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September 10, 1997

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

ATTENTION: Document Control Desk

SUBJECT: Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant
Unit Nos. | & 2; Docket Nos. 50-317 & 50-318
Revision 5 to the License Amendment Request to Convert to the Improved

lechnical Specifications (TAC Nos, M97363 and M97364)

REFERENCE: {(a) Letter from A. W. Dromerick (NRC) to C. H. Cruse (BGE), dated
May 29, 1997, Request for Additional Information Regarding the
Technical Specification Change Request to Convert 1o the Improved
T'echnical Specifications (TAC Nos. M97363 and M97364)

The referenced letter transmitted questions regarding Section 3.4 of Baltimore Gas and Electric
Company’s application to convert to the Improved Standard Technical Specifications

The responses for Section 3.4 are provided in Attachment | of this letter. Also attached to this letter is
Revision 5 to the original license amendment application. These changes result from the responses
provided in Artachment 1, as well as other cnanges identified by plant personnel. Changes to the No
Significant Hazards Considerations < iscussions are included where appropriate

To assist in reviewing *his revision, a table describing each of the changes is provided (Attachment 2)
All of the material for each change is grouped by change in Attachment (3). Attachment (4) provides the
revision by Impicved lechnical Specification Section for ease of replacing pages in the origin~l
amendment request. Page replacement instructions are provided. All changes are marked with revision
bars and are labeled Revision §

The Plant Operations and Safety Review Committee and a subcommittee of the Offsite Safety Review
Committee havs reviewed revisions resulting in changes to the No Significant Hazards Considerations

and concur that operation with the proposed revisions will not result in an undue risk to the health and
safety of the public.
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Should you have questions regarding this matter, we will be pleased to discuss them with you.

Very truly yours,

74

STATE OF MARYLAND !
: TOWIT:

COUNMTY OF CALVERT

I, Charles H. Cruse, being duly sworn, state that I am Vice President, Nuclear Energy Division,
Baltimore Gas and Electric Company (BGE), and that | am duly authorized to execute and file this
License Amendment Request on behalf of BGE. To the best of my knowledge and belief, the statements
contained in this document are true and correct. To the extent that these statements are not based on my
personal knowledge, they are based upon information provided by other BGE employees and/or
consultants. Such information has been reviewed in accordance with company practice and | believe it to
be reliable.

Subscribed and sworn before me, a Notary Public in and for the State of Maryland and County of
t ,this /O day of &bnbg , 1997,

WITNESS my Hand and Notarial Seal: ekl &f?{é&

Notary Public

My Commissioi. Expires: ;bg“‘-;‘gi_’ Qr / 998

CHC/PSF/dlm

Attachments: (1) Responses to Request for Additional Information
(2) Summary of Changes
(3) Amendment Revision by Change
(4) Amendment Revision by ITS Section

ce: M. L. Reardon, NRC

(With Attachment 2 only)

R. S. Fleishman, Esquire H. J. Miller, NRC

J E. Silberg, Esquire Resident Inspector, NRC
Director, Project Directorate I-1, NRC R. 1. McLean, DNR

A. W. Dromerick, NRC J. H. Walter, PSC



ATTACHMENT (1)
m
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS, REVISION §

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
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Baltiraore Gas and Electric Company
Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Power Plant
September 10, 1997



ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE

COMMENT

STATUS

CTS 3.2 5 ACTION requires THERMAL POWER reduction o
< 5% of RATED THERMAL ['OWER (RTP) if cold leg
temperature cannot be restored to < 548°F within two hours.

Under the same condition, ITS 3 4 1 ACTION D only requires
THERMAL POWER reduction to < 30% RTP

STS 341 ACTION D includes the 30% of RTP vaiue as a
pracketed figure, indicating that a plant-specific vaiue may be
used in heu of the STS value. However, the change from 5%
to 30% of RTP is not consistent with the STS because the
plar*-specific value in CTS 3 52 ACTION is 5%, not 30%

Provide justification for the STS dewviation based
on current licensing basis, sy~tem design, or
operational constramnts

Provid ditional Giscussion and iustificat
demonstrating that power reduction to < 30%
RTP, versus the CTS value of < 5% RTP, is
acceptable based on plant specific analyses

urthermore, the acceptability of this change is justified
merely by stating that the potentia! for violating the DN3R
imit is very remote when operating at < 30% RTP while cold
leg temperature is not within limits The No Significant
Hazards Consideration (NSHC) also states that reducing
powar 1o < 30% RTP ensures the potential for a DNB
anomaly is remote. The NSHC further states that operating
in accordance with this change resuits in meeting the DNBR
criterion in the event of a DNB limited transient, and that
operation in this manner ensures that a DNB himit will not be
violated No specific quantifiable information is provided or
referenced, however

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Dewviation

341 DOC JFD
3411 L1 JFD 1
<
CCNPP Response:

The Current Technical Specification (CTS) 3.2 5, Iimproved Standard Technical Specification (ISTS) 34 1 and Improved Technical Specification (ITS) 34 1
markups will be modified to retain current licensing basis. DOC L 1 will not be usec’, and Justification for Deviation (JFD) 31 will be added




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

341 DOC JFD

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE

COMMENT

STATUS

3412 L3 JFD 1

Performance of CTS Surveificace Requirement 4252 s
required at least once per 18 months.

In 1S SR 3.4.1 4, this Frequency is extended to 24 months

STS SR 3414 specifies an 18-month Frequency for this
surveillance. The 18-month Frequency is a bracketed figure
in the STS, indicating that a plant-specific value may be used
in lieu of the STS value. The change from 18 monihs to
24 months is not consistent with the STS, however, because
the plant-specific vaiue in CTS Surveillcnce Requirement
4252 is 18 months, not 24 months.

This change represents not only a relaxed CTS requirement,
but alsc a deviation from the STS.

BEYOND SCOPE

CCNPP Response:

The 18-month frequency will be retained, and appropriate justifications provided.

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 1.4

|

i ’

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE | COMMENT | STATUS |

| UTS Surveillance Requirement 4 2 52 requires determining | Correct or delete the L 2 DOC, and correct the !
the Reactor Coolant System {RCS) totai flow rate to be within | CTS markup and/or the ITS accordingly
| its limit by measurement

| Discussion of change (DOC) L 2 states a note is added in |
I ITS SR 3.4.1.4 which allows not performing this surveiliance
| until 24 hours after reaching > 90% RTP. The DOC goes on |
i to say this change is required to ensure the test results are

| representative of RCS total flow, because the test results are |
| more accirate when obtained at power levels > 90% RTP

| ITS SR 34 14 requires verifying measured RCS total flow |

| rate is within limits. There is no note in ITS SR 3414 to |

allow deferring this surveillance unti! 24 hours after reaching |

; 90% RTP. Therefore, in this regard, there is no difference |

| | | between CTS Surveillance Requirement 4252 and (TS |
i SR3414

|
!
!
e

{ CCNPP Response:

|

! The RCS totai fiow requirements were corrected as part of a supplemental amendment request dated June 9, 1997

DOC = Discussion of Change
IFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

al

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE

TES T —=———

COMMENT

Most of the requirements contained in CTS 3/425 DNB
Parameters, are placed in ITS 341, RCS Pressure,
Temperature, and Flow DNB Limits.

However, CTS 3.2 5 d, requiring AXIAL SHAPE INDEX {ASI)
and THERMAL POWER within specified limits, and its
placed in ITS 34.1, but are retained as ITS 325, Axial
Shape index

Accordingly, any changes to these ASI requirements are
addressed in the Discussion of Changes (DOCs) for ITS
325

Since these requirements are retained, but are ~esery 7

Correct the CTS Markup pages for ITS 34.1 to
indicate that CTS 325d and its associated
ACTION and Surveillance Requirement are
discussed in the conversion submittal DOCs for
ITS 325, rather than being deleted as an
Adrming ive Cl

341 DOC
3414 A2
CCNPP Response:

DOC = Discyssion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation

CTS Limiting Condition for Operation (LCO) 3.2 5 d markups will be revised to indicate that the requirements regarding Axial Shape Index are discussed in the
DOCs for CTS 325 DOC A 2 will not be used.




