justification that the CTS would
allow 24 hours based upon ITS SR 3.0.3, since the CTS does not specify a frequency.
Adopt the STS SR frequency of 12 hours.

FLOG RESPONSE:

(original) The change descriptions (DOC 2-06-A & JFD 3.2-12) will be revised to provide a
basis for the 24 hours that is predicated on the time required to perform the surveillance.
(supplement) DOC 2-06-A is also revised to be DOC 2-06-M because this change is more
restrictive than the CTS.

(original) Callaway and Wolf Creek are incorporating this change (DOC 02-06-A,
JFD 3.2-12) in lieu of maintaining CTS which did not specify any completion time.
DOC 02-13-L.G (applicable to Callaway only) and JOF 3.2-17 are no longer used.

(supplement) As discussed in a telecon with the NRC staff on October 1, 1998, additional
justification for the basis of the 24 hour surveillance frequency has been added to
JFD 3.2-12.

Additionally, this item is reiated to Comment Number Q 3.2-7 for Callaway and Wolf
Creek. No additional response is required for Comment Number Q 3 2-7.

ATTACHED PAGES:

Att. No. 8 CTS 3/42-1TS3.2
Encl. 6A 2, Insert 3.2-12



CHANGE
NUMBER

3.2-07

w
n

-08

)
no
—
Po—

t0 De oDfained prior to recuiring theét the surveillance
s A

WSTIFICATION

setpoint adjustments, and channel restoration). adding 2 hours for

necessary 1nitial preparations (procecure preps, calibration equipment

checks, obtaining tools and approvels), it 1s reasonable to expect a

tctal of 18 hours. Further, setpoint changes should only be required |
for extended operation 1n this condition. Finally, the Bases for
making this setpoint change is exactly the same as the NUREG Bases |
provided for the 72 hour Completion Time of LCO 3.2.1 Required Action
A.4, which is also a setpoint reduction In summary, this change is
acceptable because it would permit time to perform reauired flux
mapping, permit orderly resetting of the high flux trip setpoints, and
reduce the chances of an inadvertent reactor trin during the required
power reduction.

Consistent with TSTF-97, the NOTE in SR 3.2.1.2 is revised by removing
the phrase "is within limits and” to clarify that the actions to be

taken if F°(Z) is increasing are required regardless of whether F%,(1)
1s within its limits. |

Consistent with TSTF.99, the LCO 3.2.1 (Fy Methodology), Required Action |
2.1 Completion Time for tre recuction cf thz AFD limits if Fold) is not
within 1imits is increased from 2 hours to 4 hours. This makes it
consistent with the Completion Time associated with Required Action A.2
of LCO 3.2.1 (Fy Methodology). The change is acceptable because 1t

\

eliminates an inconsistency in the ISTS.

For consistency with current TS 3.2.4 and improved TS 3.3.1. condition
D. the breakpoints for the applicability of the surveillances in the |
notes in improved TS SR 3.2.4.1 and SR 3.2.4.2 are modified to be

applicablie at less than or equal to 75% RTP. and greater than 75% RTP,
respect1velxz’“?hﬂ3“%s/anfadmvn+sefaz4~e~changg_tha: retains current Tsrfrf———f~
FEQUIrEmeNtSy sme (a LomadoX L T':TF-L'H> (G226

b N
Consistent with TSTF-110, this change moves requirements for increased
surverllance frequencies in the event of inoperable alarms to licensee
controlled documents. This change 1s acceptable because 1t removes
requirements regarding alarms and alarm responses that are not
necessary to be 1n the TS to protect public health and sefety.

Not applicable to Cé ..ay. See Conversion Comparison Table
(Enclosure 68).
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Q32-3/Q32-7
INSERT 3.2-12

3.2-12 The required time for completion of a flux map for determination of the heat flux
hot channel factor is changed from 12 hours to 24 hours after achieving
equilibrium conditions. The proposed change affects SR 3.2.1.1 and SR 3.2.1.2.
A flux map is taken after a power level increase greater than a specified amount
to verify FQ is within limits and to provide assurance that FQ will remain within
limits until the next required flux map is taken. Based on plant experience, the
flux maps taken during power ascension provide a high degree of confidence
that FQ will be within limits at the next power plateau. As such, the exact time
period allowed for performance of the surveillance, after reaching equilibrium, is
not a significant safety consideration. The proposed time (24 hours) is a
reasonable time period for obtaining and evaluating a flux map and then
completing the procedural steps associated with this surveillance. Further, the
24 hour time period provides a reasonable limit on the length of time that the piant
can operate in an unconfirmed condition.