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

CHANGEDIFFERENCE COMMENT

STS 24 1a and STS 34 1b impose requirements on the | Provide discussion and justification for not |
| value of pressurizer pressure and RCS cold leg temperature, | incorporating the STS format and content with |
| respectively Each of these parameters’ required values is | regard to the requirement for a specified range I
| stipulated as a range of acceptable values, the lower limit ! of acceptable values for pressurizer pressure

| designated with a > sign, and the upper imit designated with | and RCS coid leg temperature |

| SSTm | Base the justification on current licensing basis
| ITS 3412 and ITS 34 1b do not include both upper and | system design, or operational constraints

| lower limits for these parametric requirements Instead, ITS |

i 34 1.2 requires pressurizer pressure > 2200 psia, and ITS !

| 3.4 1b requires RCS cold leg temperature < 548°F

19 |

| Likewise, while STS SR 3411 and STS SR 3412 |

| respectively require verification that pressunzer pressure and

| RCS cold leg temperature are within the specified upper and

| lower fimits, ITS SR 3411 requires verification of |
pressurizer pressure > 2200 psia, and ITS SR 3412 |

| requires verification cf RCS cold leg temperature < 548°F |

| | Beyond incorporation of plant-specific numbers into the |
: | | brackets, there is no discussion of the reason(s) for not |
{ | adopting the STS format and content

| CCNPP Response:

1
| Justification based on current licensing basis is included in JFD 32

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

1 CHANGE/DIFFERENCE | COMMENT
| STS 3415b imposes requirements on the value of RCS cold | Provide discussion and justification for not
| leg temperature, with a specified allowable band for [70]% | ncorporating the STS format and content with
| RTP, and a different specified allowable band for > [70]% | regard to including two separate bands of
| RTP.  Likewise, STS SR 3412 reouires verification that | acceptable values for RCS cold leg |
| RCS cold leg temperature is within its specified range for | temperature, depending on re. ctor power level
| operation at either < [70]% RTP, or {70]% RTP, as | Base the justificaton on current kcensmng basis
system design, or operationa! constraints

| applicable

{ ITS 341b and ITS SR 3412 merely state the required
value for RCS cold leg temperature as < 548°F . regardiess of

{ reactor power level

Beyond incorporation of plant-specific numbers into the
| brackets, there 1s no discussion of the reason{s) for not |
i adopting the STS format and content

| CCNPP Response:

Justification based on current licensing basis is included in JFD 32

)

T

3417 | . I'STS SR 3414 requires RCS total flow rate verified by [ Acceptance of this change s
pe.fr;ﬂrﬂ(!‘.q = prec:‘,s{m heat balance (a calonmetnc | NR(‘ approvai Of TSTF 105
calculation) |

ITS SR 3414 stipulates this verification by measuring the |
| RCS total flow rate

This STS deviation is based on TSTF-105

|

| CCNPP Response:

The RCS total flow rate verification based on current licensing basis is justified by JFD 29 as part of a supplemental amendment request dated June 9, 19

DOX Discussion of Change

JFD = Justfication for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)
RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL

INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

342 DOC

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE

COMMENT

STATUS |

CTS Surveillance Requirement 4 1.1.5 b includes a stipulation
that the surveillance is required when the RCS T, 1s < 525°F

ITS SR 3421 changes this stipulation by specifying T,
< 525°F in any RCS loop.

This change constitutes a more restrictive change rather than
an administrative change. In addition, this change constitutes
an STS deviation, the basis for which is CEOG-113.

Provide discussion and justification for the more
restrictive change, including why it is preferabie
and acceptable to require performance of the
required surveillance whenever any one RCS
I00p’s Ty is < 525°F, rather than when the RCS
T Of unspecified loop(s) is < 525°F

Contingent upon CEOG-113  Has this been
rejected What is the TSTF number

CCNPP Response:

The RCS T, requirements were restored to current licensing basis as part of a supplemental amendment request dated June 9, 1997

3 M1

ITS SR 3422 is added, requinng RCS T, in each loop
verified > 515°F once per 12 hours when T, in any RCS icop
is > 525°F

This requirement is not included in CTS 3115
This change from the
CTS requirements is based on CEOC-113.

Contingent upon CEOG-113 Has this been
rejected. What is the TSTF number

CCNPP Response:

The RCS T,,. requirements were restored to current licensing basis as part of a supplementzi amendment request dated June 9, 1997

4

STS 342 Applicabiiity is MODE 1 with T, in one or more
RCS loops < [525]°F, and MODE 2 with T in one or more
RCS loops < [535]°F and K> 10

ITS 3 4.2 Applicability is merely MODE 1, and MODE 2 with K,
210

The discussion and justification for this STS deviation is
contained in CEOG-113.

Contingent upon CEOG-113.  Has this been
rejected. What is the TSTF number.

CCNPP Response:

The RCS T, and K, applicability requirements were restored to current licensing basis as part of a suppiernental amendment request dated June 9, 1997




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE ! COMMENT

it G SECETR: = sl A — ST TRSVESSSTE SECCEE = 0 il - i
* 3491 requires maintaining RCS temperature and | Add information showing where limits are |
| pressure within the imits indicated on Figures 34 5-1 and | specified As in mantamned within the imits
3492 | shown in Figures_and

| These curves, CTS Figures 34 9-1 and 34 9-2, are included

| on two pages in ITS 343, as Figues 343-1 and 3432

| However, the wording of ITS 343 includes no direction to
| maintain RCS temperature and pressure according to the limits 3
| on these curves, nor does iTS 343 provide reference to
| another document wherein specific limits may be obtained |
{ ITS 3 4 3 merely requires RCS temperature ad pressure

! maintained within imits

{ STS 3 4 3 requires maintaining RCS temperature and pressure |
| within the limits specified in the PTLR but, again, ITS 343 |
| neither states nor references the specific required limits |

r = -
| CCNPP Response:
| Surveiliance Requirement (SR) 3 4 3 1 dentifies where the limits are located
A1 ' | The Apphcability of CTS 34 Q1 s stated as, "At all nm.(;s' b(:! Add reference to ”_Fm(;éhéyi and :rss'érv-céi tpak T
{ - ~ | 4 ~
| within the text of CTS 3491, this Applicability is further | and hydrostatic testing in ITS 3.4 3 or provide |
| modified to, " during heatup, cooldown, criticality, and | justification why it should nto be added STS |
| references PTLR which has this Since you are
| | { not using PTLR, include all parameters in the |
! { LCO

| inservice leak and hydrostatic testing

: L T
| CCNPP Response:

The markup of CTS 3.4.9 1 will be revised to properiy reflect these changes. The acceptance criteria for ITS 3 4.3 will be contained on Figures 343-1and 343
| ITS SR 3.4 3 1 will invoke the figures. DOC A 2 will be added to justify these changes

DOC if JFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE | COMMENT

i

Nu comments for 34 4

DOX Discussion of Change
IFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
'MPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

- —

345 DOC CHANGE/DIFFE. .ENCE COMMENT STATUS
Bases TSTF 177 (CEOG 83) pending Changes dependent upon completion of review
of TSTF.
CCNPP Response:

[Technical Specification Task Force] TSTF-177 references were removed, and ITS changed to match ISTS or changes were justified by current licensing basis, using
JFD 27 The Bases were aisc modified to better refiect the LCO, justified in JFD-27.

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation

DOC A 3 will be added to justify changes made fo clarify revisions to ITS 3 4.5 Note 2

1 LA1 The details of CTS 3412a1 and 3412a2 specifying | Provide plant procecure(s) change conrol
precisely which two RCS loops shall be OPERABLE, and how | process. (50597,
many reactor coolant pumps in each of these two RCS loops
must be OPERABLE, are moved to plant procedures.

CCNPP Response:
Details will be moved to the Bases, and the change will be justified in LA 1.

2 A1 CTS 3 4 1.2 Applicability 1s modified by footnote which states | Provide discussion and justification for the more Sy
that a reactor coolant pump shall not be started with the RCS | restnctive change, including, as appiicable, how
temperature < 365°F (Unit 1), < 301°F {(Unit 2). CTS 3412 footnote is interpreted by plant
In ITS 3.4.5 NOTE 2, the term "RCS temperature” is changed | CPCraiors. Why it is advantageous to use cold leg

- T . " ) temperature over other temperature sensor(s),
to "RCS cold leg temperature - - - how this enhancement improves plant safety, etc
Specifying which RCS temperature is applicable in meeting the
limit enhances the Technical Specifications by removing
ambiguity which exists in CTS 3412 footnote The
enhancement constitutes an additional restriction not found in
CTS 34.1.2, therefore, this is a more restrictive change
CCNPP Response:




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

T CHANGE DIFFERENCE oL T COMMENT

==

| STS 345 NOTE b inciudes a criterion that core outiet | Provide justification for the “genenc editonal”
| temperature is maintained at least 10°F below saturation | Was this a TSTF7
| temperature |

| Likewise, CTS 3412b footnote states that core outlet |

| temperature is maintained at least 10°F below saturation i

! temperature

| However, ITS 345 NOTE 1b changes the phrase, " at |
! least 10°F “to” 10°F !

i Placing the symbol meatiing "greater than or equal to and s |
| associated numernc value directly adjacent to the word "below”

| causes the reader’s mind to stumble The intended meaning is |
| more quickly grasped by using the phrase "at least 10°F below |

| The reason for this STS deviation is not clear, but it is justified |
| by a handwritten comment in the STS 34.5 margn which |
| states, "edr'onal genenc.’

| CCNPP Response:

|
. Notes for LCOs 345
| appropnate

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT

The details of CTS 3413a1, 2 3 and 4, specfying | Provide information describing the pient |
precisely which two cooling loops of the four RCS and SDC | procedure(s) to which the details of CTS |

| loops possible shall be OPERABLE, and how many RCPs in | 3413a1, 2 3 and 4 are moved, and how the

3' any defined OPERABLE RCS loop(s) must be OPERABLE, | plant procedures are controiied

|
| are moved tc plant procedures I

' CCNFP Response: ‘

;' Details will be moved to the Bases, and the change will be justified in |.A 1

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Dev:ation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE ; COMMENT STATUS |

| STS 346 NOTE b includes a cnterion that core outiet | Same as before
| temperature is maintained at least 10°F below saturation |

| temperature

Likewise, CTS 3413 footnote  states that core outlet |
| temperature is maintained at least 10°F below saturation |
| temperature

| However, ITS 346 NOTE 1b changes the phrase, ’ at |
| least 10°F . "to” 10°F ‘

| Placing the symbo! meaning "greater than or equal to” and is |
associated numeric value directly adiacent to the word "beiow”

| can cause the reader to stumble. The intended meaning 1S |

| more quickly grasped by using the grammatically comect
phrase " . at least 10°F below

| The reason for this STS deviation is not clear, but it is justified |

| by a handwritten comment in the STS 346 margin which |

| states, “editorial generic " ‘

| CCNPP Response:

{ Notes for LCOs 345, 346, 347
{ appropnate

DOC = Discussion of Change
IFD = Justfication for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT STATUS

Footncte associated with CTS 341323 and 34 13a4, | Comect or venfy the "A 5" DOC designator in the |
| allows the normal or emergency power source INOPERABLE | CTSmarkup for CTS3413a3and3413a4 |
| for the SDC loops in MODE 5. ITS 34 6 does not include this

allowance

| It is presumed that the handwritten "A 5" c’cscussmn of change |
| (DOC) designator in the CTS markup for CTS 341323 and |

34 13a4is in eror, 2nd was intended to be wnf‘nn A" 1t |
‘. on the basis of this presumption that review of the A6 |
| change is performed

| If this presumption is incorrect, then the conclusion reached |
during the review of change A & must be re-acddressed |

CCNPP Ré#mﬁse: 7
| The CTS 341323 and 34 1.3 a4 will be modified to reference LOC A 6 instead of A5

" [ A5 | T CTS 3413 Applicability footnote * references C1S Special | In the CI1S markup, comect or verfy the |
! | ’es’ Exception (STE) 3.10.5. ITS 3 4 6 deletes the reference | handwritten lines extending from the "AS5" |
| o STE3.105 | designatey to the footnote designator for CTS
’ |3413a3and341324
I It is presumed that in the CTS markup, the handwritten lines |
| exiending from the "A 5" DOC designator to the footnote |
| designator for CTS 3413a3and 34.1.3a4 are in error, and |

|

]

|

|

| |

i | were actually intended to extend to the footnote - designator for |
! ]
l

| CTS 34 1 3 Applicability MODE 4

| 1t is on the basis of this presumption that review of the A5
change is performed

!

| |
| | if this presumption is incorrect, then the conclusion reached |
15 du-mq the review of change A 5 must be re-addressed i

Cl‘NPP Response
| The CTS 3.4.1.3a 3 and 34 1.3 a4 will be modified to reference DOC A 5 instead of A 6

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHM/CAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

348 DOC JFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE CONMENT STATUS
M3

CTS 3413 ACTION b prescribes operator actions in the | Provide discussion and ! stification for the more
event that no coolant loop is in operation. ITS 346 ACTION C | restrictive change of adding the Condition of
includes the equivalent Condition of no RCS or SDC loops in | required RCS or SDC ioops INOPERABLE fo
speration, but also adds the Condition of required RCS or SDC | ITS346 ACTIONC

loops INOPERABLE. the two described Conditions are linked
by an OR statement.

The justification focuses on changing the one-hour completion
time of CTS 3413 ACTION b to a completion time of
immediately in ITS 346 ACTION C, but does not address the
further enhancement of adding the Condition of required RCS
or SDC loops INOPERABLE  While reasoning for this
enhancement may be intuitively obvious, the change must be
discussed and justified in the license amendment submittal.

CCNPP Response:
DOC M 3 will be provided for the addition of the Condition with required RCS or shutdown cooling (SDC) loops being inoperabic

DOC = Discussion of Change 13
JFD = Justification for Deviation



ATTACHMENT (1;

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPRCVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

I CCNPP ﬁesponse: F

DOC 1

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE

i

{ removal then CTS 3413a1and 341322 stipuiate at least
| one associated PCP CPERABLE in the OPERABLE loop(s)

In ITS 347 RCP OPERABILITY is not a2 requirement, if credit

>

. -

if credit is taken for RCS loop(s) OPERABLE for decay feat |

COMMENT

ki it ————————————

Provide additional discussion ard justification for

| the changed CTS requirement to quantifiably

| is taken for the RCS loops as the backup decay heat removai |

I method

The justification states that acceptability of this change s
J F

based on

The large contamned volume of secondary side water
| providing a heat sink for the RTS, and

‘ Forced RCS flow not necessary because natural circulation
| is sufficient to remove the small decay heat load generated by
| the reactor at least one SDC ioop s made
| OPERASLE and/or placed in operation

core unti

| There is no specific information provided or described upon
which to measure acceptability of the change

! industry Action to Assess Shutdown Management)

DOC

=D =

Discusson of Change
Justification for Deviation

demonsiraie adequacy of the SGs' combined
heat sink capability, with both SG secondary side
water levels at -50 inches, and without forced
RCS fiow Deveiopment of
should mnclude analysis or verfication, using the
conservative case (full power history and
minimum time to get to MODE 5). of heat transfer
The foliowing #tems should be addressed

this justification

most

rates

| as applicable

1 will be modified to state that the evaluation of natural circulation was conducted to meet the intent of NUMARC Guidance document 9