ADDITIONAL INFORMATION COVER SHEET
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NO: Q 3.4.13-8 APPLICABILITY: CA

REQUES": ITS 3.4.13 Bases LCO a. (Callaway)

Comment: The intent of the addition that leakage past instrumentation lines not being
pressure boundary leakage is unclear. |s that leakage upstream of isolation valves? If
itis, is there a line size limit and is this consistent with the description of pressure
boundary in the FSAR and the definition in ITS Section 1.1?

FLOG RESPONSE (original): This Bases change refers to 3/8 inch tubing for instrument
connections to ASME Class 1 fluid piping downstream of the root valves and to 1/8 inch core
exit thermocouple sheaths. These instrument lines are not part of the reactor coolant pressure
boundary (RCPB), as discussed in FSAR Table 3.2-1 Notes (9) and (10). As further stated in
Sub-article NCA-1130(c), the scope of ASME Section Ill does not apply to instrument tubing
and that tubing is not designed or specified to be part of the RCPB or provide a pressure
retaining barrier. As discussed in FSAR Sections 9.3.4.2.3.5 and 15.6.5.2, normal charging
can accommodate a 3/8 inch break and maintain normal pressurizer level such that the ECCS
is not actuated. This Bases change does not refer to leakage upstream of instrument root
valves. There is no conflict with ITS Section 1.1.

FLOG RESPONSE (suppiement): As discussed with NRC on October 8, 1998, the Bases has
been revised to provide additional discussion.

ATTACHED PAGES:

Attachment 10, CTS 3/44 - ITS3 4
Enclosure 5B, page B 3.4-84



RCS Operational LEAKAGE
B 3.4.13

BASES (continued)

LCO RCS operational LEAKAGE shall be limited to:
a. Bressure Boundary LEAKAGE

No pressure boundary LEAKAGE is allowed, being indicative
of material deterioration. LEAKAGE of this type is
unacceptable as the leak itself could cause further
deterioration, resulting in higher LEAKAGE. Violation of
this LCO could result in continued degradation of the

RCPB.
() L 3.4.Gen-/
__( LEAKAGE past seals end gaskets pTRINENSTEOSEREARIIRIES

1s not pressure boundary LEAKAGE. A

. INEPT £ T 4-04 & 24/7
. Unidentified LEAKAGE

One gallon per minute (gpm) of unidentified LEAKAGE is
allowed as a reasonable minimum detectable amount that the
containment air monitoring and containment sump leve)
monitoring equipment can detect within a reasonabie time
period. Violation of this LCO could result in continued
degradation of the RCPB, if the LEAKAGE is from the
pressure boundary.

* Identified LEAKAGE

Up to 10 gpm of identified LEAKAGE is considered allowable
because LEAKAGE is from known sources that do not
interfere with detection of jffidentified LEAKAGE and is
well within the capability of the RCS Makeup System.
Identified LEAKAGE includes LEAKAGE to the containment
from specifically known and located sources, but does not
include pressure boundary LEAKAGE or controlled reactor
coolant pump (RCP) seal leakeff (a normal function not

considered LEAKAGE). it , &?.4-./3—3

fond 4 SUSRREE- Violation of this LCO could result
in continued degradation of a component or system.

(continued)

MARK-UP OF NUREG-1431 BASES B 3.4-84 5/15/97




INSERT B 3 4-84 Q34136

Instrumentation lines are 3/8 inch tubing for instrument connections to ASME Class 1

fluid piping downstream of the root valves and 1/8 inch core exit thermocouple sheaths.
These instrument lines are not part of the reactor coolant pressure boundary (RCPB) nor do
they provide a pressure retaining barrier. Normal charging can accommodate a 3/8 inch break
and maintain normal pressurizer level such that the ECCS is not actuated.