Maxrmum core decay heat generaton rate
Total pnrmary to secondary heat transter area
Heat transfer coefficient(s;]
Relative appiicable primary and secondary
termperatures
Total ratural circutation flow rate

Combined SGs' ambent heat loss rate

91-06 (Gudelnes for




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

| CCNPP éesponse »

DOC

L

revised

i

! | 1
| CCNPP Response:
| Chanaes will be made to ITS 3 4 7 and 3 4 8 to reflect that the term looyp 5 appropnate

DOC
WD =

Discussion of Change
Just nication for Deviation

| operation if bot

| when at ieast one RCS loop is in operation

2 will b2 revised to explain why the addition of the Notes is acceptable

| word "train
| the other SDC tran is OPERABLE and in operation

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE

The recuiremenis of CTS 3 4 13 stipulate both RCS ioops in
h SDC loops are removed from operation while

=L

in MODE 5

ITS 347 NOTE 4 allows
operation dunng planned heatup from MODE

SDC loops from
5 to MCDE 4
This effectively
reduces the CTS 3 4.1 3 requirement from both RCS loops to

removing both

only one RCS loop in operation

ISTS Bases mark

| The CTS 34 7 mark up includes an insert for placement as ITS

34 7 NOTE 2. which allows removing one required SDC loop

i from operation for up to 2 hours provided the other SDC loop is

i

| OPERABLE and in operation

iTS 347

so the las* of the sentence reads

NOTE 2 changes the word “loop” to the
provided

However

The terms loop and train are not equivalent, there s no

| discussion or justification for this change from the CTS markup

|
|

of reguwred

ups were appropnately changed

Provide discussion and

COMMEN , STATUS

addtional dscussion for the less
restnctive change based on piant operations
Address factors backup (standby
cooling capabilities of the SDC and RCS loops
not in operation, the abiiity to restore one or both
required SDC locps to operation if the decision to
achieve MODF 4 s reversed, the intended
heatup path obviating the need for the same level
decav heat removal capabity as
when no heatup is intended and so forth, as

approprate

Provide

reiating t

DOCL1% TS 348 wasalso

ustification for this

| change from the CTS markup, including why the

{ term “tram

1s preferabie 12 the term “loop™ In thus

mstance

Since some places in thy ITS. the term train s

ieft In expian when there 1s a difference




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUZST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

g

CHANG: - DIF FERENCE | COMMENT I STATUS

! :

| CTS Surveillance Requirement 44 131 requires verifying | Provide additional information in the Bases

| comrect breaker alignments and indicated power availadiity for |
| SDC loop valves associated with required OPERABLE SDC |
i loopi(s) which are not in uperation. Note that this reguirement

| refers to the SDC loop(s) required OPERABLE, but nof in |
| operation (the standby loop) !

| ITS 347 does not retzin the requirement to venfy comect !

breaker alignmesnt and indicated power availability for SDC |
| loop valves associated with required OPERABLE SDC loop(s) |
| which are not in operation

| The discussion of change indicates that this d=tail 1Is moved to |
{ the ITS 347 Bases However, the ITS 3 4 7 Bases only infers |
| that SDC locp valve power must be available, and this

| inference is with regard to venfy'ng one required OPERABLE

| coolant loop in aperation (italics added) by verifying fiow rate

| temperature. or pump status monitonng

| "CCNPP Response:

| ITS SR 3 4.7 3 will be revised to inciude the requirement regarding the SDC vaives

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

p— . ‘ - :
| 347 i DOC | JFD 1 CHANGE/DIFFERENCE ! COMMENT | STATUS
! | | { :
| : | ! !
| ) | : | STS 347 NGTE 1b inciude a critenon that core outiet | Same as before ’
| 3 | | temperature is maintaired at least 10°F below saturation
2 { ‘ | temperature
| Likewise, CTS 34130 fooinote  states that core outlet |
| temperature is maintained at least 10°F below saturation |
| temperature " -
| However, ITS 347 NOTE 1b changes the phrase, ~ at |
| least 10°F . "o° 10°F :

Placing the symbol meaning "gre ater than or equal to” and s
associated numeric value directly adjacent to the word "beiow’ ‘
| | can cause the reader to stumble The infended meaning 1S |
| | more quickly grasped by using the grammat:zally correct
| phrase " at least 10°F below

The reason for this STS deviation is not clear, but it 1s justified |
by a handwritien comment in the STS 346 margin which
| states “"editorial genenc

| CCNPP Response:

Notes for LCOs 345 346, 347, and 3 4 8 will changed 1o say

at least 10 F below” to be consistent with CTS and ISTS, and to be consistently apphed, where

| approoriate
& | A1 | [CTS 3413a3 and 34 1324 identify, by .00p number, the | Provide addional information describing the |
! , | SDC loops required OPERABLE TS 347 also imposes | plan: procedure(s) control (50 587
| | | requirements on SDC loop{s) OCPERABILITY, but does not
i | identify the specific SDC loop numbers.  This detail is moved fo
| ptant procedures Theplant procedures to which this detail is
| moved are not identifie

| CCNPP Response:
| Details will be moved to the Bases, and the change will be justified in LA 1

DOC = Discussion of Change
©D = Justfication for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

CHANGE/DIFFERUNCE COMMENT

CTS 3413a3 and 3413 a4 dentify, by loop number, the | Provide change control process (5. 587)
; SDC loops required OPERABLE. ITS 348 aisc imposes |
| requirements on SDC loop(s) OPERABILITY, but does not |
% identify the specific SDC loop numbers This detail 1s moved to |
| ; plant procedures. The plant procedures tc which this detad s |
i | | moved are not identified |
== b - 4.
CCNPP Response:
Details will be moved to the Bases, and the change will be justified in LA 1

e —————————————————

Provide Bases discussion that cieary mdicates
verification of power to the valves

TLTE Survesllance Réqm"er’ner';’i 44131 requires Jen*vi;‘g
i

i

i

| A
! LAZ

correct breaker ahignments and indicated power availability for

| SDC loop valves associated with required OPERABLE SDC

| loopis) which are not in operation. Note that this requirement

r E
|
|
!
l |
f |
|
{
!

|

f | refers to the SDC loop(s) required OPERABLE, but nof in
| | operation (the standby loop) |
|

| ITS 348 dwes not retain the requirement to venfy correct |
| breaker alignment and indicated power availability for SDC

loop valves associated with required OPERABLE SDC loop(s) |
i which are not in operation !

{ | The discuscion of change indicates thai this detail 1is moved to |
| the ITS 34 8 Bases However, the ITS 2 4 3 Bases only infers |
that SDC loop valve power must be avaiiable, and this |
inference is with regard to verfying one required OPERABLE |
| coolant loop in operation (italics added) by verifying flow rate
| temperature, or pump status mon#onng

|

! Because CTS Surveillance Requirement 44 13 1 addresses |
| the required loop which is not in operation, this change is a less |
l |

!
|
|
|
|
{
]
!
L

| |
| restrictive change for which there is no justification
| CCNPP Response:
| ITS SR 3 4 8.2 will be revised to include the requirement regarding the SDC valves

’ !

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES 7O REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAI ™FCrRMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

JFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE ! COMMENT { STATUS

| JFD26 | The discussion of change states that ITS 34 9 requires two | Retain statement, * capabie of being powered |
| pressurizer heater banks OPERABLE, each with the capacity of | from and emergency power supply It is in the |
| > 150kW and capable of being supplied by an emergency | CTS and bracketed material stays in the LCO if |
power supply source. ITS 349 does not specify that each | it is appiicable
i heater bank must be capable of being suppliea by an
| emergency power source. Not specifying that each heater |
bank must be capabie of being supplied by an emergency |
| power source deviates from STS LCO 34 9b which requires |
| two banks or pressurizer heaters OPERABLE with the capacity
| of each group > 150 kW and capable of peing powered from an
{ emergency power supply JFD 26 does not adequately discuss
| | and justify this deviation from the STS '
| CCNPP Response:
| The Bases will be modified 1o state that the pressurizer heaters are permanently powered by Class 1E power supples, and 4D 26 was revised to provide addibonal

{ stification

3 [JFD27 | ITS SR 3492 adds a new requirement to verffy pressurizer | Acceptance of this change is contingent upon
| heater bank capacity 150 kKW every 24 months CTS | NRC approval of TSTF-93 TSTF s pending

| Surveillance Requirement 444 does not contain this | However it has been recommended that the |

7 2 markup shows that the STS | NOTE be placed in the SR if we allow ihe |

| Freguency of 92 days is changed to 24 months This change | change in survedllance frequency. Also, this |

| references TSTF-93 as its basis There is inadeqguate | may be further review Since the SR is not in |

discussion and justification for this deviation from the STS | your CTS and you are changing the frequency |

| | to 24 months rather than the brucketed 18, we |

' f :‘ | may need to revisit this

| requirement The STSSR 34

| }

| CCNPP Response:
| JFD-27 will be modified to justify acceptability of 24-month SR frequency This is a more restrictive change that is not contained in the CTS

—— S— g

PR [JFD21 | STS SR 3403 is deleted There is inadequate discussion and | Provide discussion of the semming confiict |
3 | justification for this STS dewiation | between Discussion of Deviatons from
‘ | NUREG # 21 and 26. Retain the SR

!
!

| |
i — . - misaiailh ————— —

i

| CCNPP Résponse‘

JFD 21 will be revised to provide additional justification

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




RESPONSES TO REGUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

3410 DOC JFD

CHANGE/OIFFERZNCE

COMMENT

STATUS

Change in Applicability rom MODES 1, 2, 3 and 4

Possible B IS : vy
justification is needed to deviate from the STS.
The STS has an LTOP specification aiso that
covers a different temperature. MOPDE 4 in
this LCO is > {285], while the LTOP LCO s <
[285) Retan the LCO as is in the STS.

Change Bases accordingly

CCNPP Response:

DOC L.1 will be revised to provide additional justiication for the change in appiicability The pressunzer safety vaives provide pressure protection above the LTOP
enable temperature. DOC M 1 is withdrawn because the resuiting changes efiminate any need for DOC M1

e

2 JFD-8

CTS 3421 LCO statement specifies the actual pressurizer
safety valves that shall be OPERABLE and provides their
respective As-Found and As-lLeft tolerances as a percent
function of their lift settings 1TS 3 4 10 LCO statement requires
2 pressurizer safety valves OPERABLE. The above details for

each valve are moved into ITSSR 34 101

If the valve seftings will be moved to the SR,
the As-Left Tolerences, which corresponds to
the STS should be left in also

CCNPP Response:

The as-left tolerances are left in the SRs as described in JFD-8 and in accordance with the writer's manual.

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation



ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION® SECTION 3.4

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT

| The discussion of change states that iTS 3410 adds an | Comect the discussion of change to accurately |
| intermediate step to the shutdown frack required Dy CTS 1 reflect the content of ITS 34 10 |
| 3421 Thisisnotthecase CTS 342 1 requires shutdown o |
| MODE 4 within 12 hours with one pressurizer safety valve |
| | inoperable. TS 34 10 only requires shutdown to MODC 3 |
| | within 6 hours and reducing RCS cold leg temperatures fo |
'} 365 F (Unit 1. < 301 F Unit 2) within 12 hours. TS 3410 |
: | | does not require further shutdown to MODE 4. Therefore, the |
| | | shutdown to MODE 3 is not an intermediate step :
i el S T PN vt SNt

:F e NS —

{ CCNPP Response:
| DOC L 1 will be revised fo provide additional justification for the change n applicability The pressurizer safety valves provide pressure protection above the LTOP |
| enabie temperature. DOC M 1 is withdrawn because the resulting changes eliminate any need for DOC M 1 ‘

4 [ L1 [ T CTS 3/4 2.1 contains a footnote specifying that both pressunzer T Provide discussion and justificaton for this |
| | | safety valves may be removed in MODE 5 provided that at | change to CTS requirements. Specify where :

‘ f ieast one valve .. replaced by 2 spool piece which allows the | this requirement is now located Relocate to |

| pressurizer to relieve directly to the quench tank. This footnote | Bases? |

| | is referenced to the L 1 discussion of change (7S 34 10 does | |

| | not contain any mention of the requirements contained in this !

' | footnote.  There is no discussion or justification for this change

|
] !
| !
l |
|

!
! . p—n e —————————— ————— ————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————

"CCNPP Response:
| DOC L1 will be revised to address elimination of the footnote *of CTSLCO 342 1

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TC REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATICN
IMFROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE

COMMENT STATUS

ITS 34 11 Required Action A 1 broadens the applicability of
| CTS 3 4 3 Action a through 2 Note which allows delaying the
! Required Action for 120 hours if one block valve s
| inoperable and < 72 hours if two block valves are inoperabie
| However, adding this Note tc ITS 3 4 11 Reqguired Action A 1
| is a deviation from the STS. There is inadequate discussion
| and justification for this STS dewviation

i - 1
| CCNPP Response:

| This change will be withdrawn and current licensing basis instated, and JFD 25 withdrawn

. ['CTS Su.veillance Réquﬁé@m 443123 ?ﬂfju;f;"? t-eéfv';ﬂe'wg
| a Channel Functional Test at least once per 31 days in
| accordance with the Reactor Protective System (RPS)
| Pressurizer Pressure Surveillance Test Procedure
314 11 % requires performing the CHANNEL FUNCTIONAL
TEST. but does not specify that ¢ be done in accordance
| with the RPS Pressurizer Survediance Test
| Procedure, thereby moving the CTS requirement outside of

) [ LA

L

Pressure

| the ITS into hcensee-controlled documents
| of change does specify which
| documents contam this requirement

not

CCONPP Resibonse.

DOC A

[ CTS Surveililanc~ Requirement 4 4 3 1 a requires performing
| a CHANNEL FULNCTIONAL TEST once per 31 days ITS
| SR 34 11 1 retains this CTS requirement
| ITS SR 34111 is a deviation from the STS
and justification for

JFD 12

| madequate discussion
| deviation

| 1
| CCNPP Response:
JFD 12 will be enhanced to provide additiona! justification and system description

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justfication for Deviation

| justification for the STS dewviation

ITS SR |

The discussion |
icensee-controfied |

However, adding |
There is |
this STS |

This May Be Beyond Scope

What does consistent with the current icensing
basis mean? Is & or s & not? Provide
based on :
current licensing basis, system design ‘

operzational constramnts

Specify the controls for the change process

{50 597)

5 will he added to explain that the change is actually z dministrative, the requirements will be retained in the ITS, and DOC LA 1 will be withdrawn

Provide discussion based on current l.r_‘}?"*‘st';-’;
basis system  design or operatonal
constramnts




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE | COMMENT |  STATUS

| ITS 3411 Action A relaxes the CTS 343 Action a | Provide additional discussion and justification |
| requirement of having one or more PORV(s) with excessive , for the CTS 5 4 3 Actions b and ¢ changes |
| seat leakage o one or more PORVs inoperable and capable |

| of being manually cycled CTS 3 4 3 Actions b and ¢ specify |

| Required Actions and Completion Times for one PORV x NOTE THIS LCO HAS TO RE REVIEWED IN |
| (Action b) and both PORVs (Action c) inoperable for causes | ITS ENTIRETY BEFORE THE MAGNITUDE

| other than excessive seat leakage ITS 34 11 Actions B | OF CHANGES ARE ALL ACCEPTED |
| and D change these CTS requirements to one PORV {Action ‘