ADDITIONAL. INFORMATION COVER SHEET
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NO: CA-3.5-002 APPLICABILITY: CA, CP, DC, WC

REQUEST (original): Revise ITS 3.5 4 Bases to indicate that the RWST LCO, by virtue of its
temperature, volume, and boron concentration limits, also satisfies Criterion 2 (initial conditions
of accident analyses).

REQUEST (revised): Revise various additional ITS Bases regarding the correct application of
Criterion 2 of 10CFR50.36(c)(2)(ii). These changes are consistent with the attachment to a
May S, 1988 letter from T.E. Murley (NRC) to R.A. Newton (WOG) entitled “NRC Staff Review
of NSSS Vendor Owners Groups' Application of the Commission’s Interim Policy Statement
Criteria to Standard Technical Specifications "

1. Revise ITS 3.5.1 Bases to indicate that the Accumulators LCO, by virtue of its pressure,

volume, and boron concentration limits, also satisfies Criterion 2 (initial conditions of accident
analyses).

2. Revise ITS 3 5.4 Bases to indicate that the RWST LCO, by virtue of its temperatuie,

volume, and boron concentration limits, also satisfies Criterion 2 (initial conditions of accident
analyses).

3. Revise ITS 3.6.7 Bases to indicate that the Recirculation Fluid pH Control (RFPC) System,
by virtue of its TSP-C depth limit which ensures a minimum equilibrium sump pH of 7.1, also
satisf'3s Criterion 2 (initial conditions of accident analyses). (Callaway only)

4. Revise ITS 3.7.6 Bases to indicate that the CST (and FWST for DCPP) LCO, by virtue of its
water volume limit, also satisfies Criterion 2 (initial conditions of accident analyses).

ATTACHED PAGES:

Attachment 11, CTS 3/45 -ITS 3.5
Enclosure 5B, pages B 3.5-5 and B 3.5-30

Attachment 12, CTS 3/46 - ITS36
Enclosure 5B, page B 3.6-53

Attachment 13, CTS 3/4.7 - ITS 3.7
Enclosure 5B, page B 3.7-44



Accumulators

e o it B 3.5.1

C;:iﬁr"on - ""/
/e

BASES
APPLICABLE The accumulators sati yltﬁtenon 3 of the-NRE-Potiey-Statement CA-ZS-¢
SAFETY ANALYSES 103CFR 250736 () (2)TH1)°
(continued)
LCO The LCO establishes the minimum conditions required to ensure

that the accumulators are available to accomplish their core

cooling safety function following a LOCA. Four accumulators are

required to ensure that 1002 of the contents of three of the

accumulators will reach the core during a LOCA. This is

consistent with the assumption that the contents of one

accumulator spill through the break. If lecs than three

accumulators are injected during the blowdown phase of a LOCA,

the ECCS acceptance criteria of 10 CFR 50.46 (Ref. f-) could be

violated. 2 CA-7.5=00)

For an accumulator to be considered OPERABLE, the isolation valve
must be fully open, power removed above 2666 FUOD psig, and the
limits established i the SRs for contained volume, boron
concentration, and nitrogen cover pressure must be met.

\ APPLICABILITY

In MODES 1 and 2, and in MODE 3 with RCS pressure > 1000 psig,
the accumulator OPERABILITY requirements are based on full power
operation. Although cooling requirements decrease as power
decreases, the accumulators are still required to provide core
cooling as long as elevated RCS pressures and temperatures exist.

This LCO is only applicable at RCS pressi'res > 1000 psig. At

pressures < 1000 psig, the rate of RCS blowdown is such that the

ECCS pumps can provide adequate injection to ensure that peak

clad temperature remains below the 10 CFR 50.46 (Re.'.fé limit of
CA-2.5W)

2200°F . & and 7

In MODE 3, with RCS pressure < 1000\ psig, and in MODES 4, 5,

and 6, the accumulator motor operatéd isolation valves are closed

with power™removed “from the ivalvekopenrators to isolate the

accumulators from the RCS [Refs: This allows RCS CA-Z.5w/
cooldown and depressurization without disc arging the

accumulators into the RCS or requiring degressurization of the

accumulators. Hasumulotun fnoladton i
0’\/, ﬂzu:’r‘/ WACA Hl

Accumulatyr preceure s

2 ~euter Fhan or egua/ + +le
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RWST