I

i

!

|

; | ! | B) and two PORVs (Action D) inoperable and not capable of |
; ! | | being manually cycled respectively are briefly addressed. |
|
3
:
\
L

; | | The only discussion and justification for these changes to |
| | CTS Actions is a reference to the ITS 34 11 Action A less !
| ; restrictive change Although related to the ITS 34 11 less |
“ ! | restrictive change, these changes .re separate issues

| | | There is inadequate discussion and justification for the CTS |
f ‘ 343 Actonsbandc fhanf_}eq

l _—_— — ———

| CCNPP Response

|
| DOC L 1 will be enhanced to provide additional justification for the changes to Actions a, b, and c of LCO 34.11

5 L | i IT CTS Surveillance anwre'mn'dl} 12 'eq_mm oerfor"nna T This ”hange is not r*mésamv acogmame
| i the PORV STE every 31 days. ITS SR 34 11.1 extends the | simply because of the approval of the | {
| | SR-Frequency to 92 days The discussion of change states | amendments. These have to be evaluated in |

| that the PORYV actuation instrumentation e the same as that | their own nght
| used for the RPS High Pressurizer Pressure Function. The |

RPS High Pressurizer Pressure Function STE Surveiliance |

Frequency was decreased from 31 days to 92 days in the |

| | RPS ad ESFAS "monthly to quarterly” Technical |

| | Specification change (approved m an NRC Safety Evaluaton |

| Report for Amendments 193 and 170 for Units 1 and 2

j | rpspecnvovy dated August 24 10‘-4) |

. ——— e ——— W SN e ————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————
| CCNPP Response:
| DOC L 2 will be modified to enhance the justification for this change

DOC = Discussion of Change
IFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE

COMMENT

"CCNPP Response:

CTS Surveiliance Requirements 443 .a and b equire
performing a CHANNEL FUNCTIONAL TEST once per 51

i days, and performing a CHANNEL CALIBRATION once per |

REFUELING INTERVAL respectively ITS 3411 retains |

| these requirements by adding two SRs, ITS SR 34 11 1 and |
| ITS SR 34 114 Adding these SRs is a deviation frocm the |
| 8TS There is inadequate discussion and just cation in for |
| this STS deviation ]

JFD 12 wiil be enhanced to provide additional ustiication anc system descnpbon

- -

T [ JFD11

| CCNPP Response:
| JFD 11 has been enhanced, and the ITS modified, to befter explain and describe the current icensing basis

COC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviaticn

"TSTS 3411 Action D requires shutting down to MODE 3in 6 |

hours and to be in MODE 4 in 12 hours if the Reguired

| Actions and Compiletion Times of Condition A B, or C are |
| not met ITS 34 11 Actions do not contain this requirement. |
it is deleted Deleting this requirement in the ITS is a |
| deviation from the STS. The justification for this deviation f
| includes reference to Amendments 188 and 165 (for Units 1

and 2 respectively) There is inadequate discussion and |
| justification for this STS deviation

|

- e ——————————————— e —— - ———

Provide just” ation for the STS dewviation |
based on current kcensing basis, system |
design, or operational ~onstramts

NOTE THIS LCO HAS TO BE REVIEWED IN |
ITS ENTIRETY BEFORE THE MAGNITUDE
OF CHANGES ARE ALL ACCEPTED




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

o

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE ! COMMENT | STATUS

STS 34 11 Action £ specifies the Required Actions and |
| Completion Times for two PORVs inoperable and not |
capzble of being manually cycled STS 34 11 Required |
Action E 3 and E 4 require shutdown to MODE 3 in 6 hours |
and be in MODE 4 in 12 hours ITS 3.4 11 Action D retains |
this requirement. However, ITS 34 11 Action D deletes the |
| requirements of STS 34 11 Action E3 and E4 These STS |
| requirements are replaced by ITS 34 11 Action D 3 which |

requires restoring one PORV to OPERABLE status in 72 |
i hours. This is a deviation from the STS  The justification for |
| this deviation inciudes reference to Amendments 188 and

165 (for Units 1 and 2 respectively) There is inadequate |
| discussion and jastification for this STS dewviation |

l

|

i

| R PR GO R S L PN T PV PP

!
'CCNPP Rcsponse
JFD 11 has been enhanced, and the ITS modified, to beiter explain and describe the current licensing basis

i % STS SR 34.114 s not included in the 11S 34 11 SRs. Its ¢ Provide justification for the SIS dewiaton |
i deleted Deleting this STS SR is an STS deviation There is | based on cument kcensing basis, system |
i inadequate discussion and justification for deleting this STS | design, or operational constran s
|
SR

|-
A
)

o

(1'

T
l
1'

|

|
|
|
!

CCNPP Response:
IFD.34 has been added fo ;dstvﬁ deletion of Standard Technical Specification (STS)SR 34114

DOC = Discussion of Change
IFD = Justification for Deviation




RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMA

3412 DOC

-

This LCO will has o BE looked at m its enfirety again for
.~.":’wm to your ficensng bass and curent
t oo wnents It s difficult 1o know what s n the LCO
because of amendments and what s there for other reasons
a road map would heip

——— T

CCNPP Response:

JFD 14 will be upgpraded to befter expiain what changes tc the current icensing basis are assocated with vanous amendments i the CTS

2 Al

CTS 3492 Action g actions are deleted in the ITS 3412
Actions because they are addressed n other T3
requirements Speciically f excessive flow 15 encountered.
the LTOP System = declared moperable and e appropriate
Actions of ITS 34 12 are entered  Simiarly f 3 PIT violation
15 found to have occusred, the appropnate Actions of ITS
343 are entered The discussion of change aiso states that
the CTS 3493 Action g requirement to verfy that the
excessive flow did not raise pressure above the P/T mits s
addressed m ITS 343 Thes is not the case, I™S 34 3 does
not require this Achon There 5 nadeguate discussion and
justification for delefting ts particular element of the C7S
3493 Action g requirements.

CCNPP Response:

DOC L 5 was added to justify deiletion of this Action from the CTS DOC A 4 was upgraced o better explan the disposition of the CTS Acion statements




RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

3412

Jﬁ COMMENT

* STATUS

JFD l
CTS34931COstatements b ¢, d ande, and CTS 3463

Actions e and f specfy requirements for HPSI pump
o "ation when the LTGP System s applicable TS 34 12
does not contan these requirements The discussion of
change states that these requirements are moved esther fully
or parially nto plant procedures However it remans
unciear which portions of the CTS requirements remam in
the ITS

Specify which porfions of the CTS 3483 LCO
statements b ¢ d and e and CTS 3483
Actions e and f reman n ITS 3412 Aiso
state what goes o ihe Bases and what 1o Plant
Procedures.  idenfify the change control
process for Plant Procedures{50 557)

CCNPP Response:

DOC LA 1 has been modified to state that CTS 3493 LCO statements b, c. e, and 34 8 3 Actions e and f regarding high pressure safety ijjachion (HPSI) pump
operation when the Low Temperature Overpressure Protection /LTOP) System s appicable will be moved o the ITS bases Details n CTS 349 3 LCO d will be
retained in LCO 34 12 The mark-up of the CTS 3 4 9 3 LCO will be mo~ified to clanfy which portion of the CTS remain in the ITS

4

LAY

CTS34831COstatementsb. c d ande and CTS 3493
Actions e and f specify requirements for HPSI pump
operation when the LTOP System is applicable 1TS 34 12
does not contain these requrements The discussion of
Chany? States that these requirements are moved edther fully
or pa tially into plant procedures.