B 3.5.4
ASES
APPLICABLE assumes that a’H contro] rods are out of the core. m
SAFETY ANALYSES ortainetawat tme “and “boton oo ,
(continued)

The upper Timit on boron concentration of 2206 ESED ppm is used
to determine the maximum allowable time to switch to hot leg
recirculation following a LOCA. The purpose of switching from
cold leg to hot leg +njectior RECIGEUMANEGN is to avoid boron
precipitation in the core following the accident.
CMA:"‘W’#’ ‘n ek/ﬂfrurtfar-v‘ﬁn o{: FAe
In theVECCS analysis, the containment spray temperature is CA-3.5-003

assued to be equal to the RWST lower temperature limit of 35

L 3,) ? If the lower temperature limit is violated, the
( €e containment spray further reduces containment pressure, which

decreases the rate at which steam can be vented out the break and
increases peak clad temperature. The upper temperature limit of
FOOSE is used in the small break LOCA analysis and containment
OPERABILITY analysis. Exceeding this temperature will result in
a higher peak clad temperature, because there is less heat
transfer from the core to the injected water for the small break

and higher containment pressures due to reduced containment
spray cooling capacity. For the containment response following
an MSLB, the lower limit on boron concentration and the upper
1imit on RWST water temperature are used to maximize the total
energy release to containment.

Crf-v";/m’ D.ams(
The RWST satisfiesVCriterion 3 of the-NRE—Pottey-Statement CA-2 50

. S=002
M

LCO The RWST ensures that an adequate supply of borated water is
available to coo’ and depressurize the containment in the event
of a Design Basis Accident (DBA), to cool and cover the core in
the event of a LOCA, tc maintain the reactor subcritical
following a DBA, and to ensure adequate level in the containment

(continued)

MARK-UP OF NUREG-1431 BASES B 3.5-30 5/15/97




Recirculation Fluid pH Control System
B 3.6.7

BASES

BACKGROUND mmy—ﬁm—oeﬂmwﬂ—om
(continued) from-the—spray—additive—tank—to—the—sprey—pump—suetions—or—the

a"j r¢+ln1L’"')

APPLICABLE The REPC Spray-Additive System is essential to the remvalgf
SAFETY ANALYSES airborne iodine within containment following a DBA. CA-3.b-002

Following the assumed release of radicactive materials into
containment, the containment is assumed to leak at its design
value volume following the accident. The analysis assumes that

106+ mopeNthani®0X of containment is covered by the spray
(Ref. 1).

The DBA response time assumed for the RFPC Spray-—Additive System
is the same as for the Containment Spray System and is discussed

in the Bases for LCO 3.6.6, "Containment Spray and Cooling
Systems."

The DBA analyses assume that one train of the Containment Spray
System/Spray—hAdditive—System is inoperable. and—that—the—entire
W | . . tded | a—E 4
Spray-—System—fitow-path-
_____._..__...\/,/‘

The RFBC Spray-Additive System satisfies Gritertom,3 of the-NReCA-X5an

fetrey-Statement— 107°CFR 50.36(¢)(2)(11). Cr/ deria 2 a i
ot W\__———\

LCO The REBC Spray—Addittive System is necessary to reduce *he release
of radioactive material to the environment in the event .f a DBA.
To be considered OPERABLE, tie volume and—concentration of TSPC
the—spray-addittve—sotutton must be sufficient to—provide—Nadh

(continued)

MARK-UP OF NUREG-1431 BASES B 3.6-53 5/15/97



BASES

APPLICABLE
SAFETY ANALYSES
(continued)

LCO To satisfy scetdent analysis assumptions, the CST must contain
sufficient cooling water to remove decay heat for
following a reactor trip from 102% RTP, and then to cool down the
RCS to RHR entry conditions, assuming a coincident loss of
offsite power ani the most adverse single failure. im-deing
e —H-mst-retin—suffictent—water—to—ensure—adequate—net
PosHtve—suetron—head—for—the AfFW-—pompes—during—cootdown —as—wett
as-ecrount—for—any—tosses—from-the—steam—driven—AF-pump—turbine -
or-before—t+sotating—AFu—to—a-broken—tine-