SAME AS ABOVE

CCNPP Response:

DOC LA 1 has been modified to state that CTS 34 9.3 LCO Statements b, c. e, and 3 4 9 3 Actions e and f regarding HPSI pump operation when the LTOP System
is applicable will be moved to the ITS bases Details n CTS 34 9 3 LCO d will be retaied n LCO 34 12

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITICNAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT

;-

The CTS 3493 LCO statement 2 ; requires tow PORVS | SAME AS COMMENT # 1

inp setpont beiow the curve in Figure 3483 ITS
34 12 LCO statements a and b modify the CTS 3483 LCO
statement by adding the phrase “on or” o the CTS statement
of "below the curve * This ITS 34 12 changetothe CTS s a
deviation from the STS The discussion and justificaton for
this STS deviation states that the changes are made to the
TS o make it consistent with Amendments 188, 171, 146

| and 145 (Unit 1), and Amendments 178, 165, and 131 (Un#t

| CCNPP Résbonse:

JFD 14 will be upgraded 1o betier explan what changes tO the current hcensing basis are associated with vanous amendments o the

T

€ JFD 14 CTS 3 4 3 3 Achon ¢ requires depressunzing and venting the | see comment # 1

RCS and then mamntaining the unt n the vented condion
TS 34 12 Actions D and E retains the CTS 34 9 3 Action ¢
requirement o depressurze and vent the RCS by reguinng
depressurizing and venting the RCS However, {TS 34 12
Actions D is addec 1o the STS 3 4 12 Actions, making this 2
devistion from the STS  The justification for this STS
deviation states in part fiiat the changes are made 0 the
STS to make it consistent with Amendments 188, 171, 146
and 145 {(Unit 1) and Amendments 178 165 and 131
(Untt 2)

CCNPP Response:
JFD 14 will be upgraded to better explain what changes to the curment icensing basis are assocated with vanous amendments 1o the C

S

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justificaton for Deviahon




ATTACAMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE COMMENT STATUS
CTS 3493 MODES OF APPLICABILITY requires RCS | Provide discussion regarding system design
temperature 365 F and the RCS vented o < 8 square ' 7
inches. TS 34 12 MODES OF APPLICABILITY changes
the CTS MODES OF APPLICABILITY to specify MODE 3
with all RCS coid leg temperatures B5F (Untt 1) and
301F (Unit 2). and MODES 4. 5 and 6 This change in

the CTS MODES OF APPLICABILITY s a deviation from the

@
STS

" CCNPP Reéponse.

JFD 14 will be upgraded to better explan what changes 10 the current Lcensing basis are assoc@ated with vanous amendments 1o the C

- | TJFD12 | The CTS 3493 MODES OF APPLICABILITY requirement | SEE COMMENT # 1

that the RCS is vented 1o < 8 square inches 's moved 0 a

Note in the ITS 34 12 MODES OF APPLICABILITY. Adding

this Note to the ITS 34 12 MODES OF APPLICABILITY s 3

deviation to the STS The jstificaton for this deviation

states that the changes are made to the

consistent with Unit 1 Amendments 188

and Unit 2 Amendments 178, 165, and 131

" CCNPP Response

JFD 14 will be upgraded to better expiain what changes to the current kicensing bas:s are assoc:ated with vanous amendments i

DOC = Discussson of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

3412 | DOC | JFD ; CHANGE/DIFFERENCE ' COMMENT

i 2 1 JFD 14 | in addiion to the HPSI pump reaurement. the STS 34 17 | SAME i
LCO siatement requires one charging pump C of

ijjecting into the RCS and having the SiTs isolated The ITS
34 12 LCO statement does not include *he charging pump
and SIT requirements This is 3 deviaion from the STS
There is nadequate discussion and justification for s STS
deviation The jstification for this deviation sistes that the
changes are made to the STS to make it consistent with Unit
1 Amendments 188 171 146, and 145 and Unit 2
Amendments 178, 165 and 131

" CCNPP Response:

| JFD 14 will be upgraded to better expiain what changes to the current kcensing basis are associated with va. _us amendments 0 the CTS
10 | [JFD1a | ITS 3412 adds a new LCO statement requinng one | SAME

OPERABLE PORV with iift sefting on or below the curve in
Figure 34 12-1 and RCS vent of > 1 3 square inches. This
new ITS LCO statement is a2 deviation from the STS  The
justification for this deviation states that the changes are
made 0 the STS t0 make # consistent with Unst 1
Amendments 188 171, 146 and 145 and Umtt 2
Amendments 178, 165, and 131

| CCNPP Res}aonst

DOC = Miscussion of Change 30

JFD = Justficaton for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES YO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

3412 DOC

r———

l STATUS

"

ITS 3412 adds a new Note to the LCO statements
specifying HPS! pump restrictions and PORV it settings

and Unit 2 Amendments 178, 165 and 131

The Note to ITS LCO 3 4 12 will be replaced with modifications to the LCO. and JFD 14 will be modified to reflect these changes. and o befter explan what changes
o the current icensing basis are associated with vanous amendments to the 7S

12

The STS 3412 MODES OF APPLICABILITY Note is
deieted in the ITS 3 4 12 MODES OF APPLICABILITY The
STS MODES OF APPLICABILITY Note species SIT
imitations reiated to RCS cold leg temperatures and P/T limit
curves Deleting this Note in the ITS s a deviation from the
STS There is no discussion or justification for deleting this
Note

based on cument hcensing basis, system
design. or operatonal constramts

CCNPP Response:

JFD 14 will be upgraded to better explan why the SIT Note in the STS is removed

13

JFD 20

STS SR 3 4 12 4 requrres verifying RCS vent > [1 3] square
inches 1S open once per 12 hours for uniocked open vent
valve(s) and once per 31 days for locked open vent valve(s)
This requirement in contamed in TS SR 34 122 However,
the ITS SR changes the STS requirement by adding a Note
to the 31 day Frequency specifying that the 31 day
Frequency s applicable to the pressurzer manway This
change is a deviation from the STS There s nadequate
discussion and justification for thus STS dewiation

Prowde stficaton for the STS dewiation
based on curent fcensing basis, system
design. or operational constramts

Expian what the pressurzer manway has to do
with this SR and why

THIS MAY BE A BEYOND SCOPE ISSUE

CCNPP Response:

The Note to ITS SR 3 4 12 2 and JFD 20 have been withdrawn

DOC = Discussion of Change

JFD = Justification for Deviation:

31




RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 3.4

DOC A 2 will be revised to justify the deletion of CTS surveiilance requirements 4 46 a2 and 4462 ¢

3413 | DOC | #D CHANGE/DIF FERENCE COMMENT ~ STATUS |
2 A2 ITS 3412 does not contain the RCS leakage instrumeniation | Specify the ITS Specifications that now contan
referenced by CTS 3462 The discussion of change states that | these SRs
the oeieted monitors are requred by other ITS Specifications, but
does not specify which ones
CCNPP Response:

2 A3

Most of the discussion focuses on the addition of ITSSR 34 132
toc the CTS 3462 requirements However 3t the et | of the
discussion, the focus changes tov the addiion of an "OR”
statement to ITS 34 13 Action B The discussion states that the
"OR” statement s added to CTS 3467 Action a ("With any
PRESSURE BOUNDARY LEAKAGE bde in at least HOT
STANDBY within 6 hours and n COLD SHUTDOWN within the
foliowing 30 hours™ The new ITS 5413 Acton B "OR"
statement specifies "One or more SGs inoperable ™ to account
for a Condition with one or two SGs inoperable The new ITS
3413 Acton B "OR™ statement auds 2 regqurement to CTS
3462 and s therefore 3 more resinctive change Theme s
madequate discussion and justification o support this more
restnchve change This more resinctive change s not consistent
with the STS Addtionally. the STS markup for this change
references TSTF 138

TSTF 138 was rejected by NRC 41197
Rewise LCO accordingly

CCONPP Response:

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation

Changes associated with TSTF-138 will be withdrawn The ISTS Bases markup for ITS SR 34 13 2 will be changed o indicate that compliance with LCO 303 s
required when one or more steam generators do not meet the requirements of the steam generator tube survesliance program  This deviation will be justified by JFD
13.and DOCs A 3 and A 5 will be revised DOC M 1 will be withdrawn




RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

3413 1ann:; JFD CHANGE/DIFFERENCE L TOMMENT L STATUS

5 AS ITS SR 34132 requires verfying SG tube miegnty per the | SAME AS ABOVE
Steam Generator Tube Surveiiance Program CTS 3642 does
issues associated with CTS 3642 Insiead the discussion
focuses on CTS LCO 34 5, "Sieam Generators ™ which requires
each SG Operable. and specfies required SG tube Survediance
Requirements CTS 345 is ncorporated into ITS 556 "Steam
Generator (SG) Tube Surveillance Program™ Although ITS
3413 netther specifically requires the SGs Operable, nor
speciies SG tube SRs. it does piace imits on RCS leakage.
ndrectly requinng the SGs Operable CTS 3 4 5 is mcluded with
the CTS 36 4 2 markup. and s the location of the A 5 comment
The discussion states that CTS 345 s incorporated into ITS
3413 This s not the case CTS 345 s ncorporated into TS
559 ITSSR 34132 adds 2 requrement o the CTS and s
therefore a3 more restrictive change There s no discussion or
discussion states that SG OPERABILITY s determened by SG
tube inspections per CTS 345 and ITS 559 However, SG
OPERABILITY inciudes other factors besides tube nspectons
such as water level and temperature The discussion makes no
reference to where those requirements have gone Finally the
discussion states the change is consistent with TSTF 138

CCNPP Response:
Changes associated with TSTF-138 will be withdrawn The ISTS Bases markup for ITS SR 34 13 2 wili be changed o indicate that compkance with LCO 303 s

required when one or more steam generators do not meet the requirements of the steam generator tube survesiiance program  This dewiation will be ustified by JFD
13, and DOCs A 3 and A 5 will be revised  DOC M 1 wili be withdrawn

DOC = Discussion of Change 3
JFD = Justification for Deviation



3413

The discussion states that this more resinctive change s
consistent with both the STS and TSTF 138 The STS markup
contains 2 "cloud” with the STS 3 4 13 Condion B added "OR”™
requirement for one or more SGs incperable The STS does not
contain this requirement  Addritonaily, this change s referenced
to TSTF 138

CCNPP Response:
Changes associated with TSTF-138 will be withdrawn The ISTS Bases markup for ITS SR 34 13 2 will be changed 1 ndicate that complia..ce with LCO 303 s

required whan one or more steam generators do not meet the requirements of the steam generator tube survedliance program  This deviaton wili be justified by JFD
13, and DOCs A 3 and A 5 will be revised DOC M 1 will be withdrawn

7

L1

The discussion of change focuses on the deletion of CTS
Surveiliance Requirements in ITS 3413 However the
discussion and justficaton 0o not adequately describe how
performing the RCS water inventory batance required by ITS SR
3413 1 effectively repiaces the monitoring functions performed
by the CTS Surveiliance Regquirements

Are these same requrements n Leakage
Detetion?

CCNPP Response:
DOC L1 will be revised to provide additional justification for these changes.

3414

CHANGE/OIFFERENCE

STATUS

L6

Notes are added to ITS 34 14 Actions A 1 and B 1 2 that allow
watting 12 hours after steady state conditions are established
before performing 2 RCS mventory balance CTS 346 1 does
not allow this wait The onginali STS 34 14 version does not
contain these Notes either The STS 34 14 markup inserts
these notes with 3 reference to TSTF-116

Acceptance of this change s contingent upon
NRC approval of TSTF-116

CCNPP Response:
The changes associated with TSTF-116 have been withdrawn.

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

= -

 CHANGE/DIFFERENCE

Survelliance Requrement 4461 a3 references the
3 There are numerous | indicated changes

Prowde discussion ustification for the
Specificaily discuss how

-~ -

Frequencies specified n Table 4
—“e ~

changes to Tabie 4 3-3 with the only change referenced 1o A1 | these requrements 3 sed Dy
34 14 SRs

There 15 nadeqguate dncussion and justification for the changes

noted

" CCNPP Response:

References in the CTS will be enhanced, DOC LA 1 will be added, DOC L

1 will be modified. and ISTS markups will be revised
3-6 that contains | Provide discussion

only reference 0 a discussion 5 A 1 and | indicated changes on

3.3 1. "Radiation Monsionng | address how these
for the 3461andITS 3414

The CTS 346 1 markup ncludes 3 Table

several changes The
to see the discussion of change for 3
instrumentation There s no discussion of ustificaton

noted changes in any of the discussion of change files for
3461 Infact CTS 346

all

joes not reference Table 33 6 at

CCNPP Response:

Reaferances in the (O7F H enhanced 1 will be modfied and ISTS markups will be revised

34 15

COMMENT

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE

No comments for 2 4 16

Discussion of Change

lusthicahon for Dewvaton




ATTACHMENT (1}

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

3417

e ————

COMMENT 4 sumﬂ

mmummw4wszm
the onginal wording of " pnor to suspending reactor cocilant
circulation " 1o " _prior to suspending LCO 346 LCO 347 or
LCO 348" This Survedilance Requirement is contaned in ITS
SR 34171 which requires verifying xenon reactivity is within
limits once within 1 hour prior to suspending LCO 346, LCO
347 or LCO 348 (TS 346, "RCS Loops - MODE 4" ITS
347 "RCS Loops - MODE 5. Loops Filled" and ITS 34 8, "RCS
Loops - MODE 5, Loops Not Filled " each have notes allowing
exceptions to ther respective LCOs under certain conditions
Although this change s arguably an admwstrative change tt is
not of the generic nature addressed by A1 This change is
consistent with the STS, but there 15 no discussion or ustification
for this spectfic element of the change

Prowvde additional discussion and justificaton
for this specific _hange referenced by A1
Spectfically aiscuss the respectve
requirements of ITS 346 347 and 348 and
justfy how suspending them does not affect
plant safety

CCNPP Response:

The CTS markups will be revised. DOCs LA 1. LA 2, and A 2 will be retracted, and DOC A 3 will be

added added to address. the changes

2 ' OA2

CTS 3 705c requres verifying the shutdown margin per the
requirements of CTS 3 112, "Shutdown Margn - T <200F"
mpueylhmnﬂmmwc;nmam:en
operation.  This requirement s moved to ITS SR 34174
However, the discussion of change references two [TS SRs (i e
ITS SR 34 17 4 and 3 4 17 5) that now contain the onginal CTS
3 10 5 c requirements, and two Notes that ampiify and modify the
ITS SRs. Neither the STS 3.4 17 markup, nor ITS 3 4 17 contain
SR 34175 or the referenced Note 1 ITS SR 34 17 4 does
have a Note that s the Note 2 referenced n the discussion of
change ITS 34 17 is consistent with STS 34 17 This change

s not adequately justified in the discussion of change

Correct the discussion of change to accurately
reflect the ITS 34 17 contents.

CCNPP Response:

The CTS markups will be revised, DOCs LA 1, LA 2 and A 2 will be refracted and DOC A 3 will be added added to address the changes

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justificabon for Dewviation



ATTACHMENT (1)

RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
IMPROVED TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS SECTION 34

=

CHANGE/DIFFERENCE w ' COMMENT STATUS

PIV Leakage specification should be retamned LCO shouid be retaned for consistency with
the STS and siso because there is nothing o

preciude the nciusion of the LC

~

CCNPP Response:
JFD 16 will be revised 1c expiain that the only associated specification required for thes LCO s CTS S ] s which has been retamed as ITS SR
| and will explain whv the pnmary sciation vailve leakage specification does not need tc be retamned

DOC = Discussion of Change
JFD = Justification for Deviation