The RESIIREG CST teved CONTEIMENNNATEDENOINNE required is
equivetent—to—a—usabie—votume—-of > 281,000 gallons, which is

based on Wm—éhe—mﬂ—&%&%—h%m—mw-by a
cooldown to RHR entry conditions [ - 143

ot—2F/hour- This basis is established in Reference .m
exceeds—the—votume—reg ired-y—the-gectdent—amatyste—

The OPERABILITY of the CST is determined by mawntaining the tank
nediwater sy g at or above the minimum required
- 49'9*-

APPLICABILITY In MODES 1, 2, and 3+—end-—4nMOBDE—4—when—steam-generator—+9
peing-retted-upon—for—heat—remevat- the CST is required to be
OPERABLE .

In MODCSHEEEESE or 6, the CST is not required because the AFW
System is not required.

ACTIONS Al and A2

If the CST Feved contained fwater ialme is not within limits, the
OPERABILITY of the backup supply should be verified by
administrative means within 4 hours and once every 12 hours
thereafter. OPERABILITY of the backup feedwater supply must

(continued)
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION COVER SHEET

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NO: CA-3.5-004 APPLICABILITY: CA

REQUEST: Clarify ITS SR 3.5.2.3 Bases to reflect OL Amendment No. 127 dated August 17,
1998 regarding ECCS pump venting.
ATTACHED PAGES:

Attachment 11, CTS 3/45-1TS 3.5
Enclosure 5B, page B 3.5-20



ECCS - Operating

B 3.5.2
BASES
SURVEILLANCE Ras.22
REQUIREMENTS
(continued) Verifying the correct alignment for manual, power operated, and

automatic valves in the ECCS flow paths provides assurance that
the proper flow paths will exist for ECCS operation. This SR
does not apply to valves that are locked, sealed, or otherwise
secured in position, since these were verified to be in the
correct position prior to locking, sealing, or securing. A valve
that receives an actuation signal is allowed to be in a
nonaccident position provided the valve will automatically
reposition within the proper stroke time. This Surveillance does
not require any testing or valve manipulation. Rather, it
involves verification that those valves capable of being
mispositioned are in the correct position. The 31 day Frequency
is appropriate because the valves are operated under
administrative control, and an improper valve position would only
affect a single train. This Frequency nas been shown to be
acceptable through operating experience.

-

eccs RHR ard ST

e i § ECCY pupips are normally in a standby| nonoperating mode. (As & 3.5.6-I

such, flow path piping has the potential \to develop voids and

pock of entrained gases. Maintaining he p1p1ng fron the ECCS

puips to t RCS fuﬂ of water Y aenting SE  CA- 35004
THighipcintiwents ensures that the

systea wﬂl perforn proper]y 1nJect1ng its full capacity mto

the RCS upon demand., ALt le’h

SONNE Th1s will a\so prevent water ha-er pw cav1tat1on
and pm’ing of noncondensible gas (e.g., air, nitrogen, or
hydrogen) into th¢ reactor vessel fo’HMng an SI signal or
during shutdown gooling. The 31 day Frequency takes into
consideration the gradual nature of gas accumulation in the ECCS
piping and the procedural controls governing system operation.

INSERT £ F.5-=0
1A Bl S e

2 —"

Periodic surveillance testing of ECCS pumps to detect gross
degradation caused by impeller structural damage or other

(continued)

MARK-UP OF NUREG-1431 BASES B 3.5-20 5/15/97



INSERT FOR B 3.5-20 CA-7.5-004
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATIOM COVER SHEET
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NO: NR 5 0-001 APPLICABILITY: CA, CP, DC, WC

REQUEST: The NRC requested the following:

For the following plants (and CTS sections), the applications identify the CTS
requirements are being relocated to the FSAR: CW (6.2.3, ISEG; 6.5, review and audit:
6.10.1, record retention); CP (none); DC (8.10.1, record retention); and WC (6.2.3,
ISEG; 6.5, review and audit, 8.8.2.3, procedure changes; 6.10.1, record retention). We
discussed relocations to the QA plan with Ray Smith (QA branch) several weeks ago.
The staff needs to have the licensees identify that these requirements are going to the
QA plan and thus controlled by 50.54(a). The DOCs for relocating the above CTS
sections are 1-04-LG and 3-09-LG. These DOCs only state the relocation is to the
FSAR. The relocation should be to the QA plan.

FLOG RESPONSE: Enclosures 3A and 3B have been updated to reflect the location of the
subject relocated items.

ATTACHED PAGES:

Attachment 18, CTS 6.0 - ITS 5.0
Enclosure 3A, page 8
Enclosure 3B, pages 1 and 6



CHANGE
NUMBER  NSHC RESCRIPTION

03-06 R CTS [6.9.1.7], “Annual Radioactive Effluent Release
Report™ and CTS [6.14.c] is revised consistent with
NUREG-1431, Rev. 1, to delete the term “Annual” and modify
the submittal date. This change provides a reference to
10 CFR 50.36a since 10 CFR specifies that the report must
be submitted annually and include the results from the
previous 12 months of operation.

03-07 A CTS [6.9.1.6], “Annual Radiological Environmental
Operating Report™ is revised to include specific details
concerning the contents of the report. This change is
consistent with NUREG-1431, Rev. 1.

03-08 A CTS Specification [6.9.1.8, 6.9.1.9 and 6.9.2] are revised
to delete the reference to submittal location for the
monthly report, core operating limits report and special
reports. The requirements related to report submittal are
contained in 10 CFR. Since conformance to 10 CFR is a
condition of the license, specific identification of this
requirement in the TS would be duplicative and is not
necessary. Since the plant requirements remain the same,

the change is considered an administrative change. This |
— change is consistent with NUREG-1431, Rev. 1. {NRS0-001)

The record retention requirements aréﬁ;;;;E-;;\ZEEEE§EEZ>
m The removal of this detail
from the CTS is consistent with NUREG-1431. The

requirement for retention of records related to activities
affecting quality is contained in 10 CFR 50, Appendix B,
Criteria XVII and other sections of 10 CFR 50 that are
applicable to the plant (i.e., 50.71, etc.). Post-
completion review of records does not directly assure
operation of the facility in a safe manner, as the
activities described in the documents have already been

rformed. retaining these requirements 1n(ptentya >
licensee controlled document.) any changes
in se record retention requirements will be adequately

controlled under the provisions of 10 CFR&8-58)and the

applicable regulations. _
— (6o.54(a) )

03-10 LG The Radiation Protecticn Program is moved to the FSAR
consistent with NUREG-1431. This program requires
procedures to be prepared for personnel radiation
protection consistent with 10 CFR Part 20. These
procedures are for the protection of nuclear plant
personnel and have no impact on nuclear safety or the
health and safety of the public. Requirements to have
procedures to implement 10 CFR Part 20 are contained in
10 CFR 20.1101(b). Periodic review of these procedures is

e—

og'\\'umw Ceon'rolled
{ &b(,vmu*\‘t.
\___.___‘__._._
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CONVERSION COMPARISON TABLE - CURRENT TS 6.0

Page 1 of 7

TECH SPEC CHANGE

APPLICABILITY

NUMBER

DESCRIPTION

DIABLO CANYON

COMANCHE PEAK

WOLF CREEK

01-01

The “Responsibility” section is revised to be consistent
with current plant practice. The requirement to issue a
management directive annually (i.e., control room command
function) is deleted. The TS already adequately defines
the function, and therefore the management directive is
redundant .

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

01-02

The “Plant/Unit Staff” section is revised consistent with
current plant practice. Sections are revised to reflect
the shift crew composition table removal (if applicablie).
non-licensed personnel. and changes made to the section to
be on a unit basis vs. plant basis. Various editorial
changes are made to accomplish the removal of the table and
revisions to be consistent with current plant practice.

Yes

No - C1S already
incorporates
changes

Yes

Yes

01-03

The requirement for an SRO to be present during fuel
handling and to supervise all core alterations is not
retained in ITS. This requirement is deleted. This
requirement essentially duplicates the regulation in 10 CFR
50.54(m)(2)(iv).

Yes

No - Deleted per
CTS Amendment 50/36

Yes

Yes

nNR S.o-oel

01-04
LG

The details of the review and audit, the independent safety
engineering group and training functions are moved from the
CTS. Those items not specifically covered by a regulation
are moved to licensee controlled documents: otherwise the
requirements are deleted

No - Deleted per
CTS Amendment
117/115

No - Deleted per
CTS Amendment 50/36

Yes. move to USAR
('f’.t’uf A.
a"J 07 Ian
l' Cl. - /7

Yes, moved to FSAR
and-ooM+ QA Plen
A (\wuph.r i1 ."_
Ave FSAR . Reytew

M C-U\* &.\C\d
10T,

01-05

The requirement for the presence of an RO or an SRO in the
control room is deleted from the TS since the requirement
is adequately controlled by 10 CFR 50 .54(m) (2)(1i1).

Yes

Yes

Yes

#he USAR.
N

01-96
LG

The details regarding the minimum shift crew requirements
have been removed from the CTS because they are redundant
to 10 CFR 50 54(k). (1), and (m) with the exception of the
requirement for non-licensed operators. The minimum shift
crew requirements will be moved to a licensee controlled
document .

Yes - Move to FSAR

No - CTS already
contains changes

Yes, move to USAR

Yes, move to FSAR

e e —— e~

Ccr/rcon

——

ot



FONVERSTON COMPARTSNN TARIF

- CHRRENT TS

CONVERSION COMPARISON TABLE - CURRENT TS 6.0
TECH SPEC CHANGE APPLICABILITY
NUMBER | DESCRIPTION DIABLO CANYON COMANCHE PEAK WOLF CREEK CALLAWAY
03-06 CTS [6.9.1.71. "Annual Radicactive Effluent Release Report™ | Yes Yes Yes Yes
A and CTS {6.14 c] is revised consistent with NUREG-1431,
Rev. 1. to delete the term “Annual”™ and modify the
submittal date.
03-07 CTS [6.9.1.6]. “Annual Radiological Environmental Operating | Yes Yes Yes Yes
A Report” is revised to inciude specific details concerning
the contents of the report.
03.-08 CTS Specification [6.9.1.8, 6.9.1.9 and 6.9.2] are revised Yes Yes Yes Yes
A to delete the reference to submittal location for the
monthly report, core operating limits report and specigl b ]
reports. ‘______/___———————/_ZI-‘ITM&-‘. cantniled dofument) T
03-09 The record retention requirements are moved t Yes—QA Plan i | Yes—8A Plan in Yes— QA Plon in | Yes- QA Plen
LG ~ - ~' The requirement ftl)r retention of | Chapte- /7,4 CAs Fr J7 «F Cj..fkp /7 oF n Chapter 17 of
records related to activities affecting quality is +he FTAR A JAR
contained in 10 CFR 50, Appendix B, Criteria XVII and other e the UTAR he FSAR
sections of 10 CFR 50 that are applicable to the plant
(i.e., 50.71. etc.). ST
03-10 The Radiation Protection Program is moved to the FSAR. Yes No - Deleted from Yes Yes l“p\ Sa-00l ]
LG This program requires procedures to be prepared for CTS per Amendment —_— ]
personnel radiation protection consistent with 10 CFR 50/36
Part 20. Periodic review of these procedures is required
by 10 CFR 20.1101(c).
03-11 The High Radiation Area is revised to be consistent with Yes Yes Yes Yes
A the new Part 20 requirements. Changes are non-technical to
add clarification.
03-12 The Process Control Program (PCP) section is proposed to be | Yes - move to FSAR No - Deleted from Yes - moved to USAR | Yes - moved to the
LG moved outside the CTS. The PCP implements the requirements CTS per Amendment FSAR
of 10 CFR 20, 10 CFR 61, and 10 CFR 71. 50/36
03-13 The following report{s] will be added tc to the ITS Admin Yes Yes Yes Yes
M Controls Section: “Reactor Coclant System (RCS) Pressure
and Temperature Limits Report (PTLR)" [and “Post Accident
Menitoring (PAM) Report. "]
L/15/Q7



